
CITY OF CARPINTERIA     ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD 

5775 Carpinteria Avenue     Meeting Date:  August 15, 2013 

Carpinteria California 93013 

 ACTION MINUTES  
The meeting was called to order at 5:30 p.m. by Richard Johnson, Chair. 

ROLL CALL 

Boardmembers present:  Scott Ellinwood 

                                           Bill Araluce 

                                           Rachelle Gahan 

                                           Richard Johnson  

                                           Jim Reginato 

          

Boardmembers absent:    
                     

 

OTHERS PRESENT:  Approximately 8 interested persons 

PRESENTATIONS BY CITIZENS: None 

PROJECT REVIEW 

1) Applicant:  Dylan Chappell, architect for Alex Hamadi Planner:  Shanna R Farley-Judkins 

Project Number:  13-1674-ARB 

Project Location:  901 Linden Avenue 

Zoning: Central Business (CB) 

 

 Hearing on the request of Dylan Chappell, architect for Alex Hamadi owner of Beach Bowls to consider 

Case No.13-1674-ARB for preliminary/final review of a project to modify the exterior façade of an 

existing commercial space and install new signage. The property currently consists of a multitenant 

commercial building with tenants including Napa Auto Parts, The Gym Next Door and Blue Pacific, is 

located at 901 Linden Avenue. The property is a 0.15 acre parcel zoned Central Business (CB) and shown 

as APN 003-261-007. 

 

The planner, Shanna Farley-Judkins provided a presentation and slide show about the project. The applicant’s 

agent, Dylan Chappell provided a summary of the proposed project and answered questions of the Board 

regarding plan and construction details. The applicant provided image of business frontages in the Downtown 

which showed exterior treatments of dual frontage facades. Staff also clarified that the current application did 

not include any interior or exterior seating plans and any future exterior seating would require an encroachment 

permit through the Public Works Department.  

 

Public Comment 

No public comments made.  

 

Boardmember Discussion 

The Board appreciated the creative and modern design of the façade and signs, but they were apprehensive to 

support a dramatic change to the historic style of the building. Boardmember Reginato explained that the design 

should take into consideration the buildings existing architecture, as a whole, and not create a separate facade for 

the new tenant. The Board agreed that many of the existing details of the building should be maintained, 

including the parapet pattern, the tile details, the saw tooth cornice pattern, and the tile bulkhead. Boardmember 

Gahan expressed concerns about additional outdoor seating, should the applicant later apply for an encroachment 

permit she asked that the permit be presented to the Board. Boardmember Araluce suggested that the signage be 

more similar to the neighboring “Blue Pacific” signage, and be more “temporary” in design. Boardmember 

Ellinwood preferred the use of the existing tile work to the proposed wood treatment.  
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ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Araluce, seconded by Boardmember Reginato, to recommend continuance, 

of the item to the Community Development Director, to the August 29, 2013 Architectural Review Board with 

the following comments: 

 Maintain the exterior façade to the greatest extent possible, including the rectangular parapet elements 

with raised edges and tile details; 

 The buildings symmetrical architecture should be maintained and enhanced; 

 Make use of a more durable material than reclaimed barn wood on the bulkhead below the store 

windows;  

 Create wall signs which “float” above the existing architecture and are more similar to the sign at “Blue 

Pacific” wood sign, rather than obscure the details behind the wood façade;  

 Investigate ADA requirements for the front entry design and requirements for more than one entry for 

the business space;  

 Any new signs or façade improvements to be attached with use of floating or blind nailing techniques;  

 Maintain the saw tooth detail above the transom windows;  and  

 Attempt to make use of existing glass in the transom windows or consider use of similarly styled modern 

glass with similar “historic” pattern.  

 

VOTE: 5-0  

 

PROJECT REVIEW 

2) Applicant:  William Araluce, architect for Barbara and Peter Coeler  Planner: Nick Bobroff 

Project Number:  10-1551-DPR/CDP 

Project Location:  261 Linden Avenue 

Zoning:  Planned Residential Development (PRD-20) 

 

 Hearing on the request of William Araluce, architect for Barbara and Peter Coeler to consider Case No. 10-

1551-DPR/CDP for an in-progress review of a proposed driveway gate and preliminary/final review of a 

new ground identification sign for the newly remodeled multifamily residential development at 261 Linden 

Avenue.  The property is an 8,818 square foot parcel zoned Planned Residential Development (PRD-20) 

and shown as APN 003-483-007.   
 

William Araluce, project architect, explained that aspects of the plans for the gate have yet to be fully developed 

such as designing the structural frame/element for the gate, or determining how the gate operator would be 

triggered to open/close the gates.  He indicated they were leaning toward using remotes to operate the gate rather 

than a key pad or sensors.  If determined to be necessary by the Fire District, a nox box would likely be installed 

on one of the gate columns.  He also presented information for the hydraulic gate system that was being 

considered and noted it would be mostly housed within the columns and was selected in part because it operates 

quietly. 

 

Public Comment 

A letter was received from Eileen and Stephen Marcussen concerning the driveway gate and sign.  Concerning 

the gate, the Marcussens feel that the revised design of the gate/walls is not entirely in keeping with the 

direction received from the City Council.  The Marcussens believe the entire gate/column/wall structure should 

be under four feet in height and should be visually permeable.  With respect to the proposed sign, the 
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Marcussens feel that the sign is out of character and out of scale with the surrounding neighborhood and the 

small-scale nature of the development (e.g., only four rental units).  Should a sign be allowed, the Marcussens 

believe it should be smaller in size and prominence and more subtly located. 

 

Boardmember Discussion 

The Boardmembers were pleased with the revisions to the driveway gate, noting they liked the new gate 

material/design and increased transparency.  In response to a concern raised by staff about the potential for a 

conflict between a future City walkway along Third Street and a vehicle queuing in the driveway waiting for the 

gate to open, the Board felt that the gate was set in far enough, and not likely used frequently enough, to cause a 

significant pedestrian hazard.  It was noted by Boardmember Johnson, that, if needed, the gate could be moved 

in a little farther to provide some additional room.   

 

The Boardmembers were not however fond of the proposed gas lanterns for the gate columns.  They felt the 

lanterns were too large and too heavy handed for the size/scale of the project.  Several of the Boardmembers 

noted they would prefer to see a column-mounted light recessed into the face of the column or no lights at all. 

 

Concerning the new sign, several of the Boardmembers felt the proposed sign was too big and too prominent for 

such a small scale development.  Several recommendations were offered such as instead going with a simple, 

small wall-mounted sign, or setting the sign farther back into the lot, or replacing either the stone columns or 

stone sign face with a wood feature instead that might soften the sign’s appearance.  Several of the 

Boardmembers also felt that again, the proposed gas lanterns were too large for the structure and should be 

removed and/or replaced with smaller lanterns mounted on the column face.  Other Boardmembers found the 

sign to be attractive and noted that as the landscaping fills in, the sign would be softened/screened and would 

not be very prominent. 

 

ACTION: 

For the Gate:  Motion by Boardmember Reginato, seconded by Boardmember Ellinwood, to recommend 

approval of the driveway gate revisions with the following comments: 

 Lights to be recessed into and flush with the stone columns, or no lights at all; 

 The selected hydraulic system is fine; 

 Gate operation/design is fine pending Fire District/Public Works consent. 

 

For the Sign:  Motion by Boardmember Ellinwood, seconded by Boardmember Gahan, to recommend approval 

for the sign with the following comments: 

 Lights to be column mounted; and 

 Consider a wood sign face instead of stone as an option. 

 

VOTE: 

For the Gate:  4-0 

For the Sign:  3-1 

 

PROJECT REVIEW 

3) Applicant:  Gail and Rocky Marshall     Planner:  Nick Bobroff 

Project Number:  13-1662-CUP/CDP 

Project Location:  5559 Canalino Drive 

Zoning:  Single Family Residential (6-R-1) 
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 Hearing on the request of John Godkin, agent for Gail and Rocky Marshall to consider Case No. 13-1662-

CUP/CDP for final review of a request replace an existing legal nonconforming single car carport with a 

new one-car garage in the same location/footprint.  As part of the project, a new covered porch would be 

added to the main entry.  The property is a 7,000 square foot parcel zoned Single Family Residential (6-R-

1) and shown as APN 003-381-010 located at 5559 Canalino Drive. 

 

Public Comment 

None 

 

Boardmember Discussion 

The Board thought that the applicants had successfully responded to the Board’s previous comments from the 

preliminary review and that as a result, the project looked much better.   

 

The Board had several questions for the applicant about the design and construction of the porch cover and 

supporting knee braces.  After some discussion, it was decided that the knee braces should be made more 

substantial than shown (i.e., sized up to a 4x6).  Boardmembers Araluce and Ellinwood also questioned the 

construction details of the porch and noted it will be important to account for lateral forces on the porch; they 

asked that details be provided/shown in the working drawings. 

 

Several Boardmembers also recommended that the exterior lights at the garage and front entry be made the same 

and that they should be centered over the respective doors.  The applicants noted that they would prefer to keep 

the lights where there as shown for improved utility.  The Board accepted this request. 

 

ACTION: 

Motion by Boardmember Reginato, seconded by Boardmember Gahan, to recommend final approval to the 

Community Development Director with the following comments: 

 Increase the dimensions of the knee braces to 4x6, oriented vertically. 

 

VOTE:  5-0 

 

PROJECT REVIEW 

4) Applicant:  Lars and Kay Olson     Planner:  Nick Bobroff 

Project Number:  13-1677-ARB 

Project Location:  1477 Santa Ynez Avenue 

Zoning:  Single Family Residential (7-R-1) 

 

 Hearing on the request of James Zimmerman, architect for Lars and Kay Olson to consider Case No. 13-

1677-ARB for preliminary/final review of a request to remodel an existing single family residence and 

construct additions totaling 88 square feet.  Proposed improvements include, but are not limited to, a new 

entry element, free-standing pergola, decorative patio, new low wall and gate, decorative trellis, an 82-

square foot master bedroom addition and a new rear-facing porch cover.  The property is an 8,276 square 

foot parcel zoned Single Family Residential (7-R-1) and shown as APN 004-008-023 located at 1477 Santa 

Ynez Avenue. 

 

Jim Zimmerman, project architect, presented a revised covered porch concept to the Board to replace the original 

free-standing pergola shown in the submitted drawings.  He also presented a color/material board for the Board’s 

consideration. 
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Public Comment 

None 

 

Boardmember Discussion 

Mr. Zimmerman clarified for the Board that the plaster exterior would be removed before the new shingle siding 

is applied.  He also confirmed that the applicants are planning to install new windows/doors and wood trim 

around the windows.  He specified 1x4 header, 1x3 sides and a sill with trim underneath.  He noted the header 

would be slightly thicker than the remaining window/door trim.  Corner trim would be 1x3. 

 

The Board noted they liked the revised covered porch design. 

 

Boardmember Ellinwood made several suggestions for changes to the project.  He suggested dropping the sil 

height on the new front window to align with the top of the patio wall.  He also suggested that window shapes, 

door openings, etc. be made consistent in shape.  Finally, he noted he would prefer to see the entry element be 

made rectangular along with the window on the entry tower. 

 

Boardmembers Araluce and Johnson indicated they liked the hexagonal tower and its window, noting they 

thought it added charm.  Boardmember Johnson suggested making the front window operable and adding a 

vertical break-up to it to match the other windows/doors.  He also recommended the cupola be scaled down 

slightly and asked about any new exterior lighting, noting the existing garage lights would need to be removed 

to accommodate the knee braces supporting the new garage trellis. 

 

ACTION: 

Motion by Boardmember Reginato, seconded by Boardmember Araluce, to recommend preliminary/final 

approval to the Community Development Director with the following comments: 

 Lower the sill height of the front window to align with the shingled wall, use an operable window with a 

vertical break-up to match the adjacent doors/windows 

 Retain the hexagonal tower and window; 

 Pursue the gable covered porch option; 

 Exterior lights to be reviewed over the county by staff. 

 

VOTE:  5-0 

 

PROJECT REVIEW 

5) Applicant:  Robin Donaldson, AIA, Shubin + Donaldson Architects, Inc.   Planner:  Steve Goggia 

                   For Carpinteria Business Park Investors, LLC 

Project Number:  13-1664-ARB 

Project Location:  6380 Via Real 

Zoning:  Industrial Research Park (M-RP) 

 

 Hearing on the request of Robin Donaldson, AIA, architect for Carpinteria Business Park Investors, LLC 

consider Case No. 13-1664-ARB for preliminary review to redesign the 84,550 square foot office building 

with 340 associated parking spaces approved by the City Council in September 2008.  The redesigned 

structure would be 84,474 square feet in size, while the maximum height would remain as approved at 27.5 

feet.  Three additional parking spaces are proposed, bring the total to 343.  The property is an 8.63 acre 

parcel zoned Industrial Research Park (MRP) and shown as APN 001-190-097 located at 6380 Via Real. 
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Architect/Agent Robin Donaldson clarified that they were not intending to go through the LEED certification 

process although the building would include numerous energy efficient components.  

 

Public Comment 

Don Bensen: Appreciates the changes, thought the two exterior pergolas could be larger.  Still concerned about 

night lighting. 

Vera Bensen: Also appreciates the changes, would like to see the east side of the structure broken up more.  

 

Boardmember Discussion 

The structure is moving in the right direction, although the glass brought to the meeting appears too dark. The 

applicants should take advantage of Southern California Edison’s energy audit for additional advice.   A 

light/lighting study is needed to see if additional horizontal light shelves are needed.  Building should be LEED 

certified.  The location of the lighter façade color should be relocated so that two of the lighter areas are flanked 

by the darker elements.  The trellis structures should be larger.  Landscape Plan should be updated to reflect 

current proposal and larger boxed trees (48-inch) should be incorporated into the plan.    

 

ACTION: 

Motion by Boardmember Ellinwood, seconded by Boardmember Reginato for a continuance of the preliminary 

review so that the Architect’s team can respond to the comments made by the Board. 

 

 

VOTE: 4-0 (Gahan recused) 

 

OTHER BUSINESS:  None 

 

CONSENT CALENDAR: 

 Action Minutes of the Architectural Review Board meeting held July 11, 2013. 

 

ACTION:  Motion by Boardmember Ellinwood, seconded by Boardmember Gahan to recommend approval 

with one modification to identify the acceptable fence height on item #2 to be 42 inches.  

 

VOTE: 3-0 (Johnson and Reginato abstain) 

 

MATTERS PRESENTED BY STAFF:  Bank of America proposed color changes recommended for approval. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 

Chair Johnson adjourned the meeting at 8:24 p.m. to the next regularly scheduled meeting to be held at 

5:30 pm on Thursday, August 29, 2013 in City Council Chambers.  Boardmember Araluce indicated he 

would not be in attendance. 

 

 

___________________________________ 

Secretary, Architectural Review Board 

 

ATTEST: 
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____________________________________ 

Chair, Architectural Review Board 

 

 

 

 


