
CITY OF CARPINTERIA     ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD 
5775 Carpinteria Avenue     Meeting Date:  July 16, 2009 
Carpinteria California 93013 

 ACTION MINUTES  

 

The meeting was called to order at 5:30 p.m. by Bill Araluce, Chair. 
 
ROLL CALL 
Boardmembers present:   Scott Ellinwood 
                                            Wade Nomura 
                                            Richard Johnson 
                                            Bill Araluce 
                                            Jim Reginato 
 
Boardmembers absent:    None 
 
OTHERS PRESENT:  Approximately five interested persons were present. 
 
PRESENTATIONS BY CITIZENS – None 
 
PROJECT REVIEW 
1) Applicant:  Andrew Powell      Planner:  Steve Goggia 

Project Number:  09-1507-DP/CDP 
Project Location:  4415 Carpinteria Avenue 
Zoning:  Commercial Planned Development with a Residential Overlay (CPD/R) 
 

Hearing on the request of Andrew Powell to consider Case No. 09-1507-DP/CDP for final review 
of a proposal to allow improvements to the property (i.e. landscaping, fencing, driveway, off street 
parking and painting) associated with the change of use of the property from residential to 
commercial office (Powell Electric).  The existing 720 square foot residence to be converted to a 
commercial office would not be increased in size.  The subject property is zoned Commercial 
Planned Development with a Residential Overlay (CPD/R) and has a land use designation of 
General Commercial (GC). 

 
DISCUSSION: 
 
Images of recent concrete flatwork were provided to the Board.  The applicant presented several 
preferred color choices for the body of the structure. 
 
ACTION:  Motion by Boardmember Johnson, seconded by Boardmember Nomura, to recommend final 
approval with the following comments: 

 
• Paint color for the body of the structure to be Frazee 8663W: Rugged Trail; and 
• Bring the Landscape Plan back for an over-the-counter review calling out plant quantities, sizes, 

spacing and irrigation system.  Show existing plant near back door to be Yucca (not 
Bottlebrush). 

 
VOTE   5-0 
                                                   ------------------------------------------- 
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PROJECT REVIEW 
2) Applicant:  Charlie Ebeling, Public Works Director   Planner:  Nick Bobroff 

Project Number:  07-1385-CUP/CDP, Eighth Street Bridge Project 
Project Location:  The terminus of Eighth Street and Calle Ocho at Carpinteria Creek 
 

Hearing on the request of Charlie Ebeling, Public Works Director for the City of Carpinteria to 
consider final review of a request for a Conditional Use Permit and Coastal Development 
Permit to replace the existing Eighth Street Pedestrian Bridge with a new 165-foot steel arch 
style pedestrian bridge.  The new bridge would be situated along the same approximate 
alignment as the existing bridge.  The arches would be anchored into the abutments at the top 
of the creek banks and would provide support for the bridge deck.  Total vertical rise of the 
arches as measured from the top of the bridge deck to the mid-span would be approximately 17 
feet.  The bridge would a have a clear deck width of five feet six inches and a railing height of 
42 inches. 

 
DISCUSSION: 
Public Comment:  Mr. Alvarez, Singing Springs Condominiums, asked that the Board consider the noise 
that skateboards passing over the bridge would generate when they discuss the details of the decking 
material.  He also expressed concern over the attraction kids might have to try to climb the arches.  
Finally, he suggested the City keep a supply of the matching paint for the arches on hand so that they can 
quickly address graffiti problems. 
 
Boardmember Discussion: 
The Board was in agreement that the water line should be located underneath the bridge deck or as close 
to it as is possible to help obscure it. 
 
With respect to the finish/treatment of the exposed abutments, the Board generally was in agreement that 
they did not like the proposed formliner and preferred a stone veneer instead.  While there was some 
discussion about what sort of stone veneer should be selected (field stone, “el dorado,” river rock, ledger 
stone, etc.), the final consensus was that it should reflect local river rock both in terms of the stone 
type/size/shape and color. 
 
The Board had several suggestions for modifications to the railings.  They asked that the railings coming 
off of the bridge and onto the approach ramps be eliminated as soon as is feasible (i.e., do not have any 
more length of railing than what is required).  They also suggested the area around the wingwalls of the 
abutments be restudied to see if the wood picket railings for the approach ramp(s) could replace the 
chain link fencing along the exposed abutment edges. 
 
Also on the subject of railings, the Board discussed revising the details for the top and bottom rails of the 
bridge/approach handrails.  For the bottom rail, the Board suggested revising so that a gap is maintained 
between the bottom of the railing and the deck (to allow water/debris to pass over the side of the bridge 
deck).  For the top rail, the Board wanted to see a shaped wooden top rail, something along the lines of a 
mushroom-shaped cap.  The Board also noted the dimension for the top rail should be a 4x. 
 
In response to Mr. Alvarez’s comments, the Board discussed changing the direction of the decking (to 
run parallel to the bridge rather than perpendicular).  The thought was that fewer gaps between board 
planks as a bike or skateboard passes over would generate less noise, however concerns over cupping 
eventually lead the Board to recommend the City stick with the perpendicular decking.  Boardmember 
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Reginato noted that the ipé decking can be difficult to drill through and if deck planks are going to be 
removed and replaced from time to time, the screws will wear out quickly.  Therefore, he recommended 
the City use high quality (#10) stainless steel deck (not wood) screws with star driver torch heads. 
 
The Board reiterated they still wanted the outriggers to be boxed in to give the impression that the I-
beams were made of timbers or tube steel. 
 
With respect to the paint colors for the non-self weathering steel parts, the Board noted the galvanized 
hanger rod and hardware (clevis, pins, turnbuckles) could be left to oxidize.  For the painted arches, the 
Board discussed various paint options but ultimately settled on using a no gloss, flat finish paint in a 
rust-colored shade along the lines of the “control” color chip. 
 
ACTION:  Motion by Boardmember Johnson, seconded by Boardmember Nomura, to recommend final 
approval with the following comments: 

 
• Relocate the water line underneath the center of the bridge deck; 
• Restudy the handrail details for the top and bottom rails.  Utilize a beveled or chamfered 

mushroom-shaped or rounded 4x rail cap for the top rail; 
• Use galvanized hanger rods and hardware (clevis, pins, turnbuckle); 
• Use the “control” rust-colored paint for the arch tubes, but in a low sheen finish; 
• Box in Square up the I-beams (outriggers) with plates back to the main stringers; 
• Use high quality (#10) stainless steel deck screws with star driver torch heads for the decking 

fasteners; 
• Shorten the length of the picket railings Eliminate the handrails from the approach 

ramps/walkways to the extent feasible; 
• Replace the chain link fencing on the wingwalls of the exposed abutments with the picket railing 

used for the bridge/approach ramps; 
• Attempt to bring the finished grade of the soil up to the level of the concrete pad/path and use 

large boulders in addition to plants to screen the abutments; 
• Maintain the perpendicular decking layout; and 
• Utilize a natural river rock stone veneer for the exposed abutments.  The selected rock should 

match in color/shape/size the stone found in Carpinteria Creek.  Bring the choice of stone veneer 
back to the Board for an in progress review. 

 
VOTE:  5-0 
                                                   ------------------------------------------- 
OTHER BUSINESS: NONE   
 
CONSENT CALENDAR:   

• Action Minutes of the Architectural Review Board meeting held June 25, 2009. 
 
ACTION:  Motion by Boardmember Johnson, seconded by Boardmember Reginato to approve Action 
Minutes of June 25, 2009 as presented. 
 
VOTE: 4-0-1 (Nomura abstained) 
 
MATTERS REFERRED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION/CITY COUNCIL – None 
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MATTERS PRESENTED BY BOARDMEMBERS/STAFF –  

1. Boardmember Araluce presented a request for a revised exterior body color for the Rugg-Grant 
garage/accessory structure.  The Board agreed to an integral plaster color similar to Frazee 
CLW1013W.  The house will be painted to match at some point in the future. 

2. Boardmember Reginato asked staff to request that VONS install recycling bins in parking lot; 
and 

3. Boardmember Ellinwood requested staff to research the placement of satellite dishes on private 
property to see if the City could apply some screening standards. 

 
ADJOURNMENT 
 
Chair Araluce adjourned the meeting at 7:20 p.m. to the next regularly scheduled meeting to be 
held at 5:30 pm on Thursday, July 30, 2009 in City Council Chambers.  Note: the July 30th 
meeting was cancelled.  Next meeting is August 13, 2009. 
 
 
 
___________________________________ 
Secretary, Architectural Review Board 
 
 
ATTEST: 
 
 
 
____________________________________ 
Chair, Architectural Review Board 
 

 


