
 

      
 

City of Sonoma  
Design Review and Historic  

Preservation Commission 
AGENDA 

Regular Meeting of November 15, 2016 - 6:30 P.M. 
Community Meeting Room, 177 First Street West 

Sonoma, CA  95476 
 

 
Meeting Length: No new items will be heard by the Design Review and Historic Preservation 
Commission after 10:30 PM, unless the Commission, by majority vote, specifically decides to continue 
reviewing items. If an item is not heard due to the length of the meeting, the Commission will attempt to 
schedule a special meeting for the following week. If a special meeting is necessary, potential dates will be 
established at the close of this meeting, and a date set as soon as possible thereafter. 

 
 
CALL TO ORDER – Micaelia Randolph Chair 
 

              
Commissioners:   Kelso Barnett 
                             Christopher Johnson 
                             Leslie Tippell 
                             Bill Essert  
                             Robert Cory (Alternate) 
                              
                              

  
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC 
Presentations by audience members on items not appearing on the agenda. 

 
CORRESPONDENCE 

 
ITEM #1 – CONSENT CALENDAR 
 
These items will be acted upon in one 
motion unless removed from the 
Consent Calendar for discussion by 
Commissioners or any interested party. 
 
Staff:   Wendy Atkins 
 

 Request: 
 
Request to install banners on 
Plaza light standards – 2017 
Sonoma Valley Mentoring 
Alliance. 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Approve. 

 
 
 
 

ITEM #2 –Design Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of new external 
lighting for a commercial building 
(Sweet Scoops Homemade Ice 
Cream). 
 
Applicant:   
Sweet Scoops Homemade Ice 
Cream  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
408 First Street East 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Commercial (C) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
Downtown District 
Base: Commercial (C) 
Overlay: Historic (/H) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 



ITEM #3 – Landscape Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of a landscape plan 
for a new single family residence. 
 
Applicant:   
Rozanski Design  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
557 Fourth Street East 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Low Density Residential (LR) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
Central-West Area 
Base: 
Low Density Residential (R-L) 
Overlay: Historic (/H) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #4 – Design Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of site design, 
architectural review, and a 
landscape plan for a new single-
family residence, secondary 
residence, and accessory 
structures. 
 
Applicant:   
Glenn Ikemoto 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
314-324 Second Street East 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Medium Density Residential (MR) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: Northeast Area 
Base: 
Medium Density Residential (R-M) 
Overlay: Historic (/H) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #5 – Discussion Item 
  
ISSUE: 
Discussion of Sonoma Historic Train 
District. 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 
 

 RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Discuss and provide direction. 
 

ITEM #6 – Discussion Item 
  
ISSUE: 
Discussion of Story Pole 
Requirements and Guidelines. 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 
 

 RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Discuss and provide direction. 
 

 

ISSUES UPDATE 

COMMENTS FROM THE COMMISSION 

COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE 

ADJOURNMENT 

I do hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing agenda was posted on the City Hall bulletin board on November 
10, 2016.   
 
CRISTINA MORRIS, ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 
 
Rights of Appeal: Any decision of the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission may be 
appealed to the City Council.  Appeals must be filed with the City Clerk within fifteen (15) calendar days 
following the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission’s decision, unless the fifteenth day falls on a 
weekend or a holiday, in which case the appeal period ends at the close of the next working day at City Hall. 



Appeals must be made in writing and must clearly state the reason for the appeal. Appeals will be set for hearing 
before the City Council on the earliest available agenda.  
 
Copies of all staff reports and documents subject to disclosure that relate to any item of business 
referred to on the agenda are available for public inspection the Monday before each regularly scheduled 
meeting at City Hall, located at No. 1 The Plaza, Sonoma CA, (707) 938-3681.  Any documents subject to 
disclosure that are provided to all, or a majority of all, of the members of the Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission regarding any item on this agenda after the agenda has been distributed will 
be made available for inspection at the Administrative Assistant office, No. 1 The Plaza, Sonoma CA 
during regular business hours. 
 
If you challenge the action of the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission in court, you may 
be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing described on the 
agenda, or in written correspondence delivered to the Administrative Assistant, at or prior to the public 
hearing. 
 
In accordance with the Americans With Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in 
this meeting, please contact the City Clerk (707) 933-2216. Notification 48 hours before the meeting will 
enable the City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting.  



Item # 1 

Memo 
 

DATE: November 15, 2016 

TO: Design Review and Historic Preservation Commissioners 
 

FROM: Wendy Atkins, Associate Planner 

SUBJECT: Request to install banners on Plaza light standards—2016 StandByMe 

 
 

The Sonoma Valley Mentoring Alliance is proposing to install banners on Plaza light standards from 
January 1, 2017, to January 31, 2017. The banners are consistent with the Plaza Banner Administrative 
Policy approved by the City Council on May 21, 2008.  

If approved, the applicant shall submit a fee in the amount of $1,380 to the City of Sonoma. This fee will 
cover the costs of installing and removing the banners, the staff time required to support installing and 
removing banners, and associated City administrative expenses.  

 

 
Attachments  

1. Plaza Banner Form 
2. Sample of proposed banners 

 
 
 
 
cc: Sonoma Valley mentoring Alliance 
 Attn: Lee Morgan Brown 
 916 First Street West 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 

Terry Melberg, Parks Supervisor 
 
Colleen Pratt, Public Works Administrative Assistant 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 
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11/15/16 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Sweet Scoops Homemade Ice Cream 

Project Location 

408 First Street East 

Historical Significance 
   Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district (See notes) 
   Listed on California Register of Historic Resources (See notes) 
    Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant) 
   Over 50 years old (See notes) 
 
NOTES: The structure, referred to as the Pinelli building lies within the Sonoma Plaza National Register Historic District, 
and is designated as a National Register Contributing Building. The building was constructed in 1891 and is described as a 
vernacular one-story building.  Architectural details on the front façade include a leaded glass transom over the entrance 
along with a metal eyebrow cornice and dentils.  
Request 
Application for design review of new external lighting for a commercial building (Sweet Scoops Homemade Ice Cream) 
located at 408 First Street East.  

Summary 
Background: On July 21, 2015, the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission (DRHPC) approved a new 
awning and signs for a commercial building (Sweet Scoops Homemade Ice Cream) located at 408 First Street East. 
 
At this time, the applicant would like to incorporate a LED light within the existing awning for two reasons: 1) to provide a 
safe illumination of the shop’s entrance; and, 2) to illuminate the custom water jet cut decorative ice cream-shaped panel 
onto the concrete below. The applicant is proposing to illuminate the awning from 12 p.m. to 9 p.m. Sunday through 
Thursday and 12 p.m. to 10 p.m. Friday and Saturday; these are also the normal business hours for the ice cream business. 
Staff would note that this application was submitted in response to a code enforcement action. 
 
Findings for Project Approval: For projects within the Historic Overlay zone or a Local Historic District and projects 
involving historically significant resources, the DRHPC may approve an application for architectural review, provided that 
the following findings can be made (§19.54.080.G): 
1. The project complies with applicable policies and regulations, as set forth in this Development Code, other City 

ordinances, and the General Plan. 
2. On balance, the project is consistent with the intent of applicable design guidelines set forth in the Development Code. 
3. The project responds appropriately to the context of adjacent development, as well as existing site conditions and 

environmental features. 
4. The project will not impair the historic character of its surroundings. 
5. The project substantially preserves the qualities of any significant historic structures or other significant historic 

features on the site. 
6. The project substantially complies with the applicable guidelines set forth in Chapter 19.42 (Historic preservation and 

infill in the Historic Zone). 
7. The project substantially complies with any applicable preservation plan or other guidelines or requirements pertaining 

to a local historic district as designated through section 19.42.020. 
8. The project substantially complies with the applicable Secretary of Interior Standards and Guidelines for the Treatment 

of Historic Properties. 
 
Other permits required: In addition to the requirements of this title, all building improvements shall be in conformance with 
applicable requirements of the 2013 California Building Code and where required by the 2013 California Building Code, 
shall obtain a building permit prior to installation. An Encroachment Permit shall be required for all work performed in the 
public right-of-way. Please contact Lisa Sevilla at (707) 933-2205 for information regarding City Encroachment Permits.  



 
 

 
 

Commission Discussion 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission Action
  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 
   

Roll Call Vote:   _______ Aye   _______ Nay   _______ Abstain   _______ Absent 
 
DRHPC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Attachments 
1. Project narrative 
2. Historic Resources Inventory 

 
cc: Sweet Scoops Homemade Ice Cream 
 408 First Street East 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 

 
Redbird Investment Group LLC 
Attn: Bruce Cardinal, Trustee 
1 Gate 5 Rd #C 
Sausalito, CA  94965-1578 
 
Mary Martinez, via will call at City hall 
 
Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
Alice Duffee, via email 
 
SLHP Historic Survey, via email 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 
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11/15/16 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Rozanski Design 

Project Location 

557 Fourth Street East 

Historical Significance 
   Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district (Significant) 
   Listed on California Register of Historic Resources (Significant) 
    Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant) 
   Over 50 years old (Potentially Significant) 
                                   Year Built:  
 
Request 

Consideration of a landscape plan for a new single family residence located at 557 Fourth Street East. 

Summary 
Background: On June 16, 2015, the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission approved an application to 
demolish a single-family residence and to approve design review of a new single family residence on the property at 557 
Fourth Street East. 
 
Landscaping Plan: A planting plan has been provided including a comprehensive plant list identifying trees, grasses, 
ferns, and groundcovers. A total of 2 trees are proposed for the site consisting of strawberry trees. Tree sizes are 36-inch 
box size.  
 
Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance: A planting plan listing proposed species and planting sizes is provided for reference. 
In addition, water budget calculations prepared by the landscape architect (attached) demonstrate compliance with Sonoma 
Municipal Code §14.32, Water Efficient Landscaping. The calculations indicate that the proposed landscaping would utilize 
16,320 gallons or 58% of the associated annual water budget allotment of 28,092 gallons. 
 
 

Commission Discussion 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission Action
  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 
   

Roll Call Vote:   _______ Aye   _______ Nay   _______ Abstain   _______ Absent 
 
DRHPC Conditions or Modifications 



 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Attachments 

 
1. Irrigation Methods 
2. City of Sonoma Maximum Applied Water Allowance Form, Estimated Total Water Use Calculations, and 

Hydrozone Table Form 
3. Planting Plan 

 
   

 

 
cc: Rozanski Design 
 20820 Broadway 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Alicia and Marty Herrick 
 557 Fourth Street East 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
 Alice Duffee, via email 
 
 SLHP Historic Survey, via email 
 
 Mary Martinez, via will call at City Hall 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 
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11/15/16 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Glenn Ikemoto 

Project Location 

314-324 Second Street East 

Historical Significance 
   Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district (Significant) 
   Listed on California Register of Historic Resources (Significant) 
    Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant) 
   Over 50 years old (Potentially Significant) 
                                    
Request 
Consideration of site design, architectural review, and a landscape plan for a new single-family residence, additional 
residence, and accessory structures and a landscape plan located at 314-324 Second Street East. 

Summary 
Background: On March 10, 2016, the Planning Commission approved a Use Permit to convert part of an existing detached 
garage and workshop into guestrooms/residential use. On May 31, 2016, the Design Review and Historic Preservation 
Commission approve applications for the following: 1) demolish a single-family residence on the property; and, 2) approve 
the site design and architectural review of a new single-family residence, additional residence, and accessory structures, 
including a landscape plan. The DRHPC decision was subsequently appealed to the City Council and on September 7, 2016, 
the City Council approved Resolution number 27-2016 (attached) upholding the appeal, thereby denying the site design and 
architectural review of a new single-family residence, and accessory structures including a landscape plan. 

Site Characteristics: The project site is comprised of two adjoining parcels on the east side of Second Street East just south 
of the bike path (the parcels would be merged to accommodate the overall development plan). The parcel fronting Second 
Street East has an area of ±7,361 square feet and is largely paved over. The larger interior parcel has an area of ±28,700 
square feet and is developed with a residence, swimming pool, and a detached garage/workshop. It should be noted that no 
changes to the larger interior parcel have been made since the DRHPC review on May 31, 2016. Numerous trees are located 
on the site, including a large oak and rows of Italian cypresses.  
 
Project Description: The overall development plan for the site involves a number of elements including: 
 

1. Demolition of the existing residence (constructed in 1955 per Assessor’s records). The Demolition Permit was 
approved by the DRHPC on May 31, 2016, and not appealed 

2. Construction of a one-story replacement residence with covered porch and patio. 
3. Partial conversion of an existing ±1,900-square foot detached garage and workshop into guestrooms/residential use 

(the structure would be linked to the main residence by a covered breezeway). 
4. Construction of a two-story additional residence and a detached garage in the front/vacant portion of the site. 
5. Construction of various detached accessory structures including a new swimming pool, pool house, gym, and pump 

house with arbor. 
6. Access and landscaping improvements throughout. 
7. Merging the two parcels into a single lot. 

 
In general, the intent of the overall project is to create a residential complex for use by the owners and their family. Further 
details can be found in the attached project narrative and accompanying material. 
 
It is the responsibility of the DRHPC to review and act upon the project site plan, building massing, building elevations, 
elevation details, exterior materials, landscaping (including fences and walls), lighting, and site details. All proposed 
building/site improvements will be subject to this review, including the new pool house and exterior renovation of the 
existing accessory building.  
 
Building Elevations & Exterior Materials:  
Guest House and Garage: A new two-story two-bedroom second residence, and detached garage are proposed on the 
western portion of the property (near Second Street East). The structure would be clad with plywood, V-groved at eight 



 
 

inches on center and a raised seam metal roof with matching gutter (see attached manufacturer specification sheet). The 
garage doors are proposed to be a four section fold-up type, faced in smooth plywood with V grove vertical joints (the 
spacing will approximate that of 1x4 boards), and painted with a low gloss finish (darker than the board and batten walls). 
The proposed front door and the pair of ground level storage space doors will be faced with 1x4 vertical boards with V 
groove joints. The applicant is proposing Casement windows throughout (see attached specification sheets). Staff would 
note that this unit is considered a second residence (not a second unit) and the density requirements allow for the 
construction of two single-family residences on the property. 
 
Garage and Bedroom Wing: The existing detached garage and workshop will be converted into a two-story two-bedroom 
garage and bedroom wing. Proposed exterior materials consist of a stucco base with board and batten siding above and a 
raised seam metal roof with matching gutter (see attached manufacturer specification sheet). The garage doors and entry 
doors will consist of painted wood. The applicant is proposing Casement windows throughout (see attached specification 
sheets). The Planning Commission approved a Use Permit to allow the conversion of part of an existing detached garage and 
workshop into guestrooms/residential use (including a second story element). 
 
Main Residence: A new one-story main residence is proposed in the middle of the property. The main residence and the 
guest house and garage are proposed to be linked by a covered breezeway. Proposed exterior materials consist of a stucco 
material and a raised seam metal roof with matching gutter (see attached manufacturer specification sheet). Loewen narrow 
style terrace doors are proposed on the east, west, north, and south elevations (see attached manufacturer specification 
sheet). Casement style windows are proposed throughout the building with double hung windows in the kitchen and the den. 
 
Pool House: A new pool house is proposed in the northwest corner of the property.  Proposed exterior materials consist of a 
stucco material featuring plywood and batten barn doors on the east elevation. The proposed roofing materials consist of a 
Universal protective coating, CS-401 Polyurethane Elastomeric Traffic Topping-Deck 70 material and the color coat will be 
a light grey to closely match the color of the raised seam metal roofing material (see attached manufacture specification 
sheet). 
 
Pump House: A new pump house is proposed in the northeast corner of the property. Proposed exterior materials consist of a 
dark green metal siding. The proposed roofing materials consist of a Universal protective coating, CS-401 Polyurethane 
Elastomeric Traffic Topping-Deck 70 material and the color coat will be a light grey to closely match the color of the raised 
seam metal roofing material (see attached manufacture specification sheet). 
 
Gym: A new gym building is proposed south of the pump house on the eastern portion of the property. Proposed exterior 
materials consist of a dark green metal siding. The proposed roofing materials consist of a Universal protective coating, CS-
401 Polyurethane Elastomeric Traffic Topping-Deck 70 material and the color coat will be a light grey to closely match the 
color of the raised seam metal roofing material (see attached manufacture specification sheet). 
 
Exterior Lighting: A number of light fixtures are proposed within the project, including the following: A) 27 each FX 
Luminaire LED path lights; B) 8 each FX Luminaire LED well lights; C) 44 each FX Luminaire LED uplights; and, D) 4 
each FX Luminaire LED step lights. Fixture locations and details are indicated on the Landscape Plans L1 drawing. 

Fencing: The Landscape Details plan L2.1 (attached) indicates that six-foot tall, wooden fencing would be installed along 
the south and east boundaries of the project. In addition, four-foot tall, board form concrete wall is proposed to the north of 
the pool. 

Required Findings: As set forth in §19.54.080.G of the Development Code, in order to approve an application for site 
design and architectural review in the Historic Overlay Zone, the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission 
must make the following findings: 
 

1. The project complies with applicable policies and regulations, as set forth in this Development Code (except for 
approved Variances and Exceptions), other City ordinances, and the General Plan. 
The project complies with the applicable policies and regulations set forth in the Development Code. It meets all 
relevant requirements associated with residential development in the Medium Density Residential zone, including 
limits on height, setbacks, Floor Area Ratio, and lot coverage. 
 

2. On balance, the project is consistent with the intent of applicable design guidelines set forth in the Development 
Code.  
It is staff’ opinion that the project is consistent with the intent of design guidelines for the northeast planning area. 
The structures comply with both the setback requirements and the Site Planning Standards for the Northeast 
Planning area. 



 
 

 
3. The project responds appropriately to the context of adjacent development, as well as existing site conditions and 

environmental features. 
The project proposes residential and accessory structures, which are compatible with adjacent development and 
consistent with height and setback requirements.  
 

4. The project will not impair the historic character of its surroundings.  
The existing garage and bedroom wing is not over 50 years old; indeed, it was constructed 21 years ago. 
 

5. The project substantially preserves the qualities of any significant historic structures or other significant historic 
features on the site. 
Staff is not aware of any significant historic features on the site. 
 

6. The project substantially complies with the applicable guidelines set forth in Chapter 19.42 SMC (Historic 
Preservation and Infill in the Historic Zone). 
In staff’s view, the project complies with SMC 19.42 in that the project is consistent with the Guidelines for infill 
development in that the project meets the setback requirements and architectural considerations. 
 

7. The project substantially complies with any applicable preservation plan or other guidelines or requirements 
pertaining to a local historic district as designated through SMC 19.42.020. 
The project is not located within a local historic district. 

 
8. The project substantially complies with the applicable Secretary of Interior Standards and Guidelines for the 

Treatment of Historic Properties. 
The project is not subject to the Secretary of Interior Standards or Guidelines  

 
Landscape Plan: A landscape plan has been provided (Sheet L1) including a comprehensive tree list.  
 
Tree Plantings: The landscape plan indicates that 64 trees would be planted on the site (5 each 60” BB, 26 each 48” Box, 2 
each 36” Box, and 31 each 20”BB).  
 
Water Budget Calculations: In compliance with the Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance, Hydrozone and Maximum 
Applied Water Allowance (MAWA) forms have been provided.  Calculations on the MAWA form indicate that the project 
would use 146,654 gallons or 55% of the annual water allowance of 265,840 gallons. 

Any approvals that the DRHPC may consider shall be contingent upon merging the two lots together prior to the submittal 
of any building permits. 
 

Commission Discussion 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission Action
  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 
   

Roll Call Vote:   _______ Aye   _______ Nay   _______ Abstain   _______ Absent 
 
DRHPC Conditions or Modifications 



 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
Attachments: 
 

1. Table of Contents 
2. Owner’s Narrative 
3. Architect’s Narrative 
4. Landscape Design Narrative 
5. Water Efficient Landscape Worksheets 
6. Table of Contents from March Application 
7. Picture of Raised Seam Metal Roofing 
8. Roofing Information 
9. Tree Preservation and Mitigation Report 
10. Window and Door Information 
11. Planning Commission Approval Letter and Conditions of Approval 
12. Drawings 

 
 
 
cc: Glen Ikemoto 
 324 Second Street East 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Magrane Associates 
 746 Broadway 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Claudia Ranniker 
 300 Second Street East 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Eileen Armstrong 
 312 Second Street East 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Ronald Albert, via email 
 
 Molly Rolig, via email   
 
 Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
 Alice Duffee, via email 
 
 SLPH Historic Survey, via email 
 
 Mary Martinez, via will call at City Hall 













































































































































































November 15, 2016 
Agenda Item #5 

 
M E M O  

 
To: Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission 
 
From: Associate Planner Atkins 
 
Subject: Sonoma Historic Train District 
 
Background 
 
At the DRHPC meeting of September 19, 2016, Patricia Cullinan submitted the attached letter 
and Historic Resource Evaluation of the Maysonnave Cottage 289 First Street East, Sonoma, 
California nominating the Depot Park and area identified by Ms. Holan as the Sonoma Historic 
Train District.  
 
Designation Process 
 
Pursuant to section 19.42.020 of the Municipal Code, The Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission (DRHPC) may recommend that the City Council designate an area as 
a local historic district provided certain requirements for designation can be met (see attached 
Designation Process-Local Historic Districts). The purpose of this allowance is to “recognize and 
promote the preservation of sites, structures, and areas that are important to the history of 
Sonoma”. If the DRHPC is interested in pursuing a Sonoma Historic Train District staff will 
proceed with the preparation a formal nomination (including a map) and a public hearing notice 
on a nomination for local historic resource district. This process allows for interested parties, 
including potentially-affected property owners, to provide input on the proposal to both the 
DRHPC and the City Council (which is the final authority on the designation of a Local Historic 
District). Because much of the background research necessary to support the nomination has 
already been accomplished through the Maysonnave Cottage evaluation, it is anticipated that 
staff can prepare the formal nomination through the normal operations of the Planning 
Department. 
 
The following are potential addresses that may be included in the district: 

 270 First Street West (Sonoma Train Depot) 
 289 First Street West 
 289 First Street East 
 291 First Street East 
 327 First Street East 
 335 First Street East 
 301 First Street West (The Cooperage) 
 299 First Street West 
 287 First Street West 
 277 First Street West 
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 241 First Street West (Depot Hotel) 
 225 First Street West 
 217 First Street West 
 205 First Street West 
 270 First Street East (4 buildings) 

 
Recommendation 
 
Provide direction to staff on whether to initiate the nomination of a Sonoma “Historic Train 
District”. 
 
Attachments: 
1. SMC 19.42.020--Designation of a local historic resource or district 
2. Letter from Patricia Cullinan, received September 19, 2016. 
3. Historic Resource Evaluation of The Maysonnave Cottage 289 First Street East Sonoma, 

California. 
 
 
 
cc: Sonoma Historic Train District Interest List  



19.42.020 Designation of a local historic resource or district.Share 

A. Purpose. In order to recognize and promote the preservation of sites, structures, and areas that are 

important to the history of Sonoma, this section provides for the nomination and designation of locally 

significant historic resources and districts. 

 

B. Designation Process – Local Historic Resources. Local historic resources shall be designated by the 

design review and historic preservation commission in the following manner: 

 

1. Initiation of Designation. Designation of an historical resource may be initiated by the design review 

and historic preservation commission or by the owner of the property that is proposed for designation. 

Applications for designation originating from outside the commission must be accompanied by such 

historical and architectural information as is required by the commission to make an informed 

recommendation concerning the application, together with the fee set by the city council. 

 

2. Review, Notice and Hearing. The design review and historic preservation commission shall conduct a 

public hearing on a nomination for local historic resource designation. Notice of the public hearing shall 

be provided, and the hearing shall be conducted in compliance with Chapter 19.88 SMC (Public 

Hearings), including mailed notice to the owners of any property proposed for such designation. 

 

3. Findings, Decision. Following a public hearing, the design review and historic preservation commission 

may approve or disapprove a nomination for designation as a local historic resource. The commission 

shall record the decision and the findings upon which the decision is based. The design review and 

historic preservation commission may approve such designation only if it finds that the resource meets 

at least one of the following criteria: 

 

a. It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to Sonoma’s history and cultural 

heritage; or 

 

b. It is associated with the lives of persons important in Sonoma’s past; or 

 

c. It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or 

represents the work of an important creative individual, or possesses high artistic values; or 

 

d. It has yielded, or may be likely to yield, information important in Sonoma’s prehistory or history. 



 

C. Designation Process – Local Historic Districts. Local historic districts shall be designated by the city 

council upon the recommendation of the design review and historic preservation commission in the 

following manner: 

 

1. Initiation of Designation. The designation of a local historic district may be initiated by the city council 

or the design review and historic preservation commission. 

 

2. Requirements for Designation. The designation of a local historic district is subject to finding by the 

review authority that all of the following requirements are met: 

 

a. The proposed district is a geographically definable area. 

 

b. The proposed district possesses either a significant concentration or continuity of buildings unified by 

past events or aesthetically by plan or physical development. 

 

c. Considered as a whole, a sufficient concentration of buildings within the proposed district 

demonstrates integrity of design, setting, materials, workmanship and association. 

 

d. The collective historic value of the buildings and structures in the proposed district is greater than the 

historic value of each individual building or structure. 

 

e. The designation of the area as a historic district is reasonable, appropriate and necessary to protect, 

promote and further the goals and purposes of this chapter and is not inconsistent with other goals and 

policies of the city. 

 

3. Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission Hearing and Recommendation. The design 

review and historic preservation commission shall conduct a public hearing on a nomination for local 

historic resource district. Notice of the public hearing shall be provided, and the hearing shall be 

conducted in compliance with Chapter 19.88 SMC (Public Hearings), including mailed notice to the 

owners of any property proposed for such designation. Following the public hearing, the commission 

shall recommend approval in whole or in part or disapproval of the application for designation in writing 

to the city council, setting forth the reasons for the decision. The design review and historic preservation 

commission may approve a recommendation for a local historic district only if it makes the findings set 

forth in subsection (B) of this section. 



 

4. City Council Hearing and Decision. The city council shall conduct a public hearing on a nomination for 

local historic district. Notice of the public hearing shall be provided, and the hearing shall be conducted 

in compliance with Chapter 19.88 SMC (Public Hearings), including mailed notice to the owners of any 

property proposed for such designation. Following the public hearing, the city council shall by resolution 

approve the recommendations in whole or in part, or shall by motion disapprove them in their entirety. 

The city council may approve a designation as a local historic district only if it makes the findings set 

forth in subsection (B) of this section. If the city council approves a local historic district, notice of the 

decision shall be sent to property owners within the district. 

 

D. Amendment or Rescission. The design review and historic preservation commission and the city 

council may amend or rescind any designation of an historical resource or historic district in the same 

manner and procedure as are followed for designation. 

 

E. Previously Designated Historic Resources. The sites and structures previously designated by the city 

council as having local historic significance through the adoption of Resolution 18‐2006 are hereby 

designated as local historic resources as defined in this chapter. 

 

F. Register. The design review and historic preservation commission shall maintain a register of 

designated local historic resources and districts. (Ord. 06‐2013 §§ 2(A) (Exh. B), 3, 2013). 



















































November 15, 2016 
Agenda Item #6 

 
M E M O  

 
To: Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission 
 
From: Associate Planner Atkins 
 
Subject: Story Pole Requirements and Guidelines 
 
Background 
 
At the May 31, 2016 Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission meeting, 
Commissioner Essert requested that the discussion of story pole requirements and guidelines be 
placed on a future meeting agenda. 
 
Issue Areas 
 
In order to provide for continuity in reviewing projects, prior to drafting story pole requirements 
and guidelines it is important that staff receive direction from both the Design Review and 
Historic Preservation Commission (DRHPC) and the Planning Commission. The following is a 
list of questions that the commissioners may want to address: 
 

 Under what circumstances would a requirement for story poles be appropriate? Possible 
examples include applications for hillside development, additions to historic structures in 
which there is concern about the massing relationships, projects proposed with height 
Exceptions or which substantially exceed the height of adjoining development, etc. 

 What about alternatives to story poles? In staff’s view, a verified 3-D massing model that 
shows the project in context with its surroundings should be considered an acceptable 
alternative to story poles. It should be noted that on some sites, the placement of story 
poles will not be possible. 

 Are there project types or project features that could be automatically excluded from such 
a requirement (e.g., accessory structures)? 

 
Story poles are used as a tool to evaluate building height and massing. In Sonoma, the initial 
means by which new development and additions are controlled in terms of height and massing 
are the Development Code requirements and limitations on height, setbacks, coverage, and floor 
area ratio. The Development Code also includes guidelines in this regard and the City is in the 
process of developing even more detailed guidelines addressing development in the Downtown 
Planning Area. In staff’s view, story poles (or a requirement for a 3-D model) are likely to be 
most appropriate for applications that: 1) involve exceptions to normal development standards; 
2) conflict with design guidelines; 3) involve development on hillside properties, as defined in 
the Development Code; or, 4) involve an addition to a historically-significant structure that 
would alter a public view.  
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Additional Project Costs 
 
The installation of story poles would add additional costs to projects. One estimate for a recent 
residential project in the Historic Overlay Zone was between $500 and $1,000. For larger 
projects, the cost of installation could be much higher.  
 
Recommendation 
 
Discuss options regarding story pole requirements and guidelines and provide direction to staff.  
 
Note: The DRHPC discussion of this item will be shared with Planning Commission so that 
coordinated policy may be developed. 
 
 
 
cc: Story Pole Requirements and Guidelines Interest List  
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