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SUTTER 2. CREEK

JEWEL OF THE MOTHER L ODE

MEETING OF THE DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE
MONDAY, FEBRUARY 12, 2024
5:00 P.M.
Community Building
33 Church Street
Sutter Creek, CA 95685

THE DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE WILL BE AVAILABLE VIA ZOOM AND IN PERSON.
Join Zoom Meeting
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/9568520224
Please note: Zoom participation is only available for viewing the meeting.

*Public comment will not be taken from Zoom.*

1. CALL TO ORDER AND ESTABLISH A QUORUM FOR REGULAR MEETING-5:00 P.M
2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG

3. PUBLIC FORUM - Any person may address the Committee regarding matters not on the agenda
and within their purview.

4. CONSENT AGENDA - Items listed on the consent agenda are considered routine and may be
enacted in one motion. Any item may be removed for discussion at the request of the Committee or
the Public.

A. Approval of Design Review Committee Minutes of November 20, 2023.

5. DESIGN CLEARANCE APPLICATIONS:
A. 60 Main Street; Applicant: Newland
RECOMMENDATION: Review plans as presented and provide applicant direction for
design clearance.

6. ADJOURNMENT


https://us02web.zoom.us/j/9568520224
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SUTTER 2. CREEK

JEWEL OF THE MOTHER L ODE

MINUTES OF THE DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE
November 20, 2023
Committee Members present:
Brown, O’Neill, Otto and Peters
Absent: Baracco
Staff present: Tom Dubois, Erin Ventura and Karen Darrow

CALL TO ORDER AND ESTABLISH A QUORUM FOR THE SPECIAL MEETING-3:00 P.M
Chairperson Peters called the meeting to order.

PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE TO THE FLAG
Chairperson Peters led the pledge.

PUBLIC FORUM- None.

CONSENT AGENDA - Items listed on the consent agenda are considered routine and may be enacted in
one motion. Any item may be removed for discussion at the request of the Committee or the Public.
A. Approval of Design Review Committee Minutes of October 10, 2023.
M/S Otto/O’Neill to Approve the Design Review Committee Minutes of October 10, 2023, as presented.
AYES: Brown, O’Neill, Otto and Peters
NOES: None
ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: Baracco
MOTION CARRIED

DESIGN CLEARANCE APPLICATIONS
A. 5 Main Street; Applicant: Lanning
RECOMMENDATION: Review plans as presented and provide applicant direction for design

clearance.
M/S Otto/O’Neill to Approve Design Clearance for 5 Main Street, as presented.
AYES: Brown, O’Neill, Otto and Peters
NOES: None

ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: Baracco
MOTION CARRIED

B. 171 China Gulch Rd.; Applicant: Pechette
RECOMMENDATION: Review plans as presented and provide applicant direction for design

clearance.
M/S Otto/O’Neill to Approve Design Clearance for 171 China Gulch Rd., as presented.
AYES: Brown, O’Neill, Otto and Peters
NOES: None

ABSTAIN: None
ABSENT: Baracco
MOTION CARRIED 2
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6. ADJOURNMENT
The meeting was adjourned at 3:16 p.m.

Karen Darrow, City Clerk Susan Peters, Chairperson

Date Approved:
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] EW EL O F T H E M OTHER L ODE

DATE: February 12, 2024

TO: Design Review Committee

FROM: Erin Ventura, Contract Planner

RE: 60 Main Street- Design Clearance for alterations to railing on the interior courtyard of

the existing building

(APN: 018-161-003)

Zoning: DTC- Downtown Commercial

Design Standard District: Main Street Historic District
Applicant: Russell Newland

RECOMMENDATION:
Approve Design Clearance for alterations to railings on the interior courtyard of an existing building
within the Main Street Historic District.

BACKGROUND:
The applicant, Russell Newland, is proposing to make modifications to existing railings on the interior
courtyard of an existing building located within the Main Street Historic District:

Requirements Proposed: Design Recommendations, if
for Design Criteria any to meet Design
Clearance: met: Clearance:
Zoning DTC DTC Yes
District: Main Street
Historic District
Lot Size: -- -- N/A
Set Back
requirements:
Front -- -- N/A
Side -- -- N/A
Rear -- -- N/A
Lot coverage -- -- N/A
Are there existing Yes Yes
historic features?
Structure Type Yes
Max Building - -- -
height
4

Page 1 of 4



DISCUSSION:

The existing metal railings located around the interior courtyard of the existing buildings will be
modified to be brought up to code. The front of the building, that fronts historic Main Street, will not
be modified or changed.

Design Standards

The City’s Design Standards provide additional direction regarding consideration for adjacent
development, building and parking locations, landscaping, accessory facilities, and building design.
This project is located within the Main Street Historic District, so in addition to Chapter 2.0, Design
Standards that Apply to all Project, Chapter 3.0, Historic District Design Standards, also apply.

Based on the scope of the project only certain standards apply and have been included in this report.

3.3 Design Standards That Apply to All Historic District Project
3.3.1 Preservation and Treatment of Existing Historic Features
The applicant is not proposing to change any of the historic features on the front of the building.
The interior courtyard of the building is not visible from the historic Main Street.

Staff recommend that the Design Review Committee approve the proposed application as presented.
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Figure 1- Application
60 Main Street

Clity of Sutter Creek
18 Main Street
Sutter Creck, CA 95685
209-267-5647
www.cityofsuttercreek.org
Submit completed application and threz (3) sets of plans at: PERMIT &:
City Hall, 18 Main St., Sutter Creck DATE RECEIVED,

SAPPLICATION FORPERMIT:
Papge lof2

Project Applicant: v == o | | Mo L

Project Address: (5 0 YNavn Sheeet Sutter Crepk Ca @568S

JoaRN 019~ 1ol 2o '3 Is this located in the Historic District? (Yes) No
e TOEN = 975 If'yes, please soe checkfist for Design Review. v
Eroperty Owner: _ Phone:
[}

) Mame: E_‘-'L_} 21 MNew ]ﬂ_r;{ﬁ Email:

Mailing Address: © 7 | 2 Dieipse b i<l
City: ] i¢. frce o ¢ Statz: 4 o Zipp 9577
I3 this person the project contact? 1f not, please specify who the contact person is. )
Name: £ vt ek wwi vy O vl Email: ol o1 o1 albd oy b ng;yahm 27¥?

Mailing Address: P02 0x 3493 Suber el Cn 98685 Q094001554

Phone: <3/ |5 . ‘,‘t’i’J o lizs

Licensed Contractor:

MName: | 2.1 |rr*<.qu Jr*-f' Mawtevriane ¢ Email [dar | @ woe v b
Mailing Address: {1 2 1% <oy ono ot O | i elintinanc e . ¢ oon
City: i\ 4pin Srare: Zippgafet =
State License # & Class: ({4 01301 & 0 17y o 2{_) A 5J;I|1J5
C:ty]ius ness License #: GNE 320 I'I. 53004 Exp Date: 4 5 20 A,
Lovwnty of Sacvarnéeefineral BUS \WESS Lirenide
Project Type: Commercial  [2Z] Residential IE
Mew Construction: ] Addition:  [] Tenant Improvement: I::] )
Alteration: 1 Demolition: [ Othes: o (et -,]-..g,rié-l,-?{
Fire Sprinkler? Yes[] Mo []
Area Determination:
15t Floon: sf 2nd Floore: s Total: 51
Garage: sf Patin/Porch: sf Decle/Baleony: £f]

Job Description:

PROJECT INFORMATION

Eishive, pateviols.

The applicant shall provids an estimated permit value at time of applicatian. IVALUAT]UN S 10, 252

Z.00

Permit vakuations shall include total value of wodk, inclading matesiols end labor.
‘Valuations shall be based on FAIR MARKET VALUE for labor and materials, even if parforming the work yowrsslf,

Final building permit valuation shall be 5ot by the building official,
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City of Sutter Creek

Design Review Application

For Commercial Projects
Within the Historic District

Please complete the “Existing & Proposed” Columns. Please submit your plans in print ready.pdf to be printed as 11 x 17. Please show: elevations, site plan, spot grades,
and include elevations at the corners of buildings and also include any existing historic features.

i-24-2024

DESIGN REVIEW COMMITTEE
FROM:{T s L4 Newwd 4 A ]
Project Address: {0 Py SteeetT Suter Copok (45685

DATE:
TO:

REVIEWED and SUBMITTED BY:

# Design Description | Design Criteria Existing: Proposed: Has Recommendations,
Standard Requirements: design if any to meet
Reference criteria | Design Criteria:

been
met?
Y/N?

1. Zoning T

2. District: Historic

3. Lot Size: N/A

4. Set Back

requirements:

5. Front 25°

6. Side 5

7. Rear 10

8. Siting:

9. Lot coverage

10. Are there

existing historic
features?
11. Structure Type
12, Max  Building | 35°
height
13, Roof pitch | In new construction,
reflect historic style
# Design Description | Design Criteria Existing: Proposed: Has Recommendations,
Standard Requirements: design ifany to meet
Reference criteria | Design Criteria:
been
met?
Y/N?
14. Style National,  shotgun,
Victorian, or
craftsman
15. 342 Exterior Finish
and color Y ack Hlocle
scheme sl ivie Taa ) vy
16. 343 Doors Consistent in shape '
and scale  with
building’s style.
17. 3.4.4 Windows Match historic style
with panes and trim.
18. 3.4.5 Lighting Match architecturally
19. 3.4.6 Fences Wood picket,
masonry, simple iron
or wire or dry stacked
stone
20. 3.4.7 Mechanical
Equipment
21. Siding Match historic style
22, Roofing Match historic style
material
23, Porches Match the building in
historic character
24, Does the

structure blend
as proposed?

Other Comments:  (Yletal reidivg w ll be wpdated -t code by we \d.ﬁc]{mlq\

Verticle spoeees S © -m'u\f-\ el v\\mr;-: “o ot o Wt coeve (_( SpPee | G
Les mc\‘h’ wioal ok 5‘*&&:‘; A SR P vig Ao be wsed e lend v,
S e novie\ S
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