
CITY OF CARPINTERIA     ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD 

5775 Carpinteria Avenue     Meeting Date:  February 16, 2012 

Carpinteria California 93013 

 ACTION MINUTES  

 

The meeting was called to order at 5:30 p.m. by Jim Reginato, Chair. 

 

ROLL CALL 
Boardmembers present:   Scott Ellinwood 

                                            Wade Nomura 

                                            Richard Johnson 

                                            Jim Reginato 

 

Boardmembers absent:    William Araluce 

                                                                                         

OTHERS PRESENT:  Approximately 8 interested persons were present. 

 

PRESENTATIONS BY CITIZENS – None 

PROJECT REVIEW 

1) Applicant:  Don Swann, agent for Amy and Eric Maulhardt Planner:  Nick Bobroff 

Project Number:  11-1607-CDP/VAR 

Project Location:  5481 Calle Ocho 

Zoning:  Single Family Residential (20-R-1) 

 

Hearing on the request of Don Swann, agent for Amy and Eric Maulhardt to consider Case No. 11-

1607-CDP/VAR for preliminary review of a proposal to demolish the existing single family 

residence and construct a new 2,960 square foot single family residence and attached 553 square 

foot two-car garage, partially on the existing raised floor foundation. The project also involves 

remodeling the existing detached garage and new site landscape/hardscape.  The Variance request 

would allow for encroachments of new development into the (east) side setback.  The property is a 

29,185 square foot parcel zoned Single Family Residential (20-R-1) and shown as APN 003-333-

009 located at 5481 Calle Ocho. 

 

DISCUSSION: 

Don Swann, agent for the applicants, took a few moments to describe minor revisions to the plans and to 

address comments from staff regarding the existing fencing and bamboo plantings and to describe colors, 

materials and architectural style. 

 

Public Comment: 

Betty Songer, Carpinteria Creeks Committee representative noted that the existing bamboo planted near 

the creek was a concern, particularly if it were of the spreading variety.  She felt it was inappropriate 

being located adjacent to the creek.  She also stated that she would prefer to see the existing fence along 

the property frontage replaced with something wildlife friendly.  Finally, she asked that all new paving 

be done with permeable materials. 

 

Carla Mager, 701 Concha Loma Drive, shared her support for the project. 

 

Nancy Lusk, 5575 Retorno Drive, also shared her support for the project. 

 

Boardmember Discussion: 

Boardmember Johnson noted that the existing fence was not very pedestrian friendly and that the 
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applicants consider a different fence that is more decorative and/or makes use of landscape plantings to 

improve its appearance while still providing the necessary privacy.  He also felt the existing bamboo was 

out of place and was inappropriate for the creekside setting.  He noted that the Variance was warranted 

given the limited building envelope created by the creek setback and the fact that the resulting side 

setback would be comparable to other 20-R-1 zoned properties.  He suggested that the large driveway 

along the east property line could be mitigated with landscaping.  With respect to the chosen 

architectural style, design and materials, he noted that a two-piece rounded tile roof may be more 

appropriate to the style.  He also felt the three arches at the front entry were too busy and should be 

restudied and simplified.  He liked the use of the two smaller garage doors in place of one larger door. 

 

Boardmember Ellinwood felt it would be more desirable to use more native plants around the site and 

that the bamboo was inappropriate.  He agreed with Boardmember Johnson with respect to the fence and 

noted that it should be on the applicant’s property, should be more open and should use plantings to 

provide the desired privacy.  Given the amount of paving on the site, the use of permeable materials for 

all paving was recommended.  He also agreed with the rest of the Boardmembers that the three arched 

entry needed further study/revision and that the windows one each side of the entry should be the same 

size.  He also inquired about lighting and noted that the ARB will expect to see hooded, night-sky 

friendly lighting. 

 

Boardmember Nomura agreed with other Boardmembers with respect to the entry arches and the 

recommendation for using permeable paving.  He noted that if the fence were on private property, he 

would have more sympathy for a solid screened fence, but if it is located in the City’s right-of-way, then 

it needs to be more open.  With respect to landscaping, he agreed that the bamboo was not appropriate 

and that the applicants could make use of a blending palette for their planting plan, transitioning from 

native within the 50-foot creek setback to a mix of natives and some compatible non-natives as they 

transition away from the creek. 

 

Boardmember Reginato agreed with other Boardmembers’ comments on the landscaping, fencing, 

arched entry and hardscape materials.  He suggested that the applicant consider adding exposed rafter 

tails to the exterior elevations as a quality design detail. 

 

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

preliminary approval to the Planning Commission with their comments attached. 

 

VOTE  4-0 

                                                   ------------------------------------------- 

 

OTHER BUSINESS:   

 

 Board member Ellinwood discussed progress thus far with the Linden - Casitas overpass Design 

Review Team (DRT). 
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CONSENT CALENDAR:   

 Action Minutes of the Architectural Review Board meeting held January 12, 2012.  

 

ACTION:  Motion by Boardmember Johnson, seconded by Boardmember Reginato to approve Action 

Minutes of January 12, 2012. 

 

VOTE:  4-0    

 

MATTERS REFERRED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION/CITY COUNCIL – None 

 

 

MATTERS PRESENTED BY STAFF  

 MTD Bus stops at Casitas Plaza:  Of the examples provided, the ARB preferred options A or C 

(no twists) with a bar on the bottom (eliminating the open post).   

 

 Casitas Plaza Parking Lot Lighting: The Board liked the cylindrical fixture, dark bronze color 

with charcoal metallic band.  The light source is likely to be Metal Halide or Led.  The applicant 

will return with a photometric plan. 

 

 Boys and Girls Club Replacement Lights: The ARB was presented with full cutoff “nighttime 

friendly” parking lot lights (four to replace existing unshielded globes) located adjacent to the 

front parking lot nearest Foothill Road.  The Board felt that the lights shown would work, 

although they would prefer to see LED bulbs used. 

 

ADJOURNMENT 
 

Chair Reginato adjourned the meeting at 7:00 p.m. to the next regularly scheduled meeting to be 

held at 5:30 pm on Thursday, March 15 2012 in City Council Chambers.  All Boardmembers 

indicated they would be in attendance.  

 

 

 

___________________________________ 

Secretary, Architectural Review Board 

 

 

ATTEST: 

 

 

 

____________________________________ 

Chair, Architectural Review Board 

 

 


