Design Review Commission Meeting

Location: Novato City Hall, 901 Sherman Avenue

THE CITY OF October 2, 2013

N O V A T O MINUTES
CALIFORNIA
Present: Patrick MacLeamy, Chair
75 Rowland Way, #200 Michael Barb \>/ Chai
Novato, CA 94945-3232 IChael Barber, Vice Lhair
415,/899-8900 Joseph Farrell
FAX 415/899-8213 Beth Radovanovich
www.cityofnovato.org
M Absent: Tom Telfer
ayor
Pat Eklund . .
Mayor Pro Tem Staff: Elizabeth Dunn, Planning Manager
Eric Lucan Alan Lazure, Principal Planner
Councilmembers Louise Patterson, Planner II
Denise Athas
Madeline Kellner

Jeanne MacLeamy

CitY'Managef CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL:
Michael S. Frank

The meeting was called to order.

APPROVAL OF FINAL AGENDA:

The final agenda was approved.

PUBLIC COMMENT: None

CONSENT CALENDAR:

1. APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF AUGUST 7, 2013 (PM,MB,JF,TT)
The August 7, 2013 meeting minutes were continued.

2. APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF SEPTEMBER 4, 2013
(PM,MB,BR,TT)

The September 4, 2013 minutes were approved.

PUBLIC HEARINGS: None
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CONTINUED ITEMS:

3. PUBLIC ART AT UMPQUA BANK (ED)
P2013-027; DESIGN REVIEW
APN 153-061-30; 999 GRANT AVENUE

Conduct a Design Review hearing on proposed art for one store front glass panel along
Redwood Boulevard.

Staff gave an update on the proposal to install art at 999 Grant. Umpqua Bank wants to pay the
full in-lieu fee, and provide art along three panels along Redwood Boulevard. Additionally,
they’d like to screen their internal, back of house, operations.

Liz Newhouse, and Tomami Marzan of Umpqua Bank provided additional technical information
to the Design Review Commission. This would be a silver tone appliqué, and there is no space
between the art and the glass panel. This is a permanent feature. The metal panels will be
insulated, with lighting above the ATM and night depository, not from behind.

COMMENTS FROM THE DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION
This is an improvement over what was originally proposed. It represents the City of Novato.
M/S Farrell/MacLeamy (passed 4-0-1) to approve the proposed art at Umpqua Bank.

NEW ITEMS:

4. SHELL GAS STATION REMODEL (LP)
P2013-019; DESIGN REVIEW/USE PERMIT
APN 152-102-04; 1390 S. NOVATO BLVD.

Conduct a public hearing to consider the site plan, building architecture, colors and
materials and landscape plan for a remodeled Shell gas station, convenience store and car
wash. It has been determined that the project is exempt from CEQA pursuant to Section
15302, Replacement or Reconstruction.

Applicant attendees — Muthana Ibrahim, Architect

Planner Patterson gave a staff presentation stating that the project was reviewed at a design
review workshop on August 7, 2013 and is returning for DRC review and approval.

Applicants presented the project site plan, landscape plan, lighting plan, building architecture
and colors and materials.

There were no public comments.

The DRC liked the following elements of the project:
= Site plan and circulation
= Lighting plan
= Landscape plan
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= Mansard roof
= Colors and materials with the exception of the orange gradient ACH panel which was
thought to be in conflict with the red of the Shell Logo color

The DRC continued the project with the following direction:

e Pedestrian access from the fuel pumps to the convenience store needs to be clear,
transaction door needs to be located so as not to block pedestrian access

e Tower elements should be eliminated

e The “LOOP” area needs to eliminate the illumination of the white internally illuminated
facade, remove the LED mounted screen and stainless steel metal frame

e The color on the orange gradient ACH panels should be minimized or eliminated

e Prepare a colored elevation drawing of the building

PROJECT DESIGN WORKSHOP:

S. HAMILTON SQUARE, LLC (ED)
P2013-040; DESIGN REVIEW
APN 157-980-05; MAIN GATE AND “C” STREETS

Conduct a Design Review Workshop to discuss the site plan for a proposal to use the former
gas station at Main Gate and “C” Streets for residential use.

Melinda Hue, contract planner, gave a presentation on the proposal.

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC

Kim Stafford has concerns about the additional homes, and the traffic this use brings. The site is
adjacent to Hamilton School which already has a lot of traffic. Additionally, there is a concern
that noise will bounce off these townhomes and project into Lanham Village, the property to the
west of Main Gate and “C” Streets. There are concerns about what drainage impacts this
proposal might create to residents at Lanham Village, as well as the remediation of toxic
substances that remain at the Main Gate site.

Another resident indicated that three stories is too tall and doesn’t fit with the neighborhood
character. Main Gate is a very pedestrian street, and there’s no parking now along Main Gate. A
third resident agreed about the proposed buildings being too tall, as well as concerns about toxic
substances at the site.

PRESENTATION BY JOHN MIKI, ARCHITECT FOR THOMPSON DEVELOPMENT, INC,
THE PROJECT SPONSOR

The height of the buildings at the eave is 30 feet; to the ridge is 36 feet. The project has been
designed with a fire access break, and is proposing right in, right out along Main Gate.

COMMENTS FROM THE DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION

Check about the amount of hardscape and if this will be allowed with the new NPDES
regulations. The park is very small. Break up the two and three story buildings, especially at
Main Gate and “C”. It doesn’t look like there’s a lot of room between buildings at this location.
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Commissioner MacLeamy likes the garages in the rear. Suggests that a ring road be the basis for
the site plan, and the buildings can look onto a larger green area. The architecture of the rear of
the buildings would have to be significant as the rear of the buildings would be visible from
Main Gate and “C” Streets. The elevations and edges are critical.

GENERAL BUSINESS:

6. CITY COUNCIL/EXECUTIVE STAFF COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS:
BOARDS, COMMISSIONS AND COMMITTEES (BCC’S) (AL)

Planner Lazure outlined the item before the Commission; that Council has requested that each
BCC review recommendations, developed by a City Council subcommittee, designed to help
improve the effectiveness of the BCCs. The Design Review Commission members had the
following comments related to the subcommittee’s three issue areas:

Recruitment, Assessment, Appointment and Retention of Members
e Ensure that new candidates for the Commission have the proper qualifications for the job,

i.e. educated as an architect, landscape architect, etc.

Training/Orientation of Appointees
e Make sure that projects to be brought before the Commission are “ready” for review. A

project proposal should be well thought out from the general to the specific. The site plan
should be the first item of discussion.

e Provide a refresher training course by using the “Function of the DRC/Reviewing
Projects” video that was made by staff and commissioner MacLeamy, and/or other
similar media.

e What do other cities do for the training of their commissioners?

Fostering Interaction between Council and BBC Members
e Have an annual assessment of approved projects to see what was accomplished or learned

from those project reviews.

e Have members of the City Council and Planning Commission occasionally attend a DRC
meeting to see what the process entails and to provide continuity and the sharing of an
understanding of the Commissions “real time” function.

e Provide a DRC member liaison on a rotating basis to attend a Planning Commission or
Council where items need a higher level of review or in the case of an appeal to explain
the DRC’s basis or rationale for the determination they made on an application. The
liaison would represent all views expressed by the Commission in their final
determination of the matter.

ADJOURNMENT: Adjourned by the Chair at 10:15 p.m.

09dm0413 4



