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MINUTES 
 

Design Review Advisory Committee 

June 14, 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, Chris Pahule, Michael Wall, Meredith Holsworth, Leanne Mueller, Emma Patten, David Oulrey 

 

 
 

A. Review of Pending Projects 

 

 

1. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

DRCP2018-00034 Cemo Circle Apartment Homes 

 The project planner gave an overview of the project explaining that the project met 

development standards for the zone thus the scope of the review would be limited to 

compliance with the Countywide Design Guidelines.   

 The applicant gave a presentation of the project explaining the design concept.   

 Kathleen Willoughby, a member of the public, expressed concern that the design was not in 

keeping with the general aesthetic of the Gold River Community.  She felt that the roof design 

should be sloping rather than flat.  She also expressed concern that the site was too constrained 

for emergency response vehicles.  She would like to see a pedestrian bridge added across 

Buffalo Creek for connections with Sunrise Boulevard, and the project redesigned to be zero 

net energy.   

 James Morris, a member of the public, spoke expressing concern that the design was too 

industrial for the area.  He was concerned about congestion resulting from the project.   

 The DRAC felt that the project was consistent with the community and appreciated that the 

design utilized a diversity of materials. 

 The DRAC appreciated the orientation of the community building in its northern location 

which was thought to allow for optimal sunlight.   

 The DRAC felt that the addition of housing in the area seemed appropriate for the area due to it 

being an employment center with a diversity of commercial uses.   

 The DRAC appreciated the site plan and layout of the buildings on the property.   

 The DRAC appreciated the variation of parking between the garages, carports, and uncovered 

spaces. 

 The DRAC felt that that the building articulations were in compliance with the design 

guidelines in terms of massing, height and the variation of color proposed.   

 The DRAC felt that the scale and mass of buildings was expressed well and nicely delineated.    

 

Action:  The Design Review Advisory Committee recommended (3 Yes, 0 No, 0 Absent) the project to be 

found substantially compliant with the Countywide Design Guidelines.   
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2. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
3. 

PLNP2018-00075 Metro Air Park SPA Amendment Phase I 

 The project planner gave a presentation explaining the proposed modifications to the Special 

Planning Area Ordinance. 

 The applicant provided an explanation of the motivating factors behind the modifications and 

explained that the SPA needed to be updated to meet the current market conditions.  They 

explained that their emphasis is on providing greater flexibility to potential development while 

creating an upscale community.   

 The DRAC explained that they agreed that the Metro Air Park is an older project and that 

ridged guidelines can become outdated.  The DRAC was in favor of increased flexibility.   

 The DRAC felt that there needs to be smaller setback requirements.   

 The DRAC recommended that open space and connectivity be increased in the project and that 

there be a consistent plan for how open space and connectivity will work. 

 The DRAC appreciated the efforts to ensure that signage is consistent.   

 The DRAC felt that the overall development did not do enough to emphasize Sacramento’s 

unique character.  The DRAC does not want to see standard chain hotel designs but rather 

unique designs which play up the culture and character of the Sacramento region.   

 The Associate Landscape Architect expressed concern about truck loading dock distances and 

orientation toward the public realm.   

 The Design Review Administrator explained that the buildings should be of high quality, 

especially fronting the freeway.  He emphasized that the buildings need to have a design review 

component by the Design Review Administrator and the DRAC in addition to the MAPPOA 

review.   

 The DRAC appreciated the thoughtful street design and its relation to the surrounding street 

patterns.   

 The Associate Landscape Architect requested that more evergreen trees be provided and 

directed the applicant to ensure that all landscape requirements outlined in the Florin Vineyard 

Community Plan are being met.   

 Action: The Design Review Advisory Committee found (3 Yes, 0 No, 0 Absent) that based on the 

information presented specifically in the redlined Special Planning Area ordinance, with the caveat that 

the landscape and building design comments be incorporated into the revisions, the project is on the right 

track.  The DRAC supports the work that is being done however feels there is still much work to be done 

regarding signage, open space and connectivity, employee amenities, and vernacular building design.    

PLNP2017-00199 Operating Engineers School (OE3) 

 The project planner provided a presentation of the project.   

 The DRAC inquired as to why the formerly proposed dormitories were removed from the scope.  

The project planner explained that they were removed from the project due to neighbor concerns.   

 The applicant verified to the DRAC that the proposed hours of operation will be from 7:00 am to 

4:00 pm.   

 The applicant verified to the DRAC that the courses are between two and eight week long.  The 

students earn certifications from the program.   

 The DRAC appreciated that an emphasis was placed on the functionality of the buildings and felt 

them to be appropriate, especially as to materials and colors.   

 The DRAC felt that the design was ideal for the use and location.   

 The DRAC appreciated that the architecture was in keeping with the use. 

 The applicant verified to the DRAC that the maximum number of people expected to be on site 

is 200 people, with an average of between 60 and 80.     

Action: The Design Review Advisory Committee recommended (3 Yes, 0 No, 0 Absent) the project to 

be found substantially compliant with the design guidelines.     
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B. 
 

MISCELLANEOUS 

   

   

C. 
 

Report Back on Previous Reviews 

   

D. 
 

Report on Projects To Come 

   

E. 
 

Other Business 

  
PLNP2017-00353 ZOB Design Guidelines and Zoning Code Updates 

Assistant Planner Patten provided the DRAC with an overview of recent Zoning Code and Design 

Guideline amendments.  The DRAC requested that section 4.4.4, Materials and Colors be amended to 

remove the specific examples of high quality materials.  The DRAC felt there are an abundance of 

different materials that can be found high quality and encourages the creative use of various materials to 

create a high quality design.  The DRAC does not want to be too prescriptive in materials.   
 

F. 
 

Reports from Staff 


