
CITY OF CARPINTERIA
5775 Caryinteria Avenue
Carpinteria Califomia 93 0 1 3

ARCHITECTURAL RBVIE\ry BOARD
Meeting Date: January 13,2077

ACTIOI\ MINUTES
The meeting was called to order at 5:30 p.m. by William Araluce, Chair.

Scott Ellinwood
Wade Nomura
Richard Johnson
William Araluce
Jim Reginato

Boardmembersabsent: None

OTHERS PRESENT: Approximately 12 interested

PRESENTATIONS BY CITIZENS -None

PROJECT REVIEW
1) Applicant: Thomas Vernon

Project Number: 1 0-1 570-DP/CDP
Project Location: 4863 Seventh Street
Zoning: Planned Residential Development (PRD 20)

Planner: Steve Goggia

Hearing on the request of Thomas Vernon for preliminary review of a request to remove four of
the six existing one-bedroom cottages and accessory structures, renovate two cottages and
construct six new one-bedroom cottages located in two new triplex structures, a 1O-space carport,
two uncovered parking spaces and associated new landscaping. The property is a 20,008 square
foot parcel zoned PRD-20 and shown as APN 003-305-004 located at 4863 Seventh Street.

DISCUSSION:

Following a presentation by staff and the applicant's team, Boardmembers commented that overall the
team did an outstanding job designing charming structures in scale with Carpinteria's small beach town
image. Some Boardmembers felt the two front units could use new roof forms to match the proposed
back units, while others commented that it was not necessary.

There was some discussion regarding the back concrete wall and the side yard fencing. As portions of
the back wall would need to be rebuilt and raised in height, the Board indicated that stucco could be
applied so that it did not appear piecemeal. Another option would be to replace the wall in its entirety
with new block depending on its condition. The existing side yard board fences would remain. It was
undetetmined if the fences are on the applicant's or the neighbor's side. If on the applicant's property,
they will be repaired where necessary to look as ne\À/.

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Ellinwood, seconded by Boardmember Reginato, to recommend
preliminary approval with the comments above noted.

VOTE 5-O
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PROJECT REVIEW
2) Applicant: Bryan Pollard, agent for Marilyn Jenkins-Stark Planner: Nick Bobroff

Project Number: 10-1574-CDP
Project Location: 301 Linden Avenue
Zoning: Planned Residential Development (PRD 20)

Hearing on the request of Bryan Pollard, agent/architect for Marilyn and Jack Jenkins-Stark to
consider Case No. 10-1574-CDP for preliminary review of a request to demolish an existing
detached garuge and construct in its place a new detached two-car garage and one-car carport
with a new second floor artist studio above. The structure would have a total square footage of
961 square feet and reach a maximum height of 20 feet nine inches. The property is a 10,750
square foot parcel zoned Planned Residential Development (PRD-20) and shown as APN 003-
440-029located at 301 Linden Avenue.

DISCUSSION
Bryan Pollard, Architect, presented the project and explained the reasons for some of the design choices
and also noted that a couple of minor changes had been made to the plan in response to the
Incompleteness Letter sent by City staff.

Public Comment:
James and Betty Stein, 355 Linden Avenue, asked a few questions about the project and noted that
generally, they were in favor of the project.

Boardmember Discussion:
Overall, the Board was in unanimous agreement that the project was well-designed.

Boardmember Ellinwood had only one minor suggestion to rnimic the clipped gable on the Linden Ave-
facing cross gable. Boardmember Reginato added that the trash/recycling cans should be relocated off
the Third Street frontage and placed in an enclosure or moved behind the existing fence.

Boardmember Johnson sought clarification on the front fence and the new colors for the garage. Mr.
Pollard explained that the fence along Linden Avenue is an existing six-foot high grape stake fence and
that the new gate would be built to match. He also indicated that the colors for the garage were not
Ttnalized but that they were considering matching the existing residence.

Boardmember Araluce sought clarihcation on the roof vent. Mr. Pollard explained that it was a
decorative copper attic vent.

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Johnson, seconded by Boardmember Nomura, to recommend
preliminary approval with their comments attached.

VOTE: 5-0

OTHER BUSINESS: None
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ACTIONS, ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD

CONSENT CALENDAR:
o Action Minutes of the Architectural Review Board meeting held December 16, 2010.

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Reginato, seconded by Boardmember Johnson to approve Action
Minutes of December 16'h with several changes to the Caltrans item discussed by the Boárd and to be
reviewed by Boardmember Araluce.

VOTE: 5-0

MATTERS REFERRED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION/CITY COUNCIL - Nonè

Date: January 13,201
Continued-Page 3

MATTERS PRESBNTED BY STAFF
o Carpinteria Valley Arts Council: Staff let the Board know that storypoles for the new Arts

Center had been constructed and were ready for viewing. The Board will review the Arts
Council project at their January 27th hearing.

. The proposed light standard to be used outside City Hall was shown to the Board. The Board
thought the design was appropriate and asked that the height be kept low, in the neighborhood of
14 roi6 feet.

NO¡OÚNNMENT

Chair Araluce adjourned the meeting at7:70 p.m. to the next regularly scheduled meeting to be
held at 5:30 pm on Thursday, January 27,2011 in City Council Chambers. All Boardmembers
indicated they would be in attendance.

Secretary, Architectural Review Board

Chair, Architectural Review Board
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CITY OF CARPINTERIA
57 7 5 Carpinteria Avenue
Carpinteria California 93 0 1 3

ARCHITECTURAL REVIE\ry BOARD
Meeting Date: January 27 ,2011

ACTION MII{UTES

ROLL CALL
Boardmembers present: Scott Ellinwood

Wade Nomura
Richard Johnson
William Araluce
Jim Reginato

NoneBoardmembers absent:

OTHERS PRESENT: Approximately 24 interested persons were piesent.

PRESENTATIONS BY CITIZENS - None
PROJECT REVIEW
1) Applicant: Vincent Mezzio Planner: Nick Bobroff

Project Number: 09 -l 572-DPICDP
Project Location: 4925 Sandyland
Zoning: Planned Residential Development (PRD -2 0)

Hearing on the request of Bill Wolf, agent/architect for Vince Mezzio to consider Case No. l0-
1572-DPAICDP for preliminary review to construct a 50 square foot addition to the third floor,
west (side) elevation of the existing three-story, six-unit beachfront condominium complex. The
addition would accommodate a remodeled and expanded bathroom and closet. The property is a
15,375 square foot parcel zoned Planned Residential Development (PRD-20) and shown as APN
003-840-016 located at 4925 Sandyland Road #D.

DISCUSSION:
Bill Wolf, Architect, presented the project and explained that he intended to wrap the new addition in
stucco to match the existing west elevation.

Public Cornment:
None

Boardmember Discussion :

Boardmember Johnson sought clarification on whether a decorative band would be installed along the
bottom of the pop-out. Mr. Wolf explained that the banding would be incorporated into the new
addition.

Boardmember Ellinwood suggested that it would look neater and be more architecturally consistent with
the rest of the building if the new pop-out was wrapped in horizontal siding as opposed to stucco.
Several of the other Boardmembers agreed. It was also recommended that the horizontal siding on the
pop-out be painted to match the rest of the siding on the building (as opposed to the stucco color).

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Ellinwood, seconded by Boardmember Nomura, to recommend

I

lml lftnal val to 1& tgrnrnglL[Pevelopment Director with the following comments:
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. Horizontal siding should be used for the exterior finishes of the new pop-out; and

. The siding should be painted to match the rest of the siding on the structure.

VOTE: 5-0

PROJECT REVIBW
2) Applicant: Carpinteria Valley Arts Council Planner: Nick Bobroff

Project Number: 09-1 534-DPA/CDP
Project Location: 855 Linden Avenue
Zoning: Central Business (CB)

Hearing on the request of NMA Architects, agent/architect for the Carpinteria Valley Arts
Council to consider Case No. 09- 1534-DP/CDP for preliminary review of a proposal to
demolish all existing structures and construct a new two-story 7,911 square foot community
arts center to be operated by the Carpinteria Valley Arts Council. The property is a 6,251
square foot parcel zoned Central Business (CB) and,'Shown as APN 003-262-010 located at 855
Linden Avenue.

DISCUSSION
Gary Carnpopiano, applicant, provided some history on the Arts Council and explained their vision for
the new arts center.

Andy Neumann, architect, presented the project to the Board. He explained their inspiration for the
design, noting that it was a natural progression from the design work they did for the City for the Linden
Avenue streetscape. He acknowledged that it's a bold design and would be very different in appearance
from the other buildings in the City, but felt it was appropriate for an arts building to look like art itself.
He suggested the building would complement the eclectic nature of the downtown's architecture by
adding yet another style of building.

With respect to issues raised in the staff report, Mr. Neumann noted that the water feature proposed for
the street frontage could be reduced in area in order to open up the entry area. He shared a conceptual
plan for the fountain with the Board. With respect to the transparency of the channel glass, he noted that
they were aiming for a different approach than they typical transparent "storefront" window. Instead, the
intent was to let light and some forms be visible through the glass but to have the interior somewhat
obscured so as to draw curious visitors into the building to see what's going on.

Public Comment:
Ted Rhodes, 180 Ocean View, was very supportive of the project. He felt that completing the arts center
would be a major accomplishment for the community, like saving the bluffs. The style of the building
reflects the Arts Council and their mission.

Don Benson,6342 Via Real, was also supportive of the project. He acknowledged that it was a
departure from its surroundings but that it's appropriate for a civic, arts building. He noted that the
detailing of the building will be of the utmost importance.
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Jill Wolsey, past CVAC chair, shared her transition from being opposed to the proposed buildìng
(preferring something with a red tile roof) to now fully supporling the project. She understands the need
for the building itself to be a piece of art and that its bold, unique appearance challenge people- in a good
way, like art is supposed to do. In her mind, the proposed building reflects where the community is
heading and believes the building is something that the community will be proud of in the future.

Boardmember Discussion:
Overall, the Board was very supporlive of the project and excited at the prospect of having such a unique
building added to the downtown. A lot of discussion was given to the impoftance of getting the detailing
just right in order to make the design successful. Specific examples include resolving how the glass
channels will terminate and tie into the roof structure and sidewalk, how the building walls will integrate
with adjacent buildings/roofs, and how the super structure and HVAC infrastructure can be obscured to
not be visible through the glass walls.

Boardmember Nomura questioned the decision to align the building exactly with the adjacent setbacks.
Given its unique appearance and materials, he thought it may be better to differentiate the building by
setting it off slightly. With respect to reducing the size of the water feature, he noted that the water
feature would more or less line up with the adjacent planters at the Rite Aid building, so it would not be
in the way of the public's path of travel. He asked the architects to consider how they would handle the
night lighting of the building and suggested a solution to avoid silhouette lighting coming through the
glass. He also asked the architects to consider whether any signage was proposed and if so, how that
would be handled. Finally, he noted that the materials and hnishes for the interior courtyard would be
very important and need careful review.

Boardmember Ellinwood felt it was important for the building to be an artistic expression. He felt the
size, scale and alignment of the building were carefully considered. He was pleased that just as much
attention and detail was given to the rear, Yucca Lane elevation as the Linden Avenue frontage. With
respect to the front fountain, he cautioned against reducing it in size too much. Referring to some of the
concems over detailing, he felt it could be okay for some of the structure to show through the glass but
that the bigger challenge would be obscuring the mechanical equipment. Overall, he was glad that the
project has raised some controversy, as this is what arl is supposed to do. He believes this project will
bring the dorvntown's eclectic nature into the 21't century.

BoardmemberJohnson reiterated the importance of detailing. He said he missed there being some
notion of trying to incorporate a design element or material that reflects some of the characteristics of the
surounding historic buildings but that he was still supporlive of the project as designed.

Boardmember Reginato felt the project's architecture was really successful at creating a visual link
between the downtown and the ocean. He said the curved glass panels clearly reflected the waves at the
beach. He suggested that the architects consider replacing the multiple sets of French doors leading to
the interior courtyard with bi-fold doors or sliders so that the entire wall could be opened up between the
multi-use/gallery space and the courtyard.

Boardmember Araluce indicated that the building would be a great addition as a civic component to the
downtown. He stated that he liked the proposed glazingpattern and colors for the exposed side walls.
Given the importance of the detailing, he ask the other Boardmembers whether it would be appropriate
1_g lgelory_e,_of the critical details develope_d p_riql to lgq_o]lmgl$i1g__p1eli-ilqy app-ry_v-ql,_u_ltiqel.ly, 

-l
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the Board agreed that they could recommend a preliminary approval at this time but asked the architects
to come back for an in-progress leview to share any developments in how the detailing would be treated.

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Nomura, seconded by Boardmember Reginato, to recommend
preliminary approval to the Planning Commission with the following comment:

o Project to retum to the ARB for an in-progress review prior to the Planning Commission hearing
to review studies of the crucial detailing elements fol the project.

VOTE 5-O

OTHER BUSINESS: None

' --:CONSENT CALENDAR:
o Action Minutes of the Architectural Review Board meeting held January 13,2011.

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Ellinwood, seconded by Boardmember Reginato to approve
Action Minutes of. January 13,2011.

VOTE: 5-0

MATTERS REFERRED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION/CITY COUNCIL - NOne

MATTERS PRESENTED BY BOARDMEMBERS
. Boardmember Reginato reported that some of the tenants for the Main Family Resource Center

had been posting numerous flyers for classes/events offered at the center all around the Main
School site.

ADJOURNMENT

Chair Araluce adjourned the meeting at7:00 p.m. to the next regularly scheduled meeting to be
held at 5:30 pm,þn Thursday, February 77 ,2011 in City Council Chambers. All Boardmembers
indicated they would be in attendance.

Secretary, Architectural Review Board

ATTEST:

Chair, Architectural Review Board
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