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CITY OF SANTA ROSA
DEPARTMENT OF COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
STAFF REPORT FOR CULTURAL HERITAGE BOARD

July 7, 2010
PROJECT NAME APPLICANT REPRESENTATIVE
Renovation Project 2010 Lisa Kennedy-Tamayo and John Kennedy
LOCATION PROPERTY OWNERS
923/925 Cherry Street Lisa Kennedy-Tamayo and John Kennedy
ASSESSOR'S PARCEL NUMBER FILE NUMBER
009-041-010 LMA10-003
PROJECT SITE ZONING GENERAL PLAN DESIGNATION
Planned Development - Historic Low Density Residential
APPLICATION DATE APPLICATION COMPLETION DATE
February 25, 2010 February 25, 2010
PROJECT PLANNER RECOMMENDATION
Bill Rose Approval

PROPOSAL

The applicant is requesting approval of a Major Landmark Alteration Permit to allow exterior
alterations to the existing duplex at 923/925 Cherry Street, located in the Cherry Street
Preservation District. The project will result in a reduction of approximately 241 square feet of
floor area, includes modifications to all four elevations, a reconfigured floorplan, a new
driveway, a detached carport and landscaping upgrades.

HISTORY

The home was constructed by Mary C. Spencer sometime between 1873 and 1878. The State
of California Primary Record gives the property a rating of 3D, which indicates that the
structure appears “eligible as a contributor to a historic district which is eligible for a listing in
the national registry,” and 5D1, which classifies the site as a “contributor to a district that is
listed or designated locally.” The eligibility determination as a contributor is further detailed in
an historical and architectural evaluation prepared by Tom Origer and Associates, dated June
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10, 2010, which concludes that the site is a contributor to the Cherry Street Preservation
District; a determination that is partially based upon the proposed renovations.

On May 5, 2010, the proposal was presented to the Cultural Heritage Board (CHB) for concept
review. The CHB indicated a desire for an analysis from an architectural historian, a simpler
design to reflect the home’s original form, a reduction in massing, a consistency in window
selections, and a revision to the gable ends.

On June 2, 2010, a revised concept was presented to the CHB. The Board was supportive of
the simplified design, particularly the reduced massing and the more modest design of the
front facade.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

The proposed project presents a more historically accurate, and narrower, building footprint
than what currently exists. The first floor includes a revised front porch with a low wall and
simply detailed posts. In addition, the first floor elevation includes a centrally located window
framed by two new front entry doors.

The first floor door and window openings, at the front elevation, are vertically aligned with the
openings on the second level. The rhythm of the doors and windows on both levels is further
established through the use of similarly sized lites. A modest railing is presented at second-
floor balcony, which lies just above, and within, the footprint of the front porch. The gable
ends, both at the front and rear of the house, are designed to reflect the home’s original
detailing.

The east side elevation is greatly simplified from the existing configuration and emphasizes the
historic main body of the house. The proposed east wall is presented with a flat, two-story
plane, distinguished by modest window placements and horizontal siding. The west elevation
maintains consistency with window selections. The rear (north) elevation presents horizontal
siding throughout, and introduces a new attic vent at the gable end of the first level. The
proposed roofing material is a fiberglass shingle.

Other proposed improvements include new driveway hardscape, as well as a new carport
located at the rear of the site. New landscaping is proposed in the yards around the house, as
well as between the uncovered parking area and the carport at the north end of the property.

ZONING CODE REQUIREMENTS

Because this property is located within the Junior College Planned Development (PD-226),
many of the development criteria are specified in the Planned Development Policy Statement
rather than the City of Santa Rosa Zoning Code. Zoning code development criteria are only
applied to areas where the policy statement is silent.

The areas where the zoning code criteria take precedence are: processing Landmark
Alteration Permits (LMA), parking requirements and side and rear yard setbacks.
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Staff Response: The proposal provides four parking spaces onsite, two of which are covered,
which is consistent with the zoning code requirements for a duplex. The project complies with
all setback requirements, except for the second floor setback on the west elevation. In this
location, a 10’ setback is required, where 9’ is provided. However, this setback may remain as
it is an existing, legal non-conforming condition which is not exacerbated by this proposal.

HISTORIC PRESERVATION REVIEW STANDARDS

The following are applicable historic review guidelines for the CHB to consider in its discussion:

Processing Review Procedures for Owners of Historic Properties/Design Guidelines

ACCESSORY BUILDINGS

A new garage, carport, or accessory building should be located to the side or rear of the
property, wherever possible.

A new garage, carport, or accessory building visible from the street should be constructed of
materials that are in keeping with the main building on the lot.

The design for a new garage, carport, or accessory building visible from the street should be
inspired by the main building. Building details should be derived from the main structure but
can be less elaborate than the main structure.

A new garage, carport, or accessory building should be in proper scale for the property and
have an appropriate site relation to the main structure as well as surrounding structures.

ADDITIONS

Construct additions so that there is the least possible loss of historic fabric. Also, ensure that
character-defining features of the historic building are not obscured, damaged, or destroyed.

Limit the size and scale of an addition so that it does not visually overpower the original
structure.

LANDSCAPING

Retain and preserve historic plant materials, such as trees and shrubs. If replacement is
necessary, use varieties similar to those planted originally or traditionally found in the
neighborhood.

Retain and preserve historic ground covering materials, such as brick or granite pavers. If

replacement is necessary, use new materials that match the original materials, or materials
traditionally found in the neighborhood.
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PORCHES
Do not remove a porch, as it is one of the main defining features of a house.
Do not add a new porch or deck to the main facade where one never existed.

Do not replace wood porches and porch steps with brick, ironwork, concrete, or concrete
blocks. Porch alteration compromises the overall appearance of a structure and disturbs its
size and scale.

REPLACEMENT ROOFING
Use roofing materials which duplicate the original wherever possible.

Do not change specialty materials such as tile or slate to something different. A change to
other materials could have an adverse effect on the property’s integrity.

REPLACEMENT WINDOWS AND DOORS
Maintain the same configuration and details as the original windows and doors.

Ensure that any alterations to window and door openings should remain in proper proportion to
the overall design of the building.

Staff Response: The proposal results in a net reduction of approximately 241 square feet of
living area, making this more a reconfiguration rather than an addition. However, the proposal
meets the intent of the Processing Review Procedures for Owners of Historic Properties and
the Design Guidelines in that the new construction does not compromise the scale and historic
appearance of the structure. The horizontal lap siding used in the reconstruction is authentic
to the architecture and vintage of the original home, and historic-style construction materials
are proposed, such as wood-framed windows and wood doors at the front elevation. The new
carport is located at the rear of the property and presents an appropriate scale and design
relative to the main structure.

The mature Magnolia tree located at the front of the property is proposed to remain, which
provides visual interest to the site and preserves an historic landscape feature. Similarly, the
proposed landscaping is intended to provide finished yard areas in a manner consistent with
the home’s original softscape scheme.

The rehabilitated porch and the new balcony together present an appealing and modest
design, which are indicative of the home’s simple architecture. The details and materials of
these features are authentic to the home’s history and the architecture.

The fiberglass shingle roofing utilizes a modern material that offers durability yet is presented
in a form that is compatible with home’s design and history. The doors and windows on the
front facade are wood-framed, representing authentic materials for the period.
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Secretary of the Interior’'s Standards

New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction shall not destroy historic
materials that characterize the property. The new work shall be differentiated from the old and
shall be compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features to protect the
historic integrity of the property and its environment.

New additions and adjacent or related new construction shall be undertaken in such a manner
that if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic property and its
environment would be unimpaired.

Construct a new addition so that there is the least possible loss of historic materials and so
that character-defining features are not obscured, damaged, or destroyed.

Do not design a new addition so that its size and scale in relation to the historic building are
out of proportion, thus diminishing the historic character.

Do not construct additional stories so that the historic appearance of the building is radically
changed.

Do not introduce a new entrance or porch that is incompatible in size, scale, material and
color.

Staff Response: The proposed renovation complies with the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards for Historic Properties in that all of the new construction will be replacing previously
constructed additions that represented little consideration for the historic design of the home.
All demolition and re-construction is intended to bring the scale and appearance of the home
into conformance with the design and footprint of the original structure. The new front
elevation is designed to reintroduce the simple architecture and massing of the original home,
and to provide efficient and attractive access into the upper and lower level duplex units.

The selected materials and detailing are thematically consistent with the original home, which,
according to the historical and architectural evaluation prepared by Tom Origer and
Associates, was a simple vernacular structure with some Greek Revival embellishments. As
such, the proposal will enhance the historic integrity of the site and its environs.

The Origer report indicates that the proposal is consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s
Standards as well as related requirements of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).

Neighborhood PD Guidelines

The project site is located in the Cherry Street Preservation District, just north of downtown
Santa Rosa. The Cherry Street District is a part of the Junior College Neighborhood Planned
Development (PD 226) zoning district. This PD is divided up into multiple sections, with
different development requirements for each section. This site is located in the area
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designated as the R-4-PD district, which addresses the mix of residential and low intensity
office uses prevalent in this area of the Junior College (JC) Neighborhood.

The Policy Statement primarily addresses neighborhood design elements and character. The
purpose of the policy statement is to regulate development in this area in an effort to maintain
compatibility between the mix of uses and housing types that are found in the Junior College
Neighborhood. From this perspective, compatibility refers to the texture and color of roofing
and siding materials, roof shapes and pitches, and landscaping. No parking is allowed in the
front yards of any properties in this area of the JC Neighborhood. Furthermore, the policy
statement requires “street trees of large scale shall be incorporated into the landscape design
of all parking strips or front and side yards, whichever location is more appropriate”.

Staff Response: This proposal is consistent with the requirements of the Junior College
Planned Development Policy Statement in that there is no parking proposed in the front yard of
the home and the proposal provides ample landscaping opportunities. The duplex
configuration will be modified to function more efficiently, and offer a more historically accurate
and attractive aesthetic presentation. Further, an existing, mature Magnolia tree located in the
front yard is proposed to remain.

Character Defining Elements

On June 2, 2010, the Cultural Heritage Board reviewed a draft proposal for enhancements to
the Historic Combining District which included Character Defining Elements for Cherry Street.
As such, staff has included the draft Cherry Street Preservation District Character Defining
Elements, including a staff analysis, for the Board’s consideration:

The Cherry Street Preservation District is predominately made up of single-family

homes and showcases a range of architectural styles. Generally, the homes in the

Cherry Street District are one or two story and sited on original 50 foot by 100 foot or

150 foot lots. Lawns and mature landscaping surround the houses. Many of the larger
trees in the neighborhood were planted at the time of house construction and contribute to
the neighborhood character.

Cherry Street itself is the spine of the district. The district’'s larger homes are located on
Cherry Street and the properties on the north side are alley loaded. Many of the homes
on Cherry Street appear taller than more contemporary two stories due to attic space.

Defined front entries with orientation to the street are typical. Front setbacks are 15 to
20 feet with some variation on each block face. Standard five foot side setbacks
generally apply in the neighborhood. The majority of the homes are wood framed
with clap board, shiplap, and shingle exteriors. Some examples of stucco are found
throughout the district. Steep pitched roofs and basements are also common features
of existing single-family dwellings.

There are many examples of historic double hung wood sash windows, found both as
singles and in pairs. Detached garages are located on rear and/or side property lines
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with narrow driveway access. Generally, accessory structures are single story,
although some examples of two stories with second unit above the garage are found.

Staff response: The proposal maintains a simple architectural style that is seen within the
district. In addition, the large front-yard tree is proposed to remain, which is a characteristic of
the historic neighborhood. The setback and home dimensions are in keeping with the
character defining elements. Further, the material selections (wood framed windows,
horizontal siding, etc...) are representative of the home’s vintage and its neighborhood context.
The detached carport at the rear of the property further supports the above-referenced
character defining elements.

ANALYSIS

According to the historical and architectural evaluation prepared by Tom Origer and
Associates, dated June 10, 2010, the Downtown Neighborhood Study (1981), and
documentation from Jack Bookwalter and Paula Cook (1990), related to their efforts to enter
the district into the State’s Historic Resources Inventory, both indicate the site as a contributor
to the district. However, the property as an individual representation is currently defined by
historically inaccurate additions and material applications. As such, the Origer reports states
that the property, in its current state, “lacks integrity of design, materials, workmanship, and
feeling; however, the modifications made to the house are reversible.”

The Origer report provides further analysis with regard to the project’s relationship to the
Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with Guidelines
for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring and Reconstructing Historic Buildings, and the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). This report states that the proposed
modifications “are entirely appropriate for the original house style and follow the standards put
forth by the Secretary of the Interior,” and, that the project’s impact on the historic resource is
“beneficial.”

Issues
None.

RECOMMENDATION

It is recommended by the Department of Community Development that the Cultural Heritage
Board approve the requested Major Landmark Alteration to allow alterations to the existing
duplex at 923/925 Cherry Street, located in the Cherry Street Preservation District.

Attachments:

e Location Map

e Disclosure Form

e Scope of Work

e Project Plans dated received June 9, 2010
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CHB minutes from June 2, 2010 and May 5, 2010

Junior College PD Policy Statement

Primary Record

Historic Resource Report prepared by Tom Origer and Associates dated June 10, 2010
Report from Arborists that Climb dated received June 15, 2010

Landscape plan dated received June 15, 2010
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RESOLUTION NUMBER

RESOLUTION OF THE CULTURAL HERITAGE BOARD OF THE CITY OF SANTA ROSA
APPROVING A LANDMARK ALTERATION PERMIT FOR EXTERIOR RENOVATIONS AND A
NEW CARPORT LOCATED AT 923/925 CHERRY STREET IN THE CHERRY STREET
PRESERVATION DISTRICT, ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER 009-041-010, FILE NUMBER
LMA 10-003

WHEREAS, on May 5 and June 2, 2010, the Cultural Heritage Board of the City of Santa Rosa
considered the Concept Landmark Alteration Permit, at which time it received written and oral reports of
staff, testimony, and other evidence presented by all those who wished to be heard on the matter; and

WHEREAS, on July 7, 2010, the Cultural Heritage Board of the City of Santa Rosa considered the
Landmark Alteration Permit, at which time it received written and oral reports of staff, testimony, and
other evidence presented by all those who wished to be heard on the matter; and

WHEREAS, the Cultural Heritage Board of the City of Santa Rosa, after due consideration, investigation,
and study made by itself and on its behalf and due consideration of all evidence and reports offered at said
hearing does find and determine the following:

1. The project design and the preservation and rehabilitation of the historic building elements are
consistent with the architectural character and defining elements of the Cherry Street Preservation
District;

2. The project is compatible with other structures and landmarks in the preservation district;

3. The proposed colors, textures, materials, fenestration, decorative features and details are
compatible with the time period of the original building's construction, and with nearby
structures;

4. The project will not destroy or adversely affect an important architectural feature or features;

5. The project complies with The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and
Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings (1983 Revision); and

6. The project complies with the Design Guidelines for Historic Properties pages 40-42 that address
design compatibility of new construction in a Preservation District.

The project is consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines
for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings (1983 Revision) in that it maintains the historic development pattern
of the site as a duplex.

The proposed alterations to the home reintroduce defining characteristics of the house, particularly at the
front elevation. Furthermore, the demolition and re-construction of non-original additions of the home,
including the introduction horizontal siding, a simplified two-story front fagade, and changes to windows,
enhance the streetscape, as seen from the public right-of-way, and do not negatively impact the historic
appearance or character of the home, or threaten the integrity of this contributing structure to the Cherry
Street Preservation District.

The alterations to the front house are consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for
Rehabilitation in that they involve the removal of non-original materials and features that were detriments

Res. No. 000
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to the original design of the property. These alterations are further consistent with the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation in that the project will reconstruct the demolished portion of the
home using materials and a design compatible with the massing, size, scale, and architectural features of
the property and its environment.

Based on a historical and architectural evaluation prepared by Tom Origer and Associates, dated June 10,
2010, the home, in its current state, lacks integrity of design, materials, workmanship, and feeling;
however, the modifications made to the house are reversible. The report further indicates that the
modifications represented by this approval are entirely appropriate for the original house style and follow
the standards put forth by the Secretary of the Interior. The report states that the project will have a
beneficial impact on the historic resource.

The proposed demolition and reconstruction of the building is compatible with adjacent or nearby
preservation district structures in that a simple design will be presented in keeping with the character of
the Cherry Street Preservation District. Alterations to windows will maintain wood frames and sills at the
front facade. The carport is thoughtfully located at the rear of the site and is not considered to impact the
overall preservation district.

The proposed textures, materials, and details do not detract from the Cherry Street Preservation District.
Those elements considered defining of the front building such as the horizontal lap siding, vertical trim
elements, and architectural details will be maintained, as specified in the City of Santa Rosa “Processing
Review Procedures for Owners of Historic Properties.”

The project is consistent with the City’s Processing Review Procedures for Owner’s of Historic Properties
in that demolition and re-construction is generally consistent with the home’s historic heritage and does
not negatively impact the overall neighborhood.

The project is consistent with the applicable Planned Development-H Zoning Standards and General Plan
policies to preserve Santa Rosa’s historic structures and neighborhoods, and the project has been properly
noticed.

Granting the Landmark Alteration Permit for exterior renovations and a new carport would not constitute
a nuisance or be injurious or detrimental to the public interest, health, safety, convenience, or welfare, or
materially injurious to persons, property, or improvements in the vicinity and zoning district in which the
property is located.

WHEREAS, the proposed project has been reviewed in compliance with the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and as proposed is considered to qualify for a Class 1 categorical exemption
pursuant to Section 15301.

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, the Cultural Heritage Board of the City of Santa Rosa does
hereby approve the Landmark Alteration request subject to the following conditions:

1. Obtain a building permit prior to the removal and/or demolition of any building elements, for
exterior changes to the residence and for the carport, and for the 2" unit/duplex conversion,
consistent with the plans dated received June 9, 2010 and approved by the Cultural Heritage
Board on July 7, 2010.

2. Comply with all applicable federal, state, and local codes. Failure to comply may result in
issuance of a citation and/or revocation of approval.
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10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Comply with the latest adopted ordinances, resolutions, policies, and fees adopted by the City
Council at the time of building permit review and approval.

A separate tree permit is required for any proposed tree removals or alterations, pursuant to
Chapter 17 of the City of Santa Rosa Municipal Code.

All windows proposed for replacement at the front elevation, shall be replaced using wood
framed windows and sills.

If a separate meter is requested for each unit, a meter fee of $240.00 is required for the
second meter.

An Encroachment Permit is required for installing separate meter boxes with a manifold from
the existing water service and for installing traffic loading lids for the meter boxes in
proposed driveway approach. The plumbing on both the street and property side of the meter
may need to be adjusted to place the meter assembly at the proper distance from the top of the
box.

Developer's Architect shall obtain the current City Design and Construction Standards and

the Community Development Department's Standard Conditions of Approval dated August
27, 2008 and comply with all requirements therein unless specifically waived or altered by

written variance by the City Engineer.

Existing curb and gutter is to be removed and replaced with new City standard curb and
gutter conforming to existing line and grade and to provide unrestrictive drainage flows along
project frontage without ponding at either end of the new construction. Site drainage is to be
through new sidewalk curb drains per City Standard 406A from private field inlet behind
sidewalk.

Utility boxes in the driveway shall be traffic rated structures approved by the utility
Department prior to installation.

New sidewalk is to match the existing width and score marks and be constructed in
accordance with City Standard 235.

Per Santa Rosa City Code 18-44.505.1 Address Numbers. New and existing buildings and
tenant spaces shall have approved illuminated address numbers, building numbers or
approved building identification placed in a position that is plainly legible and visible from
the street or road fronting the property. These numbers shall contrast with their background.
Address numbers shall be Arabic numerals or alphabet letters. Numbers shall be a minimum
of 4 inches high with a minimum stroke width of 0.5 inches.

Installation of smoke alarms — for alterations, repairs, or additions exceeding one-thousand
dollars ($1,000) that requires application for a permit smoke alarms shall be installed. Smoke
alarms approved and listed by the State Fire Marshal shall be installed in accordance with the
manufactures instructions. Alarms shall be installed in all sleeping rooms, outside of sleeping
rooms in common areas and on each floor of the dwelling — CBC 907.2.10.5.2.

All work in the right-of-way that has been completed and permitted prior to the issuance of
the building permit for the home and site renovation, shall be shown as an “existing’
condition on the building permit plans.
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DULY AND REGULARLY ADOPTED by the Cultural Heritage Board of the City of Santa Rosa on this
7th day of July, 2010, by the following vote:

AYES: 0
NOES: 0
ABSTAIN: ()
ABSENT: ()
APPROVED:

Bryan Much, Chairman

ATTEST:

Clare Hartman, Secretary

Res. No. 000
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TA ROSA

Department of
Community
Development

File No. Quad,

DISCLOSURE FORM

Related Files

Please Type or Print

1L BBALH-IC58.C3.uS/ud;

Project Title: 923

& 925 Cherry Street - 923 & 925 Cherry Street, Santa Rosa, CA 95403

{Include site address)

person or entity

the proposed land use action.

who holds an option on the property.

Please provide the name of each individual, partnership, corporation, LLC, or trust who has an interest in .
Include the names of ali applicants, developers, property owners, and each

Individuals:
Parinerships: |
Corporations:

LLCs:
Trusts:
Option Hoiders:

Identify all individuals.
dentify all general and limited partners..

ideniify all shareholders owning 10% or more of the stock and all officers and dirsctars {unless
the corporation is listed on any major stock .exchange, in which case only the identity of the_

exchange must be listed).
ldentify all members, managers, partners, officers and directors.
identify all trustees and beneficianes.

Full Name:

identify all holders of options on the real property.

Addresss

Lisa R. Temayo

4070 Angeline Court, Santa Rosa, CA 86405

John F. Kennedy

4070 Angeline Court, Santa Rosa, CA 95405

in addition, please identify the name of each civil engineer, architect, and consultant for the project.

. Full Hame

'A’ddréss e

Norm Oiiver, Designer

24(3 Warm Springs Road, Glen Ellen, CA 95442

Sieve Garrison, Arborisis That Climb

3095 Janssen Lane, Santa Rosa, CA 85304

Yal Pizzini Structural Design

1400 Guarmnville Road, Suile 12, Santa Rosa, CA 95403

Griffin Energy

P.C. Box 2088, Petaluma, GA 94953

Contractar not determined yet

Additional names and addrasses attached: D Yes D No

The above information shall be promptly updated by the applicant io reflect any change that oceurs priorto final

action.

o3 o

L

ise—

caertify that the above information is true and correcf
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/

=
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e R
ik AFR L

N

(Apphcant) g‘}%

k3

Diszinsurs Form
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SCOPE OF WORK

REMODEL CIRCA 1875 2-STORY RESIDENCE PREVIOUSLY
CONYERTED TO A DUPLEX, AND ADD NEUW CARPORT IN

REAR TARD.

EXISTING AREA REMODELED AREA
FIRST FLOOR 1285 eq.ft. FIRST FLOOR 1285 sqg.ft.

SECOND FLOOR 9260 sg.ft ~ SECOND FLOOR &5 sg.ft.
TOTAL AREA 2,201 sg.ft. TOTAL AREA 1,960 sg.ft.



CITY OF SANTA ROSA CULTURAL HERITAGE BOARD
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
WEDNESDAY, JUNE 2, 2010

2:30 P.M.

1.

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

Chair Much called the regular meeting of the Cultural Heritage Board to order at 2:31
p.m. on this day of Wednesday, June 2, 2010.

Present: DeBacker, Flock, Much, Nieto, Stoural
Boardmembers Garrett and Jessen arrived shortly after roll call.

PUBLIC APPEARANCES

e Robert Moeller, 754 Slater Street, Santa Rosa addressed the Board. He worked with
his father, The Old House General, who was in business until six years ago. Robert
is resuming this work. He repairs and maintains old windows.

STATEMENT OF ABSTENTIONS BY BOARDMEMBERS

e Chair Much abstained in Item 5B. A portion of the St. Rose Preservation District is
within his circle of economic influence due to proximity to his residence.

o Boardmembers Flock and Stoural abstained in Item 5C. They reside in the Burbank
Gardens Preservation District.

REPORT ITEM — LUTHER BURBANK HOME AND GARDENS BOARD

At the Board's request, Park Maintenance Superintendent Lisa Grant gave a
presentation regarding changes to the management structure for Luther Burbank Home
and Gardens. With the disbanding of the Luther Burbank Home and Gardens Board, the
Cultural Heritage Board would like consideration given to placing the Luther Burbank
Home and Gardens under the purview of the Cultural Heritage Board, as is the case with
the DeTurk Round Barn Park.

PUBLIC HEARING — DSASP — Downtown Station Area Specific Plan Zoning Code and
Design Guidelines Consistency Amendments Project — Text Amendments to the Historic
(-H) Combining District section of the Zoning Code — ST08-004

Consultant Heather Hines and City Planner Jessica Jones gave a presentation.
Supervising Planner Clare Hartman made comments and answered questions. The
Boardmembers discussed the proposed amendments and made suggestions.

Public Comment

e Lynda Angell, Railroad Square Association, spoke in favor of the amendments. She
complimented Heather Hines on her many meetings with their representatives.
Heather took to heart their comments and concerns and made changes accordingly.
The Railroad Square Plan has been in effect since 1979, and it is hard to give that
up, but Heather has convinced them of the value of the amendments. The Railroad
Square Association and the Cultural Heritage Board are working together to preserve
the “jewel” that is Railroad Square. Later in the meeting, she expressed concern

Cultural Heritage Board Minutes June 2, 2010
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about the precedent set by existing taller buildings where there are no higher-floor
setbacks.

¢ Mike Montague, TeeVax Appliance, Railroad Square, spoke about the Bicycle
Coalition and its efforts to reduce valuable parking in Railroad Square. This can
possibly shut down some businesses and harm the economy in the area. On another
note, he appreciates the inclusion in the zoning code of setbacks applied to third and
higher floors.

MOVED by Boardmember Flock, seconded by Boardmember DeBacker, and carried
with the following vote:

AYES: (7) DeBacker, Flock, Garrett, Jessen, Much, Nieto, Stoural
NOES: ©)

ABSTAIN: ©)

ABSENT: ©)

to adopt and waive the reading of the text of the resolution in item 5, as amended, as
follows:

RESOLUTION NO. 264 ENTITLED: RESOLUTION OF THE CULTURAL HERITAGE
BOARD OF THE CITY OF SANTA ROSA RECOMMENDING THE CITY COUNCIL
AMEND THE CITY OF SANTA ROSA ZONING CODE SECTIONS 20-28.040(F), WEST
END PRESERVATION DISTRICT, 20-28.040(G), RAILROAD SQUARE
PRESERVATION DISTRICT, 20-28.040(l), CHERRY STREET PRESERVATION
DISTRICT, AND 20-28.040(J), OLIVE PARK PRESERVATION DISTRICT,
CONSISTENT WITH THE DOWNTOWN STATION AREA SPECIFIC PLAN — FILE NO.
ST08-004

MOVED by Boardmember Garrett, seconded by Boardmember Nieto, and carried with
the following vote:

AYES: (6) DeBacker, Flock, Garrett, Jessen, Nieto, Stoural

NOES: ©)

ABSTAIN: Q) Much

ABSENT: ©)

to adopt and waive the reading of the text of the resolution in item 5, as amended, as
follows:

RESOLUTION NO. 265 ENTITLED: RESOLUTION OF THE CULTURAL HERITAGE
BOARD OF THE CITY OF SANTA ROSA RECOMMENDING THE CITY COUNCIL
AMEND THE CITY OF SANTA ROSA ZONING CODE SECTION 20-28.040(H), ST.
ROSE PRESERVATION DISTRICT, CONSISTENT WITH THE DOWNTOWN STATION
AREA SPECIFIC PLAN — FILE NO. ST08-004

MOVED by Boardmember Garrett, seconded by Boardmember Nieto, and carried with
the following vote:

AYES: (7 DeBacker, Garrett, Jessen, Much, Nieto
NOES: (0)

ABSTAIN: (2) Flock, Stoural

ABSENT: ©)
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10.

to adopt and waive the reading of the text of the resolution in item 5, as amended, as
follows:

RESOLUTION NO. 266 ENTITLED: RESOLUTION OF THE CULTURAL HERITAGE
BOARD OF THE CITY OF SANTA ROSA RECOMMENDING THE CITY COUNCIL
AMEND THE CITY OF SANTA ROSA ZONING CODE SECTION 20-28.040(K),
BURBANK GARDENS PRESERVATION DISTRICT, CONSISTENT WITH THE
DOWNTOWN STATION AREA SPECIFIC PLAN — FILE NO. ST08-004

CONTINUED CONCEPT REVIEW — RENOVATION PROJECT 2010 — Renovation of
the duplex located at 923/925 Cherry Street in the Cherry Street Preservation District —
LMA10-007

Senior Planner Bill Rose introduced the item. Applicant representative Norm Oliver gave
a presentation. He and the applicant, Lisa Tamayo, have researched the history of the
building. After hearing the Board’s concerns, they have redesigned the project to return
the building to close to its original form. He presented their findings thus far. Mr. Rose
added that the applicant has hired Vicki Beard to prepare an analysis of the property.
This will be included when the project is brought back to the Board for final review.

Board Comment

1. The updates reflect an amazing grasp and implementation of the Board’s advice.

2. Seek a simple and elegant design for the porch railing. For inspiration, look at
farmhouses and Petaluma buildings of the time.

3. When the item is returned for final review, present options for consideration
depending on the findings at demolition.

4. Because of possible structural issues, consult with a representative of the Building
Division.

5. Consider using the Historic Building Code.

REPORT ITEM — COUNTY RETROFIT PROGRAM
Boardmember DeBacker gave an update regarding the County Retrofit Program.
BOARDMEMBERS’' REPORTS

The Boardmembers made announcements and reported on items of interest to the
Board.

DEPARTMENT REPORT
Ms. Hartman reported on items of interest to the Board.
APPROVAL OF MINUTES

The Cultural Heritage Board minutes of May 5, 2010 were approved as submitted.
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11. ADJOURNMENT
There being no further business before the Cultural Heritage Board, Chair Much
adjourned the regular meeting at 5:37 p.m. to the regular meeting of Wednesday, July 7,
2010.

PREPARED BY:

Laurie Stoddard, Recording Secretary

ATTEST: APPROVED:

Clare Hartman, Executive Secretary Bryan Much, Chair
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CITY OF SANTA ROSA CULTURAL HERITAGE BOARD
REGULAR MEETING MINUTES
WEDNESDAY, MAY 5, 2010

2:30 P.M.

1.

CALL TO ORDER AND ROLL CALL

Chair Much called the regular meeting of the Cultural Heritage Board to order at xx p.m.
on this day of Wednesday, May 5, 2010.

Present: DeBacker, Flock, Garrett, Jessen, Much, Stoural
Absent; Nieto

PUBLIC APPEARANCES - None
STATEMENT OF ABSTENTIONS BY BOARDMEMBERS — None

SIGN PERMIT — THE GARDEN SHOP COKAS DIKO — One new projecting sign on the
contributing building located at 127 4™ Street in the Railroad Square Preservation District
— SI10-022

City Planner Jessica Jones gave a presentation.

Ex Parte Disclosures
Chair Much and Boardmember Stoural visited the site.

Public Comment
There was no public comment.

MOVED by Boardmember Flock, seconded by Boardmember Garrett, and carried with
the following vote:

AYES: (6) DeBacker, Flock, Garrett, Jessen, Much, Stoural

NOES: ©)

ABSTAIN:  (0)

ABSENT: (1) Nieto

to adopt and waive the reading of the text of the resolution in item 4 as follows:

RESOLUTION NO. 263 ENTITLED: RESOLUTION OF THE CULTURAL HERITAGE
BOARD OF THE CITY OF SANTA ROSA APPROVING A SIGN PERMIT FOR THE
GARDEN SHOP COKAS DIKO LOCATED AT 127 4™ STREET IN THE RAILROAD
SQUARE PRESERVATION DISTRICT, ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER 010-074-
015, FILE NUMBER SI 10-022

CONCEPT REVIEW — RENOVATION PROJECT 2010 — Renovation of the duplex
located at 923/925 Cherry Street in the Cherry Street Preservation District — LMA10-007

Senior Planner Bill Rose gave a presentation. This item was originally submitted in
February as an application for a major landmark alteration. Based on initial referral
feedback and in consultation with Mr. Rose, the applicant decided to request a concept
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