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MINUTES 
 

Design Review Advisory Committee 
 

February 22, 2018 11:00 – 1:00 p.m. 

Department of Community Development Downtown Community Room  

827 7th Street, First Floor Lobby 
Sacramento, CA 95814 
 
The meeting facility is accessible to persons with disabilities. Requests for interpreting services, assistive 
listening devices, or other considerations should be made through the County Community Development 
Department at (916) 874-5160 or 874-7647 (TTY), no later than five working days prior to the meeting. 
California Relay Service (CRS) is a 3rd party interpretation service for deaf, hard-of-hearing, and/or speech-
impaired persons. CRS can be reached by dialing 711 or 1-800- 735-2929. 

Members: Jennifer Krauter, Joshua Divelbiss, Bruce Monighan 
Staff: Paul Gumbinger, Michael Wall, Emma Patten, Ciara Atilano, David Oulrey 

  

Review of Pending Projects 

 

 

DRCP2017-00161 SOUTHGATE PLAZA REDEVELOPMENT 

 The Associate Landscape Architect requested that decorative paving be provided at various 

locations throughout the project area.  As the project is part of a larger center, rather than 

proposing enhanced paving at the driveways, the applicant is proposing enhanced paving internal 

to the site connecting Pad A and Pad B.  

 The DRAC felt that it would be challenging for vehicles to navigate into the drive through when 

accessing from the Florin Road entrance and requested that a diagram showing the right hand 

turning radius into the drive through be provided.   

 The DRAC questioned the purpose of the single loaded parking aisle located at the north western 

corner of the site.  The Applicant explained that it would be to provide parking for employees. 

 The DRAC was concerned that the single loaded parking area would confuse customers leaving 

the drive through leading them to believe it to be an exit.   

 The DRAC informed the applicant that an appropriate parking ratio for the site would be 4 to 5 

spaces per thousand square feet.  The site as proposed provides a ratio of 7.3 spaces per thousand 

square feet, which would propose a surplus of approximately 30 spaces. 

 The DRAC found the parking surplus to be unnecessary and requested that the number of parking 

spaces be reduces to between 4 and 5 spaces per thousand square feet. 

 The applicant explained that they felt the adjacent Walmart shopping center was under parked and 

that the additional spaces proposed would assist in addressing Walmart’s parking deficiencies    

 The DRAC requested that a parking study be provided justifying the need for the extra parking 

spaces.   

 The DRAC requested that the single loaded dead end parking spaces located at the northwestern 

corner of the property be eliminated and replaced with additional landscape or outdoor space such 

as a plaza. 

 The applicant felt that the outdoor space was not appropriate for the site due to traffic and crime 

concerns.   

 The DRAC found the overall circulation of the parking lot to be poor and potentially dangerous 

due to poor visibility.   
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 The DRAC appreciated the strong pedestrian connections with the public right of way.   

 The applicant confirmed to the DRAC that although there is grade variation between the side 

walk and building pads,  

 The applicant explained to the DRAC that landscape requirements and the existing monument 

sign created site constraints in regards to visibility resulting in ad B being awkwardly placed.   

 The Associate Landscape Architect explained that building visibility could be enhanced through 

the use of view corridors pursuant to county landscape standards.   

 The applicant explained that Starbucks will be located on ad A and will include a drive through.  

The DRAC felt that the rear wall facing the drive through aisle was too large of a blank space and 

suggested the use of a mural or a mural like film product to add visual interest.   

 The applicant explained that they would be open to a mural but felt that it would become dated 

quickly and that it might encourage graffiti.   

 The DRAC appreciated the design of the proposed composite screening fence and felt it to be a 

valuable element of the overall design.   

 The DRAC felt that the placement and height variation of the brick and stone veneers was 

haphazard and lacked consistency. 

 The DRAC appreciated the red brick veneer in its use to break up the beige color palette.   

 The DRAC requested that additional elements, colors, or accent materials be added to the 

recessed walls without glazing.   

 The DRAC would like to see additional glazing added to the drive through adjacent wall (eastern 

elevation) on Pad A. 

 The DRAC felt that overall color palette was somber with too much beige used on the buildings 

and would like to see additional color on the buildings.   

 The found the overall architectural detail to be dated and uninspired.   

 The DRAC felt that cornices were overused on the design and felt that reducing their frequency 

would help to make them more of a significantly pronounced architectural element.   

 The DRAC felt that the transitional walls create visual conflict, specifically on the western 

elevation of Pad A adjacent to the drive through window.   

 The DRAC felt that the use of canopies over unglazed stucco walls was unnecessary and drew 

attention to the lack of elements and function of the recessed walls.   

 The DRAC recommended that the architect coordinate with the tenant improvement plans to 

maximize the use of glazing.  

 

 ACTION: No action taken.  DRAC’s review of non-discretionary design review projects is advisory 

only with the final determination of consistency with the County Wide Design Guidelines being made by 

the Design Review Administrator.  The Design Review Administrator requested that the applicant 

respond to the above comments and bring the revised plans before the DRAC at a future meeting.   
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PLNP2017-00272 SUNRISE WATERFLY CAR WASH 

 The DRAC and Applicant were supportive of staff’s suggestion of a mural along the rear elevation 

of the building.  The DRAC felt that this would create visual interest and help to break up the large 

expanse of wall. 

 The Associate Landscape Architect confirmed that the vacuums need to be screened by a fence or 

wall not less than 36 inches.   

 The DRAC supported staffs suggestion that the applicant investigate using a similar fence design 

to the the adjacent Shangri-La for screening.   

 The Design Review Administrator explained that the screening of headlights between the vacuums 

and Winding Way is crucial due to residential properties being located directly across the street 

from the subject property.  

 The applicant explained to the DRAC that they would like to replace the existing monument sign 

at the corner of Sunrise Boulevard and Winding Way with a new design due to the current signs 

awkward shape.  The new sign would be placed at the same location. 

 The DRAC discussed the potential for the new monument sign to be collocated with a new 

community entrance sign. 

 The DRAC felt that the large tower proposed on the building would eliminate the need for a 

monument sign on Sunrise Boulevard.   

 The potential of the monument sign being located along Winding Way was suggested as an 

alternative location.   

 The Associate Landscape Architect explained that a Water Resources easement for a drainage pipe 

runs along the Sunrise Boulevard frontage which could make the location of screening/ 

landscaping problematic.   

 The DRAC directed the applicant to work with the Department of Water Resources to identify the 

exact location of the easement and what screening elements could potentially be located in it.   

 The DRAC questioned the intent in breaking up the planter along Winding Way which resulted in 

a freestanding island in the parking lot.  The applicant explained that the purpose was to provide 

accessible pedestrian access to the building from Winding Way through the parking lot.   

 The applicant confirmed to the DRAC that the vacuum mechanics would be centrally located 

within the building.   

 The DRAC felt that the vacuum canopies should be more tied into the overall design of the 

building, specifically, the curvature of the canopies were inconsistent with the more ridged design 

of the building.   

ACTION: No action taken.  The DRAC requested that the project be revised to address their comments 

and come back for review at the March 8th meeting.   

DRCP2017-00154 McDonald’s Refresh 

 The DRAC found the elevations to be monotonous with too much use of stucco and the 

“Chelsea Gray” color.    

 The DRAC felt that the project would benefit from additional trim materials.  The applicant 

provided a sample of an “Ewood” tile that the DRAC felt would be appropriate in addressing 

their concern of stucco being used on the brand walls.  

 The DRAC felt that both the entry brand wall and front brand wall should be raised to break 

up the height of the building and assist in creating some visual interest in an otherwise 

unbroken front façade. 

 The DRAC felt that the use of an accent gray color would maintain McDonald’s desired 

aesthetic while creating additional visual interest.  

 

ACTION: No action taken.  DRAC’s review of non-discretionary design review projects is advisory 

only with the final determination of consistency with the County Wide Design being made by the 

Design Review Administrator.  The Design Review Administrator instructed the applicant to revise 

the plans based on the DRAC’s comments and resubmit for his review.    
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B. 
 

MISCELLANEOUS 

   

   

C. 
 

Report Back on Previous Reviews 

   

D. 
 

Report on Projects To Come 

   

E. 
 

Other Business 

   

F. 
 

Reports from Staff 

 


