
CITY OF CARPINTERIA
57 7 5 Carpinteria Avenue
Carpinteria California 93 0 I 3

ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
Meeting Date: April 28, 2071

The meeting was called to order at 5:3i p.m. UV fi- Reginato, Chair.

ACTIOI{ MINUTES

ROLL CALL
Boardmembers present: Scott Ellinwood

Richard Johnson
William Araluce
Jim Reginato

Wade NomuraBoardmembers absent:

OTHERS PRBSENT: Approximately 12 interested persons were present.

PRESENTATIONS BY CITIZENS - None
PROJECT REVIEW
1) Applicant: CarpinteriaChildren's Pro.ject Planner: Steve Goggia

Proj ect Number: I0-l 562-DPR/CDP
Project Location: 52011524I Eighth Srreet
Zoning: Community Facility (CF)

Hearing on the request of Carpinteria Unified School District and Hutton Foundation for final
review of the Carpinteria Children's Project at Main Infant and Toddler Day Care Center
ancillary play areas. The toddler yard would be within the existing brick walled area near the
intersection of Eighth Street and 'Walnut Avenue; a l2-inch course of iron pickets would be
added to the wall to meet licensing standards for height. The infant play areawould be located
within the interior of the campus. A garden shed is also proposed within the interior of the
property. The property is zoned Community Facility (CF) and shown as APNs 004-170-003, 004
and 001-170-021located a|5201 and 5241Eighth Street.

DISCUSSION:
Revisions to the iron fence extension were reviewed in light of the Board's previous comments.

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Araluce, seconded by Boardmember Ellinwood, to recommend
f,rnal approval of the iron fence extension with the following comments:

' Add a note that all edges of the iron fence extension should be eased and smooth; and
. Iron fence extension to be painted black.

VOTE: 3-0 (Reginato recused)

PROJECT REVIEW
2) Applicant: Kent Heasley for Albertsons, Inc

Project Number: 1 0-1 547-CUP/DPR/CDP
Project Location: I0l2 &,1018 Casitas Pass
Zoning: Commercial Planned Development (CPD)

I

Planner: Steve Goggia
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Hearing on the request of Kent Heasley for Albertsons, Inc. to consider preliminary review of a
proposal to install a new tower element attached to the back (north) side of the building, adjacent
to U.S. Highway 101. The tower element would feature signage oriented to the highway. This
architectural element is one component of the proposed upgrades to the Casitas Plaza shopping
center associated with the proposed expansion of Albertsons grocery store into adjacent tenant
space. The properly is a 8.36 acre parcel zoned Commercial Planned Development (CPD) and
shown as APN 001-070-063 located at 1000 Casitas Pass Road.

DISCUSSION
Staff s presentation and subsequent discussion for this item was bifurcate to first review the proposed

sign tower, then the two monument signs.

Sign Tower:
Boardmembers were in agreement that the tower needed to be taller so as to appear as a significant
architectural element rather than a chimney. They would also prefer to see a hip roof with deeper
overhangs.

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Araluce, seconded by Boardmember Johnson, to recommend
preliminary approval of the sign tower with the following comments:

Increase the height an additional five feet to the top plate;
Give the tower a hip roof with a 36-inch overhang;
Increase the roof pitch to a minimum of a 6:72

Construct the tower with rnetal studs with a plaster finish, use real tiles for the roof; and

Relocate the tower a few feet towards Casitas Pass Road so that it is set back from the buildings
east wall.

VOTE: 4-0

Monument Signs:
Although the Board had previously recommended preliminary approval of these signs with comments
the Board once more considered these signs in light of the changes made and the images presented at

the meeting.

Overall the Boardmembers thought the monument signs did not relate to the architecture of the center
and that the timber trellis appears top-heavy. Other comments made by Boardmembers was that the
base of the signs should be plumb and not battered, not clad in stone, similar to the proposed column
bases at the center (tile or concrete) with the name of the center incised into the base. The signs
themselves should be carved in wood and lit with a spot light in order to better evoke a feeling of
Carpinteria.

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Johnson, seconded by Boardmember Araluce, to recommend a

continuance of the preliminary review of the monument signs with the following comments:

. The base of both signs should be plumb and not battered, not clad in stone (possibly tile) with
the name of the center incised into the base of the taller sign adjacent to Casitas pass Road;

a
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o The trellis portion should appear lighter, similar to the City's downtown trellis structures;
o The signs themselves should be carved in thick wood, raised letters polychromed with the

cotporate colors, sandwiched between the trellis posts and lit with a spot light from the exterior;
and

The heights of the signs appear ok.

VOTE: 4-0

3) Applicant: Victoria Naus & Frank Takahashi Planner: Nick Bobroff
Project Number: I l-1581-ARB
Project Location: 1435 Camellia Circle
Zoning: Single Family Residential (7-R-1)

Hearing on the request of Tod Stockwell, Kupiec Architects for Victoria Naus and Frank
Takahashi to consider preliminary review of a proposal to complete fi'ontage improvements to a
single family residence. Proposed improvements include relocating the garage door and driveway,
constructing a new six-foot high wall in the front yard and new landscaping. The property is a
6,278 square foot parcel zoned Single Family Residential (7-R-1) and shown as APN 003-590-018
located at 1435 Camellia Circle.

DISCUSSION
Tod Stockwell, project architect, explained that the wall was outside of the fi'ont setback and that the
idea was to create a private outdoor living area adjacent to the client's master bedroom, which is located
at the front of the residence. He noted that the new entry pergola serves to draw attention to the entry
and the colors/design of the wall and house was intentionally subdued to help draw attention to the
landscaping rather than the house.

Victoria Naus, applicant, explained that they were hoping to gain privacy with the new wall since their
master bedroom faces the public street. She also hoped that the wall would help to buffer freeway noise.

Public Comment:
Galien Verenda, 7447 Camellia Circle, noted that the landscaping will be nice and that she hopes the
bottlebrush trees are removed since they are messy. She noted that there are at least three homes along
El Carro with front courtyard walls and that she didn't have a problem with it.

Steve and Janet Ehlert, 1433 Camellia Circle, felt that the project would be a huge improvement over the
current setting. They noted the courtyard wall may help to mitigate some of the freeway noise. They
hoped that some other replacement tree could be selected for the existing bottlebrush trees.

Clemente Vallejo, 1429 Camellia Circle, supporled the project and noted that, as a neighbor, he has no
objections to it. He mentioned that another home on Camellia Circle has a front hedge that acts as a
similar courtyard wall and nobody has complained about it over the years.

Miles and Christina Caulkins, 1450 Camellia Circle, felt the project would be an improvement to the 
i

home. They_yglg !þywith the removal of the existing street trees but did ask that new street trees be i
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planted in their place and they liked the tree-lined nature of the street.

Boardmember Discussion:
Generally the Board was in favor of the concept and appreciated its simplicity and understated design.
The Board liked the quality of the materials selected and the proposed new colors for the wall/house.

The Board was, however, in agreement that the garage door needed to be restudied. Various ideas were
shared by the Boardmembers, such as selecting a more detailed or articulated garage door, attempting to
obscure it by painting it out to match the house body color, training a vine up and around the door, etc.
Ultimately, the Board agreed upon a treatmentlappearance similar to that of the wood gates proposed for
the courtyard.

The Boardmembers also noted that they would like to see the existing street trees be maintained.

Several of the Boardmembers noted that while they generally liked the wall as proposed, it could be
reduced in height slightly or pushed back a little so that it did not line up exactly with the front of the
garage. Boardmember Araluce suggested that perhaps a slightly lower wall with a wood cap would help
to reduce its mass.

With respect to landscaping, the Board was fine with the proposed landscaping. Boardmember Araluce
did however note that the bamboo could be pulled back from the front property line a little more and
Boardmember Johnson suggested that some additional landscaping could be used to screen or soften the
wall. The Board also suggested that a walkway be installed to link the driveway with the front entry.

Finally, Boardmember Ellinwood suggested the use of permeable concrete mix for the new driveway in
an effort to mitigate impacts to the existing street trees. Boardmember Johnson suggested that the
driveway could be stained or stamped with a decorative pattem.

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Ellinwood, seconded by Boardmember Araluce, to recommend
final approval to the Community Development Director with the following comments:

. Step the wall sections (i.e., not gates or columns) back so that they align with the back edge of
the pilasters;

o Six-foot height as shown is acceptable;
. New garage door to have a similar treatment/appearance to the new wood gates;
. Consider the installation of a simple downlight on the pergola at the entry;
. Add a new walkway to connect the driveway to the entry gate;
o Save the existing street trees, if possible;
o Utilize permeable paving for the driveway; and
. Use grass pave or a similar material to reinforce under the groundcover in the front yard to better

handle vehicle trafhc.

VOTE 5-0
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OTHER BUSINESS: None

Date: April28,2011
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CONSENT CALENDAR:
o Action Minutes of the Architectural Review Board meeting held April 14,2011.

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Araluce, seconded by Boardmember Ellinwood to approve Action
Minutes of. April 14,2071 as presented.

VOTE: 4-0

REFERRED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION/CITY COUNCIL _ None

MATTERS PRESENTED BY STAFF

Staff brought a request from the Do It Best Hardware store owner to paint the parapet behind his sign a
darker color so that the white letters of the sign stand out in the daylight. Boardmembers thought it
would be acceptable to use a taupe color, similar to the color to be used on the base of the remodeled
Albertsons' storefront, only a lighter shade. It would also be acceptable to paint just this parapet since it
is isolated between Albertsons and CVS Pharmacy. Greg Reich, Architect for the shopping center
indicated that he would need to get approval from the center's owner, and would inform staff of the final
color choice.

ADJOURNMENT

Chair Reginato adjourned the meeting at7:15 p.m. to the next regularly scheduled meeting to be
held at 5:30 pm on Thursday, May 72,2071 in City Council Chambers. All Boardmembers
present indicated they would be in attendance.

Secretary, Architectural Review Board

ATTEST:

Chair, Architectural Review Board





CITY OF CARPINTERIA
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ARCHITECTURAL RBVIE\ry BOARD
Meeting Date: May 12,2017

ACTION MINUTES

ROLL CALL
Boardmembers present: Scott Ellinwood

Wade Nomura
Richard Johnson
William Araluce
Jim Reginato

Boardmembersabsent: None

Of HBRS ÞnASbNf : Approxim aLely 2 inreresred persons were present.

PRESENTATIONS BY CITIZENS - None

PROJECT REVIEW
1) Applicant: William Araluce for Barbara and Peter Coeler Planner: Nick Bobroff

Project Number: 10-1 55 I -DP/CUP/CDP
Project Location: 261 Linden Avenue
Zoning: P lanned Residential Devel opment (PRD-2 0)

Hearing on the request of William Araluce, architectlagent for Barbara and Peter Coeler to
consider Case No. 10-1551-DP/CDP for final review of a request to remodel the existing Island
Apartments and convert the existing eight unit apartment complex to a hve-unit apartment
complex. The proposed remodel includes new exterior treatments for the apaftment building,
expanded and new decks and patio areas, new site landscaping and a new parking lot. The
reduction to the number of apaftment units would result from the conversion of the four second
floor units into one three-bedroom unit. The properly is an 8,818 square foot parcel zoned,
Planned Residential Developnent (PRD-20) and shown as APN 003-483-007 located at26I
Linden Avenue.

DISCUSSION:
Bill Araluce, architect, described some of the changes made to the project since the last ARB review. He
explained that they had changed the exterior shingle color to a lighter grey, consistent with the Board's
direction. He also explained that the Coelers did not desire to keep the Guadalupe Fan Palms onsite and
would be happy to donate them to the City.

Public Comment: None

Boardmember Discussion: The Board was in unanimous agreement that the architectural changes to the
project were an improvement and that, overall, the project would result in a major improvement to the
neighborhood. They also noted the revised colors were fine, although Boardmember Johnson,
suggested that a less bright shade of white could be considered for the trim color.

With respect to specific comments on detailing, Boardmember Ellinwood suggested the use of low 
i
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the rear second floor balcony and walkway. After some discussion, they also came to agreement that the
rear second floor windows did not need a transom detail like the windows on the side and front
elevations.

Boardmember Reginato noted that the location of the backflow preventer for the fire sprinklers was okay
given its small size but that it needs to be screened with landscaping. He also suggested that a bollard
may need to be installed to prevent a car in parking space #6 from backing into the backflow preventer.

'With respect to landscaping, Boardmember Nomura made the following comments:
o Consider replacing the Sweetshade trees with another species as the Sweetshade does not do well

near the ocean;

Consider leplacing the Japanese Black Pines. They do not match the other proposed plant
materials and also have issues near the ocean;

The proposed Yellowwood Trees are fine for the rear corner, but look for a more "open" tree for
the street frontages;
Call out the spacing for the Carex (Blue Sedge) at24";
It is okay to remove the palms from the site. One of the City beach lots would be a good place
for the Guadalupe Fan Palms to be relocated to; and

The plants along the rear property line, adjacent to the adjacent residence's front door are
acceptable as proposed.

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Ellinwood, seconded by Boardmember Johnson, to recommend
final approval to the Community Development Director with the following comments:

. Recommended landscape plan changes to be incorporated into the plans and reviewed over the
counter by the Boardmernber Nomura.

VOTE 4-0 (Araluce abstain)

OTHER BUSINESS: None

CONSENT CALENDAR:
¡ Action Minutes of the Architectural Review Board meeting held April 28,2011.

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Araluce, seconded by Boardmember Johnson to approve Action
Minutes of April 28,2071 as submitted.

VOTB: 4-0 Q.{omura abstain)

MATTERS REFERRED BY THE PLANNING COMMISSION/CITY COUNCIL - None

MATTERS PRESENTED BY BOARDMEMBERS
. Tomol Park Bridge: Boardmember Nomura gave the Board a status update on Tomol Park and

efforts to repaint the bridge. He indicated they hope to have the park open by June 10th. He said
they are still trying to determine the best approach for painting the bridge but that at a minimum,
the exteriors of the bridge would be painted in a rainbow color pattem.

O

a
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ADJOURNMENT

Chair Reginato adjoumed the meeting at 6:09 p.m. to the next regularly scheduled meeting to be
held at 5:30 pm on Thursday, May 26,2011 in City Council Chambers. Boardmembers Araluce,
Ellinwood, Johnson and Reginato indicated they would be in attendance. Boardmember Nomura
will not be in attendarrce atthe meeting.

Secretary, Architectural Review Board

ATTEST:

Chair, Architectural Review Board
I

t





ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW BOARD
Meeting Date: May 26,2011

ACTION MINUTES

ROLL CALL
Boardmembers present: Scott Ellinwood

Richard Johnson
Jim Reginato

Boardmembers absent: Wade Nomura
William Araluce

t

I

I1--
i OruBnS ÞfuSENT\ Four inteïert"a per=orr.t*e.e ffient.

PRESENTATIONS BY CITIZENS - None
PROJECT RBVIEW
1) Applicant: Matt Roberts, Director of Parks and Recreation Planner: Steve Goggia

Project Number: 08-1455-DP/CDP - Tomol Children's Interpretative Play Area
Project Location: North end of Linden Field between Linden and Palm Avenues
Zoning: Commercial Planned Development (CPD) and Recreation (REC)

Hearing on the request of Matt Roberts, Director of Parks and Recreation, City of Carpinteria,
agent for the California State Department of Parks and Recreation to consider case No. 08-1455-
DP/CDP for an in-progress review of the children's interpretative play area cuffently under
construction. The property is zoned Commercial Planned Development (CPD) and Recreation
(REC) and is located at the north end of Linden Field between Linden Avenue and Palm Avenue
(APNs 003-450-001 and 004-1 05-014).

Staff and the applicant presented several options for painting the rainbow bridge. Boardmembers were
in agreement to apply the rainbow to the concrete walking surface only and simply repaint the blue a
darker storm cloud blue-grey.

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Johnson, seconded by Boardmember Ellinwood, to recommend:
¡ Repaint the bridge the darker blue-grey (semi-gloss sheen) presented at the meeting;
. Apply the rainbow image to the concrete walking deck with concrete stain, blending the colors

simulating a natural rainbow rather than crisp stripes; and
o Continue the rainbow color through the embossed leaves.

VOTB 3-O

2) Applicant: Kent Heasley for Alberlsons, Inc. Planner: Steve Goggia
Project Number: l0-1 547 -CUP/DPR/CDP
Project Location: 1012 &. 1018 Casitas Pass
Zoning: Commercial Planned Development (CPD)

Hearing on the request of Kent Heasley for Albertsons, Inc. to consider continued preliminary
review of a request to modify signs and architectural elements associated with Albertsons
exp_angion pro_ject at the Casitas Plæz,a shopping cenler. Elements for review include a new sign

CITY OF CARPINTERIA
57 7 5 Carpinteria Avenue
Carpinteria California 93 0 1 3
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tower attached to the back side of the building adjacent to U.S. Highway 101, a new monument
sign replacing the existing Casitas Plaza sign at the Casitas Pass entrance and a second monument
sign located adjacent to the entrance off Carpinteria Avenue. Options for the architectural
treatment of the entrance to Albertsons will also be reviewed. The plopelty is a 8.36 acre parcel
zoned Commercial Planned Development (CPD) and shown as APN 001-070-063 located at 1000
Casitas Pass Road.

DISCUSSION

Staff presented, and the Board took action on each individual element separately.

Tower Sign:

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

. Preliminary Approval of the aesthetics and architecture of the sign;
o That the color of the base be one of the project's darker colors; and
¡ That a boom truck be used to hang story poles (the center and all four sides) at a height

representing 35 and 40 feet. Photos from several locations are to be taken and used to
prepare photo simulations of both heights.

vorE 3-0

Casitas Pass Monument Sign:

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Johnson, seconded by Boardmember Ellinwood, to recommend
Revised Preliminary Approval with the following comments:

o That the 12" verlical top extensions be recluced to four or six inches;
o That the lights be incorporated into the overhead trellis (the mernbers could be extended);
o That the signs and verlical trellis rnembers can be extended six inches in width on either

side;
o That the sandblasted sign field be stained a darker wood tone;
o That the base of the sign be similar to the bases of the new architectural features; and
o That the big hedge around the sign be removed and replaced with inviting entry plant

material.

VOTE 3-O

Carpinteria Avenue Sign:

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Ellinwood, seconded by Boardmember Johnson, to recommend
Revised Preliminary Approval with the following comments:

o That the sign be constructed as shown as Option C presented at the meeting (5'-7" overall
height); and

o That the sign be located back near the edge of the dark green hedge with new landscaping
between the sign and the public sidewalk.
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VOTE 3-O
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Architectural Treatment at Albertsons' Entrance:

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Johnson, seconded by Boardmember Ellinwood, to recommend
a Revised Preliminary Approval for this element constructed as shown in Option C presented at the
meeting.

VOTE 3-O

OTHER BUSINESS: None

CONSENT CALENDAR:
o Action Minutes of the Architectural Review Board meeting held May 72,2011.

ACTION: Motion by Boardmember Ellinwood, seconded by Boardmember Reginato to approve
Action Minutes of May 12,2011.

VOTE: 3-0

vrllrnns REFERRED By rHE pLÁNNTNG co¡rlrvrrsSroñ7brrÍ coúNcu, - Non.

ADJOURNMENT

Chair Reginato adjourned the meeting at7:20 p.m. to the next regularly scheduled meeting to be
held at 5:30 pm on Thursday, June 76,2011 in City Council Chambers. All Boardmembers
present indicated they would be in attendance.

Secretary, Architectural Review Board

Chair, Architectural Review Board




