
 

      
 

City of Sonoma  
Design Review and Historic  

Preservation Commission 
AGENDA 

Regular Meeting of December 20, 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. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Minutes from the meetings of September 27, 2016, October 18, 2016, and November 15, 2016. 

 
CORRESPONDENCE 

 
ITEM #1 – Continued Sign Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of three refaced 
freestanding signs. 
 
Applicant:   
David Ford 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
550 Second Street West 
 
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 #2 –Design Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of building elevations, 
exterior colors, and materials, for 
modifications to an existing 8-unit 
condominium development. 
 
Applicant:   
Robert Baumann & Associates  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
375 West Napa Street 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Mixed Use (MU) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
West Napa/Sonoma Corridor 
Base: Commercial (C) 
Overlay: Historic (/H) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 



ITEM #3 – Design Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of design review of 
exterior modifications for a church. 
 
Applicant:   
Joan Howarth 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
252 West Spain Street 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Low Density Residential (LR) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: Vallejo District 
Base: 
Low Density Residential (R-L) 
Overlay: Historic (/H) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #4 – Discussion Item 
  
ISSUE: 
Review Certified Local Government 
Program -- 2015-2016 Annual Report. 
 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 
 

 RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Discuss and provide direction. 
 

 

ELECTION OF OFFICERS 

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 December 
16, 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.  
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
1 
 
12/20/16 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

David Ford 

Project Location 

550 Second Street West 

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: 1987 
 
Request 

Consideration of three refaced freestanding signs for a hotel (Sonoma Velley Inn Krug Event Center) located at 550 
Second Street East. 

Summary 
Background: In 1987 the City Council approved a two-sided freestanding sign and two signs on the clock tower of the 
Sonoma Valley Inn. On October 18, 2016, the DRHPC continued the review of three refaced freestanding signs for a hotel 
to a future meeting. 
 
At this time, the applicant is proposing to reface the existing monument sign and remove lettering from the Sonoma Valley 
Inn signs to reflect new national branding. 
 
Freestanding signs: Three refaced freestanding signs are proposed: One two-sided Best Western Sonoma Valley Inn 
freestanding sign; and two Sonoma Valley Inn signs.  
 
The Best Western Sonoma Valley Inn sign is two-sided and located north of the clock tower, perpendicular to the sidewalk. 
The proposed sign is ±24 square feet in area (3.33 feet tall by 7 feet 2 inches wide) per side. The sign would consist of a 
wood face. Copy on the sign would consist of white lettering on a natural wood and blue background.  
 
The two illuminated Sonoma Valley Inn signs are one-sided and currently exist on the upper portion of clock tower (one 
facing north and the other facing south). The applicant is proposing to remove lettering from the signs to reflect new national 
branding. The proposed signs are 22 square feet in area each. The signs would consist of a white polycarbonate material. 
The applicant has stated that the signs will be illuminated from dusk to sunrise. 
 
Monument Sign Regulations (18.20.120): Freestanding signs shall be limited to one per parcel or property. The top of a 
freestanding sign, including the sign structure, shall not exceed 12 feet. Every freestanding sign shall be wholly on the 
property occupied by the use or uses identified or advertised, not within six feet of the nearest roadway or public pedestrian 
sidewalk or walkway, whichever is closer. The proposal is not consistent with this requirement in that the freestanding sign 
and clock tower are located between 2.5 and 3.5 feet from the sidewalk. While the maximum height of the freestanding sign 
is 6 feet, the maximum height of the signs on the clock tower is more than 12 feet. The applicant is requesting a variance 
from this requirement. Note: the Public Works Director/City Engineer has reviewed the existing location of the signs and 
has indicated that the signs should not be an obstruction to traffic sight lines under the premise that the existing signs are not 
changing dimensionally and not making the existing situation any worse. 
 
Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the property’s frontage on Second Street West (248 feet), the maximum aggregate sign area 
allowed for the parcel is 105 square feet. The total aggregate sign area for the property would be ±80 square feet, including 
the three refaced monument sign (80 square feet). It should be noted that when calculating the aggregate area of a two-sided 
sign, each face in multiplied by 0.75 (§18.16.021.G). The proposal is consistent with this requirement. 
 



 
 

Size Limitations: No sign shall exceed 48 square feet in total area (§18.16.022). The proposal is consistent with this 
requirement as the wall signs would have an area of 23.75 and 2.08 square feet and the freestanding sign would have an area 
of 19.7 square feet per side. 
 
Number of Signs: Only one monument sign is allowed per property, and a maximum of two signs are normally permitted for 
any one business (§18.16.010). The proposal is not consistent with these requirements in that there would be three signs for 
the business including the two wall signs and freestanding sign; the City Council approved the number of signs in 1987. 
 
Existing Signs: During the site visit, staff observed an illegal sign displayed on the property consisting of a banner type sign, 
which should be removed immediately.  Decorative banners and flags may be used for grand opening or special events for a 
maximum period of 15 consecutive days, or for holidays for a period of no more than 45 total days per year and may be 
permanently displayed if first approved by the DRHPC. In no event shall advertising copy be displayed on any banner 
(18.020.110). 
 
Basic Findings: In order to approve any application for sign review, the review authority must make all of the following 
findings: 
 
1. The proposed signage complies with applicable policies and regulations, as set forth in this sign ordinance (except for 

approved variances), all other city ordinances, and the general plan; 
 
2. On balance, the proposed signage is consistent with the purpose and intent expressed by SMC 18.04.010 and the 

applicable guidelines for signs set forth by SMC 18.60.010, Appendix A – Design guidelines for signs; and, 
 
3.   The proposed signage is harmonious and consistent overall with the location of the site, including adjacent and 

surrounding development and its environmental features. 
 
Variances: As noted above, the proposed signs would be located closer than 6 feet to the sidewalk. The DRHPC may grant 
variances from the provisions of the sign ordinance provided that certain findings can be made (see below). 
 
1. Exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or conditions, not resulting from any act of the owner or applicant, apply to 

the location under consideration and not generally to other businesses or properties in the vicinity; 
 
2. Strict adherence to a regulation may cause unnecessary hardship or prohibit the exercise of creative design, and the 

application submitted is extraordinary and outstanding in design; 
 
3. The exception is the minimum necessary to serve its intended use; 
 
4. The exception is in conformance with the purpose and intent of this title; 
 
5. The granting of the variance will not be detrimental to the public interest or welfare, or injurious to properties or 

improvements in the vicinity. 
 
In addition to the variance findings, in order to approve the location of the freestanding sign closer than six feet to the 
sidewalk an addition finding is required that the sign will not limit, restrict, impede, or impair sight distance or visibility. 
 
Other permits required: In addition to the requirements of this title, all signs and 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.  
 
Note: Illumination details were not provided by the applicant with the application for the freestanding sign north of the 
clock tower. If sign illumination is proposed in the future it shall be subject to review and approval by the Design 
Review and Historic Preservation Commission. A Uniform Application shall be submitted to the Planning Department 
along with the appropriate fee. 
 
 

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. Sign drawings 
 

 
cc: David Ford 

124 Allimore Court 
 Roseville, CA   95476 
  
 Sonoma Valley Inn and Krug Event Center 
 550 Second Street West 
 Sonoma, CA  98476 
 
 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: 

 
2 
 
12/20/16 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Robert Baumann & Associates 

Project Location 

375 West Napa Street 

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 building elevations, exterior colors, and materials, for modifications to an existing 8-unit condominium 
development located at 375 West Napa Street. 

Summary 
Site Characteristics:  
The condominium development consists of four buildings (each containing two units) on an underlying ±28,400-square foot 
common area parcel located on the south side of West Napa Street (Highway 12) near its intersection with Fourth Street 
West. 
 
Background: On November 10, 2016, the Planning Commission approved a Use Permit and Fence/Wall Height Exception 
for modifications to an existing 8-unit condominium.  Subsequently, an appeal of the conditions of approval required by the 
Planning Commission in their decision to approve the application for a Use Permit Amendment and Fence/Wall Height 
Exception was filed by the applicant. The City Council upheld the appeal; therefore, the DRHPC may consider the gate 
elevations (see attached conditions of approval). 
 
Discretionary Projects: For projects subject to discretionary review by the Planning Commission, the Planning 
Commission shall be responsible for reviewing and acting upon the project site plan, building massing and elevation 
concepts to the extent it deems necessary. Subsequent review by the DRHPC shall be limited to elevation details, colors and 
materials, landscaping (including fences and walls), lighting, site details (such as the placement of bike racks and trash 
enclosures), and any issues specifically referred to the DRHPC by the Planning Commission. In this case, the Planning 
Commission specifically referred Condition 1.c to the DRHPC: “Through the design review of the project by the DRHPC, 
the north elevation of northeast building shall be designed to address the street. A private outdoor open space area with a 
fence of up to six feet in height shall be allowed behind the 28” diameter redwood and  36” diameter live oak trees within 
the required 15-foot front yard setback area on the east side of the driveway.” 
 
Project Description: The project involves modifying and renovating an existing eight-unit condominium development 
constructed in the 1980’s (no additional units are proposed). The proposed improvements would increase the size of the 
buildings/units through areas of addition, especially on the second floors. The exterior form and appearance of the buildings 
would change as a result of the additions and a new carport would be constructed toward the rear of the site to provide 
additional covered parking for four vehicles, plus bicycle storage (the carport toward the front of the site would be retained). 
The existing condominiums currently have 980 sq. ft. of living area plus an attached one-car garage of ±260 sq. ft. The 
project would increase the living area of the four outside units (Units 1, 2, 7 and 8) from 980 sq. ft. to 1,847 sq. ft., while the 
four inside units (Units 3, 4, 5 and 6) would be increased from 980 sq. ft. to 1,441 sq. ft. The existing one-car garages would 
be maintained for all of the units. Other miscellaneous site improvements include the provision of entry walls/features 
toward the frontage, and new fencing for private yard areas. Further details can be found in the attached narrative and 
drawings. 
 
Building Elevations & Exterior Colors/Materials: The project narrative indicates that the materials and colors were 
selected to create a more contemporary farmhouse style appeal for future residents. The existing vertical siding will be 
retained and covered with a weather proof membrane or replaced as needed with re-sawn board and batten siding. New 
vertical siding will consist of re-sawn board and batten siding to match the existing and new V-groove horizontal siding will 
be installed. In addition, eight new dormer elements are proposed.  New windows are proposed in the form of Sierra Pacific 
Windows (clad casement and clad double hung) (see attached manufacturer specification sheets). New custom made front 



 
 

doors are proposed in the form of 1 ¾” solid core, paint grad wooden doors, with a recessed center panel with window panes 
in the upper portion. New asphalt composition roofing material is proposed along with standing seam metal roof awnings 
(see attached manufacturer specification sheets). The proposed building elevations are consistent with the concepts approved 
by the Planning Commission in November 2016, and the City Council in December 2016.  
 
Exterior Colors: The building face is proposed to be painted Kelly-Moore Swiss coffee (23). The windows and doors are 
proposed white in color. The individual entry doors are proposed to be painted with unique colors to be selected by future 
tenants and owners (potential color options consist of bronzes and blacks). The roof shingles are proposed in onyx black and 
the metal roof is proposed in old town gray or weathered copper. 

Exterior Lighting: Light fixtures (see attached manufacturer specification sheets) proposed for the complex are as follows: 

 (Sign Lighting Options) RAB Lighting LFLED8YA: post mounted lights are proposed to shine onto the address 
sign; bronze in color; two each. 

 (Sign Lighting Options) AMP LED Hardscape Lights: multiple lights are proposed to backlight the address sign; 
antique bronze in color; two each larger size; and two each smaller size. 

 ANP Lighting W518: twenty-three lights are proposed using a combination on each building; architectural bronze 
and black in color; either post, pendant, or wall attachment depending on the locations. In addition, two post lights 
are proposed at the entry columns. 

 ANP Lighting W512: twenty-three lights are proposed using a combination on each building; architectural bronze 
and black in color; either post, pendant, or wall attachment depending on the locations. 

 (Step Light) FX Luminaire LED Wall Light: proposed at the entry columns for wayfinding; antique bronze in color; 
four to eight each. 

Landscape Plan: No new landscaping is proposed; therefore, a landscape plan is not required. 
 
Bicycle Parking: Bicycle parking is proposed in the form of a 9.5 foot by 18 foot covered area adjacent to the carport on the 
south side of the property, including eight individual bicycle racks. 
 
Fencing: The project narrative indicates that six-foot tall wood perimeter fencing would be installed on east, south, and west 
elevations. In addition a wood framed pergola entry is proposed along with an alternated wood framed cover entry over the 
pedestrian access gate. A custom fabricated gate with an automatic opener is proposed at the vehicle entrance to the 
condominiums. 

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. Planning Commission Conditions of Approval 
3. Windows and exterior doors 
4. Siding and roof 
5. Color sample sheet 
6. Street view elevation 
7. Front elevation-typical units 
8. Site entry gate 
9. Exterior details 
10. Site Plan. 
11. Site details 
12. Site elevations 
13. Floor plans 
14. Exterior elevations 
15. Existing site plan 
16. Existing floor plans 
17. Existing exterior elevations 

 
cc: Robert Baumann & Associates 
 545 Third Street West 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 2880 Stevens Creek LLC 
 P.O. Box 907 
 Menlo Park, CA  94026-0907 
 

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: 

 
3 
 
 
12/20/16 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Joan Howarth 

Project Location 

252 West Spain Street 

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: circa 1873 moved 1960 
  
Request 

Design review of exterior modifications for a church located at 252 West Spain Street. 

Summary 
Site Description: The subject property is a 130,680 square foot parcel located on the north side of West Spain Street, mid-
block between Second Street West and Third Street West. The property is developed with a historic building (the Frist 
Congregational Church, originally constructed in 1873 and moved to its current location in 1960). A recent historic resource 
evaluation prepared by ADP Preservation LLC determined that the First Congregation Church is eligible for listing on 
California Register of Historical Resources. The property is designated Low Density Residential by the General Plan and has 
a corresponding R-L zoning. 
 
Proposed Project: The main elements of the project are as follows: 1) replace the side windows on the east and west 
elevations with Marvin “pebble gray” color metal clad, dual pane, double-hung sash with a trefoil detail at the top on the 
exterior and replace the purplish glass with clear glass within the existing trim and moldings (see attached manufacture 
specification sheet); 2) replace the entry doors on both the east and west elevations with historically compatible paneled 
doors (see attached example of custom made doors; 3) replace the east entry awning with a racketed canopy roof; and, 4) 
add a new Kolbe & Kolbe “sand” color metal clad, dual pane, clear glass, Gothic window on the north elevation (similar to 
the stained-glass window on the south gable of the building) (see attached example of custom made window). 
 
Design Review: Alterations to existing structures requiring a Building Permit that result in substantive changes to a primary 
or street-side building elevation located within the Historic Overlay Zone are subject to architectural review in order to 
assure that the new construction complies with the following: (1) the required standards, design guidelines, and ordinances 
of the city; (2) minimize potential adverse effects on surrounding properties and the environment; (3) implement General 
Plan policies regarding community design; and, (4) promote the general health, safety, welfare, and economy of the residents 
of the City. (§19.54.080.A). 
 
Factors to be considered: In the course of Site Design and Architectural Review, the consideration of the review authority 
shall include the following factors: 

 
1.     The historical significance, if any, of the site or buildings or other features on the site; 
         A Historic Resources Evaluation was completed for the property in November, 2016. This evaluation found that 

the First Congregational Church is eligible for listing on the California register, which means that the residence is 
an “historical resource” under CEQA. In addition, a Determination of Consistency was completed for the 
property in December, 2016. This determination found that the first Congregational Church project is in 
compliance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation, and therefore, would have no 
significant impact on the historic resource. 

 
2.     Environmental features on or adjacent to the site; 
        Staff is not aware of any environmental features on or adjacent to the site. 



 
 

 
3.     The context of uses and architecture established by adjacent development; 

While one of the adjacent properties to the east is developed with residential units, the majority of the property is 
surrounded by the General Vallejo State Park. The proposed project will not alter street views of the building. 
Setback, coverage, and FAR limitations are all met in the proposal.  
 

4.     The location, design, site plan configuration, and effect of the proposed development. 
A Determination of Consistency was completed for the property in December, 2016. This determination found that 
the First Congregational Church project is in compliance with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Rehabilitation of Historic Buildings, and therefore, would have no significant impact on the historic resource. As 
noted above, the modifications to the building will not be visible from the street and it complies with all applicable 
requirements of the Development Code.  

 
In general, it is staff’s conclusion that the applicant has successfully applied the applicable design guidelines in developing 
the plan for the rehabilitated structure. 
 
Site Design & Architectural Review: While the proposal complies with the quantitative zoning standards noted above, the 
project is subject to site plan and architectural review by the DRHPC because the building was constructed prior to 1945 and 
lies within the Historic Overlay Zone. In this case, because the proposal is limited to design review, the DRHPC is 
responsible for reviewing and acting upon the elevation details and exterior materials.  
 
CEQA Compliance: As a discretionary project, the proposal is subject to the requirements of the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). As previously noted, a historic resources evaluation and determination of consistency were prepared 
for the structure and suggested that it is eligible for the California register. Pursuant to Section 15331 of the CEQA 
Guidelines, rehabilitation and additions to an historical resource, may be considered categorically exempt from the 
provisions of CEQA provided the improvements are consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the 
Treatment of Historic Properties (Class 31 – Historical Resource Restoration/Rehabilitation). Accordingly, an analysis was 
conducted to determine whether the proposal is consistent with the Standards (refer to attached Determination of consistency 
with “Secretary’s Standards” for renovation of First Congregational Church, 252 West Spain Street, Sonoma, CA). The 
analysis that the proposed project meets the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards, which means that application is considered 
to be categorically exempt from CEQA. 
 
Required Findings: As set forth in §19.54.080.H of the Development Code, in order to approve an application for design 
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. 

2. On balance, the project is consistent with the intent of applicable design guidelines set forth in this Development 
Code. 
The project is consistent with the applicable design guidelines of the Development Code in that the existing 
structure will be rehabilitated to reinforce the authentic historic character of the Vallejo District. The project 
responds appropriately to the context of adjacent development, as well as existing site conditions and 
environmental features. The project proposes a remodeled church, which is consistent with the adjacent 
development, and complies with height and setback requirements. 

3. The project will not impair the historic character of its surroundings.  
The front and side elevations of the original structure will not be altered, except for minor changes (replace side 
windows, replace entry doors, replace awning, and install new pane glass window). These modifications will not 
alter public views of the church and it complies with height, setback, coverage and other applicable limitations of 
the Development Code.  

4. The project substantially preserves the qualities of any significant historic structures or other significant historic 
features on the site. 
A historic resource evaluation and determination of consistency with Secretary’s Standards were prepared for the 
property, which concluded that the modifications would have no significant impact on the historic resource. 

5. 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 existing structure will be rehabilitated to improve 
the historic integrity of the church. 



 
 

6. 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 on a local historic district. 
 

In summary, it is staff’s view that the modified project is consistent with the findings required for approval of the application 
for Site Design and Architectural Review. 
 
Other permits required: In addition to the requirements of this title, the proposal 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.  
 

Commission Discussion 

 
 

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

Roll Call Vote:   _______ Aye   _______ Nay   _______ Abstain   _______ Absent 
 

 
DRHPC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 

Attachments: 
1. Project narrative. 
2. Determination of Consistency 
3. Historic Resources Evaluation 
4. Picture example of doors 
5. Manufacture specification sheet for double-hung windows 
6. Example of custom gothic window 
7. Pictures of existing structure 

 
 

cc:  Joan Howarth 
  850 Donner Street 
  Sonoma, CA 95476 
 
  First Congregational Church of Sonoma 
  252 West Spain Street 
  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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