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MINUTES 

Design Review Advisory Committee    

August 11, 2016, 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:  Joshua Divelbiss, Bruce Monighan, Jennifer Krauter 

Staff: Paul Gumbinger, Michael Wall, Emma McHatten, Manuel Mejia, Tarandeep Kaur 

Applicants: Sarah Ellis, Michael Walsh, Richard Sambucetti 

A.   Review of Pending Projects 

 1.  CONTROL NO.: DRCP2016-00054 PALM AVENUE ESTATES/MALIBU COURT 

(WORKSHOP ITEM)  
DRAC comments were as follows: 

 The applicant brought a changed, black and white elevation to the meeting. The applicant 

presented the design concept of the modern farmhouse product and the change to stucco on the 

non-visible sides. DRAC asked if the difference in cost of the stucco is substantially more 

affordable than fiber cement. The applicant stated that there is a higher demand for cement-

plastered wrap these days, and it would bring costs down.  

 DRAC complimented the applicants’ strategy to build garages in the back of the lot, and for 

bringing this old idea back. Since the lots are narrow, this will help with street frontage.  

 DRAC liked the idea of the fence, driveway and garage on the corner lot because it makes for a 

nice street corner, rather than a long line of monotonous houses.  

 The need for a fence or gate at the south property line was unknown at this time. 

 There is a considerable and consistent amount of green entry which will give a friendly feel.  

 The Associate Landscape Architect encouraged more creativity on lawns. He liked the rendering 

and would like the landscape plans to reflect the rendering. The current plan only offers a 

substitute to the answer because the mix of lavenders and boulders doesn’t work with woody 

shrubs and looks odd in the end result. He encouraged a different approach, to think out of the 

box, and provide more commentary than comment.  

 DRAC really liked the farmhouse design style. 

 DRAC found the stucco in the corner problematic because of the size of the houses. Since those 

sides are not hiding behind a fence and the driveway leads down to the garage, those sides are 

exposed to street view. DRAC considered it a mistake to change the material, and proposed 

doing the change elsewhere.  DRAC suggested putting a third look to save costs and preserve 

current plans for continuity and material. The applicant did not want to introduce another style 

and came to a compromise to create part of them all stucco, rather than a mix of stucco and other 

materials on one building.  

 DRAC liked the materials and colors.  
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 The entries are well –identifiable and are mixed up enough where it doesn’t feel like the same 

thing down the street, thereby creating personal identity for each house.  

 Elevations are done really well. 

 DRAC recommended changing the position of the windows on the two corner lots at Malibu 

Court and Palm Avenue. The living room and dining room elevations should have larger 

windows since those are more public spaces within the home.  

 DRAC recommended adding a man door and natural day lighting for the garages. 

 DRAC liked the scale and mass.  

 DRAC discussed the selection of white being the body color and not trim. The applicant 

explained that traditional farmhouses are all white, and that’s where the inspiration came from. 

The subtle white difference on the trim was the intent, rather than having a huge contrast 

between the body and trim.  

 DRAC liked the uniqueness of the site plan and the garages in the back. 

 In conclusion, DRAC requested continuity of material all the way around. The applicant should 

resubmit black and white elevations that show each roofing condition with stucco, glazed 

overhead doors, and adjusted windows. The plans should revert back to the original, and the 

project’s landscape architect will need to submit a more detailed landscape plan.  

Action: Revised plans will return to the Design Review Administrator for approval.  

 2. CONTROL NO.: DRCP2016-00052 ORANGEVALE PLAZA (WORKSHOP ITEM) 

 DRAC comments were as follows: 

 DRAC asked what the reason was for having the garage door look higher than the storefront. The 

applicant responded that the owner has a desire to have a higher door built on the first building. 

The applicant agreed to increase the glass per the DRAC’s request.  

 The DRAC and applicant discussed the evolution of the plans. The applicant acknowledged that the 

current design does not conform to the Sacramento Countywide Design Guidelines, however the 

GLOVE committee pushed the plans in this direction. Furthermore, the plans attempted to reflect 

the design of a couple centers across the street of the project site.  

 DRAC disapproved the plans, stating there is no cohesiveness in pattern and that the scale and 

rhythm in material feels jumbled and compressed. There is too much material that appears twice as 

long pushed together, creating a chaotic result.  

 DRAC stated that good design represents from a program and retail standpoint to improve the lot, 

not add to visual chaos. Furthermore, the property value will increase with design improvements.  

 DRAC had a lot to criticize for this project and requested a completely different design in order to 

comply with the Greenback Lane SPA and the Countywide Design Guidelines. Also, the floor plan, 

elevations, and site plans need to match. 

 The current plans fail to offer significant architecture. This is the opposite of setting the stage for 

such a significant and important place. Focus needs to be paid at upper two corners. Proportions 

should be different - similar in language, but should not be identical. 

 The final approval will also require parking and landscaping. The Associate Landscape Architect 

had concerns with setback and architectural guidance listed in the SPA and reported that there will 

be more to come for landscaping.  

 The applicant agreed to rework the plans with the owner and run the new concept by the Design 

Review Administrator.  

Action: The project will return to the Design Review Advisory Committee as another workshop item 

after making the requested changes.  

B.   MISCELLANEOUS 
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C.   Report Back on Previous Reviews 

   

D.   Report on Projects To Come 

  PLNP2016-00102 The Learning Experience Fair Oaks will be an item for the DRAC meeting on 9/8/16.  

E.   O                       Other Business 

   

F.                               Reports from Staff 

 


