COUNTY OF SANTA BARBARA

MONTECITO Santa Barbara County

BOARD OF ARCHITECTURAL REVIEW Planning Commission Hearing Room
APPROVED MINUTES Engineering Building, Room 17
Meeting of NOVMEBER 22, 2010 123 East Anapamu Street

Santa Barbara, CA 93101
(805) 568-2000

Marsha Zilles Anthony Spann Chair

Michele Michaelson Don Nulty Vice Chair

Bill Palladini Sharon Foster MBAR Secretary
Sam Maphis Alice McCurdy SupervisingPlanner

Derrik Eichelberger

The regular meeting of the Santa Barbara County thtt®o Board of Architectural Review
Committee was called to order by the Chair, Anth@pann, at 3:16 P.M., in the Santa Barbara
County Engineering Building, Room 17,123 East Amap&treet, Santa Barbara, California.

COMMITTEE MEMBERS PRESENT:

Michele Michaelson

Bill Palldini

Donald Nulty - Vice Chair
Anthony Spann - Chair

Sam Maphis

Derrik Eichleberger

Sharon Foster - MBAR Secretary
Alice McCurdy - Supervising Planner

COMMITTEE MEMBERS ABSENT: None
REPORTERS: None in attendance

NUMBER OF INTERESTED PERSONS: 20
ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA:

.  PUBLIC COMMENTS : None

. AGENDA STATUS REPORT: No Changes were made to the agenda.

lll. MINUTES: Zilles moved, seconded by Palladini and carrigdlvote of 5-0-1 (Nulty absent,
Eichelberger abstained) to approve the minutesodelhber 8, 2010.

IV.  MBAR MEMBERS INFORMATIONAL BRIEFINGS: None

V. STAFF UPDATE: The California Coastal Commission (CCC) voted 10 to 2 to require
modifications to the Land Use Development Code (LUD) and the Montecito LUDC as
they apply to the Coastal Zone. The CCC did make see changes in response to County
comments. The Board will consider this matter at & hearing on December 12.
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STANDARD AGENDA:

The Representatives of the following items shouldedin attendance at this MBAR
Meeting by 3:00 P. M.

FINAL APPROVAL

Wolf Demo ,
10BAR-00000-00107 VWSFD /Garage /ARSU 337 Hot Spgs Road
10LUP-00000-00310 (Brian Bankianer 568-3559) Ridgeline: N/A

Request of Don Nul(t%, architect for the owners, Hard Wolf Trust, to consider Case No.
10BAR-00000-00107 fatinal approval of a new two story dwelling with thefirst floor consisting of
approximately 2,937 square feet, the second flooonsisting of approximately 1,447 square feet,
basement of 1,880 square feet, an attached garage263 square feet, two attached garages of 515
square feet each, two detached garages of 675 squéeet, and a detached garden storage structure

of 274 square feetThe following structures currently exist on the qadr a two story single family
dwelling of approximately 3,390 square feet andchiéd garage of a;l))proximatep/ 500 square fed all

be demolished. The proposed project will requirgreximately 150 cubic yards of cut and approximatel
150 cubic yards of fill. The property is a 1.03eaparcel zoned 1-E-1 and shown as Assessor’s Parcel
Number 009-070-039, located @87 Hot Springs Roadin the Montecito area, First Supervisorial
District. (Continued from 7/12/10, 9/13/10, 9/27/10)

(Robert Foley and George Gervin, appearing)

Public Comments:
David Grokenberger
Holliday McManigal

MBAR Comments:

1. From the land below, a downlight can be like a spoght.

2. Need to see the quantities of material to be plardeo address the necessary screening from
neighbors.

3. The lights proposed in the Jacaranda trees are morhan is needed. Lights should be no
more than 20 watts incandescent, or 0.5 watt LED.

Motion by Palladini and seconded by Eichelberger ath carried by a vote of 6-0-1(Nulty abstained) to
continue the item. Project may return with landsca@e details for Final Approval on consent. Exterior
lights to be specified on the plans, with the dowlight on the east side of the site to be eliminatedhe

plans shall include a screening planting plan, taniclude both trees and understory.

09BAR-00000-00206 Barone Gaila Addition 969 Boktree Road
09LUP-00000-00527 (J. Ritterbelgnner 568-3509) Ridgeline: N/A

Request of Justin Van Mullem, architect for the ewsn Charles Barone, to consider Case No.
09BAR-00000-00206 fofinal approval of a new cabana of 615 approximatgl square feet.The
following structures currently exist on the paraelsingle family residence of approximately 404udasq
feet and an attached garage of approximately 698aregfeet. The proposed project will require
approximately 240 cubic yards of cut and no filheTproperty is a .91 acre parcel zoned 2E-1 andrslas
Assessor's Parcel Number 011-060-011, locate®6& Brooktree Roadin the Montecito area, First
Supervisorial District(Continued 1/4/10, 5/3/10f{Justin Van Mullem, appearing)

MBAR Comments:
1. With the additional plantings that have been incorprated into the plans (i.e. an olive tree,
oak tree, aloe, and bougainvillea), the project |ds good.
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ACTION: Zilles moved, seconded by Michaelson and ceaed by a vote of 5-0-2 (Maphis &
Nulty) to grant final approval of 09BAR-00000-00206with the condition that 3
recessed LED step lights be added at the steps.

3. 10BAR-00000-00134 Heyrings LLC Addition 281 Hot Brings Road
10LUP-00000-00430 (Brian BanksriPler 568-3509) Ridgeline: N/A

Request of Don Nulty architect for the owners, H®prings, LLC, to consider Case No.
10BAR-00000-00134 fopreliminary approval of a new two story garage/receation room with the

first floor being a 3 car garage of approximately 80 square feet and the second floor being the
recreation room consisting of approximately 560 scare feet. Also proposed is a single story
addition to the dwelling of 630 square feet and aew driveway to serve adjacent property.The
following structures currently exist on the paraeltwo story single family dwelling of approximatel
5,886 square feet, a cabana/garage of approximb@dp square feet (approximately 486 square teet t
be demolished) and a accessory structure of appabely 800 square feet (to be demolished). The
proposed project will not require grading. The @rtyis a 1.75 acre parcel zoned 2-E-1 and shown as
Assessor’s Parcel Number 009-070-008, locate2BatHot Springs Roadin the Montecito area, First
Supervisorial District(Continued from 9/13/10fRobert Foley and George Gervin, appearinyy

MBAR Comments:

1. The project needs a landscape plan for the two erdnces to address sight lines, driveway
plantings, and consistency with the landscaping dhe main residence.

2. Afinal lighting plan needs to be submitted.

ACTION: Maphis moved, seconded by Michaelson and cded by a vote of 6-0-1 (Nulty
abstained) to grant preliminary of 10BAR-00000-0013.

4. 10BAR-00000-00173 Levine/ Leichteman Addition 819 SaNsidro Lane
10RVP-00000-00102 (Brian Barfkignner 568-3509) Ridgeline: N/A

Request of Marc Appleton, agent/architect for tlveners, Arthur Levine & Lauren Leichtman, to
consider Case No. 10BAR-00000-00173rerised final approval of an addition to the firstfloor of
approximately 430 square feet, an addition to theeszond floor of 336 square feet, a cabana of
approximately 519 square feet and a basement of ampximately 550 square feet.The following
structures currently exist on the parcel: a twaystngle family dwelling with the first floor begn
approximately 4,120 square feet and the second fleong 1,200 square feet, a detached garage of
approximately 540 square feet (to be demolished)aanaccessory structure of approximately 460 squar
feet/ The proposed project will require approxirtyaé7 cubic yards of cut and no fill. The propegya

1.31 acre parcel zoned 2-E-1 and shown as Assse$3artel Number 011-110-015, locate@H? San
Ysidro in the Montecito area, First Supervisorial Didt(ien Mineau, appearing)

ACTION: Zilles moved, seconded by Michaelson and c¢eed by a vote of 6-0-1 (Eichelberger
abstained) to grant revised final approval of 10BAR0O0000-00174.

The Representatives of the following items shouldedin attendance at this MBAR
Meeting by 4:00 P. M.
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670 Hot Springs Road
10BAR-00000-00157 Trust, LLEddition 670 Hot Sprgs Road
10DVP-00000-00015 (NicoleW, Planner 884-8068) Ridgeline: N/A

Request of Chris La Rosa architect for the owrgf§, Hot Springs Road Trust, LLC, to consider Case
No.10BAR-00000-00157 fatonceptual review of an addition to an existing sgie family residence

of apZQroximater 7, 246 square feet (including *1floor addition of approximately 3,459 square feet
and 2" floor addition of approximately 3,787 square feet)conversion of an existing crawl space and
mechanical space of approximately 4,206 square fe@tto living area, basement addition of
approximately 2,523 square feet (including approxirately 1,377 square feet of living space and
approximately 1,146 of mechanical space), construch of a new 554 square foot tea house/studio,
construction of a new detached garage of approximaly 552 square feet, and two new detached
garages of approximately 785 square feet each. Asxisting garage of 382 square feet would be
demolished.The following structures currently exist on theqadr two-story residence of approximately
8,022 square feet with basement of approximat@g2square feet, mechanical space of approximately
1,223 square feet and crawl space of approximai{eB3 square feet, two-story residential secontlaini
approximately 2,286 square feet, maintenance ibgil@f approximately 997 square feet, shop of
approximately 960 square feet, and detached gafgagproximately 945 square feet, and detached
garage of approximately 382 square feet. The pezpproject will require approximately 923 cubicdar

of cut and approximately 67 cubic yards of fill.eTproperty is a 10.9 square foot parcel zoned Sagell
shown as Assessor’s Parcel Number 011-130-00ltekbed670 Hot Spring Roadin the Montecito area,
First Supervisorial District.dontinued from 11/18/10fMarc Appleton, Steve Welton, Alex Cole, Laurel Pere,

appearing)

Public Comments:
C. Roxton (Letter)

MBAR Comments:
Bill Palladini:

1. The Montecito Planning Commission will expect a rdabnale to support allowing
development exceeding the FAR.

2. The fact that the original historic structure was krge should not be confused with the
concerns raised by the proposal to add a huge amouwnf square footage to a valid,
historic, substantially sized home. The proposed s@re footage is significant.

3. The change in the basement with new day lighting gpthe ante in terms of the scope of
the project. With this change the house effectivelpecomes a three story structure.

4. The original home is elegant. The additional wingsvould be very large. The proposed
square footage should be reduced.

5. The proposed delineation between the old and the welooks good, but the proposal still
seems excessive.

Derrik Eichelberger:

6. Although the size looks large from the south, it aanot be seen by the public. At least the
proposed additions are in the center of the propeyt and effectively screened.

7. Without the second floor additions, the FAR would ot be exceeded.

8. Could not support the increase in square footage ahitecturally, but would support the
change in the facade from buttresses to arches.

9. The two wings need to be more subservient to the iginal house, but there is a project
here.

Don Nulty:
10.The existing buttresses could be utilized, and théacade would look better with them.

With the proposed changes you may need to rebuildé whole wall.
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11.The house could be reduced. The essential simpliciand beauty of the house has been lost
by the additions.

12.The design is calm in the center and too busy onéhwings.

13.The project meets some of the requirements for aleing overages, but | can’t support it

at this scale.

Marsha Zilles o

T4.One option would be to eliminate the second floorwer the ballroom, and allow the
ballroom to have a greater height. )

15.Make historic central portion more prominent.

Ton ann:

16. Like your work, but would have to explain to te MPC why they should support it. The
historic structure is much less than the entire stucture. | can’'t support the project at the
current size.

17. The fact that the structure reads as a three @ty structure is an issue.

18. The application needs to include the basementhich brings the development to 31,000

square feet.

19. Would like to see the project come in at no merthan 10% over the recommended FAR,
with the assumption that the project would not be isible to neighbors and is not
controversial. The request to exceed the FAR by 40Gquare feet is significant.

Don Nulty:
20. When you create an open front, the first room &ck should be counted in the square

footage. None of the basement is currently counted the FAR.

Project received comments only. No action taken. Bpect will go Montecito Planning
Commission and return to MBAR for preliminary review.

10BAR-00000-00170 ivew Demo/New SFD 1661 & 1665 Fatl Point

(No Planner Assigned) Ridgeline: N/A

Request of Domiane Forte, architect for the ownBw®n & Susan Morrow, to consider Case No.
10BAR-00000-00170 foconceptual review of a new two story single familgwelling with the first
floor being approximately 5,543 square feet, the send floor being 2,752 square feet, a guesthouse
of approximately 796 square feet, and an accessostructure of approximately 789 square feetThe
following structures currently exist on the par@ebingle family dwelling of approximately 8,56 lusge
feet, existing garages of approximately 993 sqteet& a cabana of approximately 737 square feet, a
attached garage of approximately 361 square fié¢d, lse demolished. The proposed project will iegju
less then 50 cubic yards of cut and no fill. Thesgerties are 1.39 acres parcel zoned 1-E-1 lamalrs
as Assessor’s Parcel Number 007-374-003 & 007-84440cated al661 & 1665 Fernald Pointn the
Montecito area, First Supervisorial Distr{starc Appleton, Ken Mineau, Steve Fort, and DomaineForte,

appearing)

Public Comments:
Gary Finnefrock

MBAR Comments:

1. The architecture is a nice composition; need morenformation on how the stringline policy
and the FAR would apply, given the existing home ahthe proposed merger.

2. Overall the merger makes sense and is better for ¢hsite.

3. Like the fact that the proposed home is pulled backrom the existing structures.

4. The second story element should be kept behind tloeastal hazard area.
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5. One MBAR member has no objection to the proposed odiguration or size, but strongly
rejects Italian style of the architecture and the sicco material as out of character with the
existing neighborhood, which is predominantly clapbard cottages.

6. Another board member stated that there is some vagty in the neighborhood architecture,
and that they therefore don’t object to Mediterranean style at the beach. The architecture
can be made to work, but the design does need to tmmed down.

7. One board member feels that the proposed 38% in egss of the FAR would really stand out
in this neighborhood. Another member stated that eseeding the FAR is somewhat offset by
the proposal to merge lots.

8. The style is acceptable, but the building should bbroken up so that there is not so much
stucco.

9. Some of the board members want to visit project sgtand get a feel for the neighborhood.

10. The applicant should study the FAR and stringline ssues.

11.The issue of what can be constructed in the floodwaand floodplain needs to be addressed.

Project received comments only. No action taken. Ehproject may return for further conceptual
review. (Nulty abstained)

10BAR-00000-00150 Browne DemudaNew Single Family Dwelling 1180 Fifedne

10LUP-00000-00150 (Brian Bankisyner 568-3559) Ridgeline: N/A

Request of Harrison Design Assoc., architectHerdawners, Anthony & Gay Browne, to consider Case
No0.10BAR-00000-00150 forpreliminary/final approval of a new single family dwelling of
approximately 4,900 square feetThe following structures currently exist on theqaedra single family
dwelling of approximately 5,168 square feet (todmmolished) an attached garage and basement to
remain. The proposed project will require approxetyal40 cubic yards of cut and approximately 325
cubic yards of fill. The property is a 1.63 acregeazoned 2-E-1 and shown as Assessor’s ParcebBium
007-480-043, located at180 Fife Lanein the Montecito area, First Supervisorial DigtriContinued from
10/25/10{Adele Goggia and Carmen Allison, appearing)

MBAR Comments:

1. Quantity of lights to be shown on final drawings.

2. Along the property line on the north side, lights 6 be reduced by 50% to address privacy
issues.

ACTION: Michaelson moved, seconded by Zilles and ceed by a vote of 6-0-1 (Spann
abstained) to grant final approval of 10BAR-00000-0150.

10BAR-00000-0003 Luck Lucky Trust SFBddition & Loggia 566 Picacho Lize

10LUP-00000-00435 (BriamRBs, Planner 568-3559) Ridgeline: N/A

Request of Susette Naylor architect for the owrarck Lucky Trust, to consider Case No.
10BAR-00000-00036 for preliminary approval of new open air loggia of appioximately 391 square
feet and an addition of approximately 374 square & to the single family dwelling.The following
structures currently exist on the parcel: singtaifiaresidence of approximately 4046 square fedh an
attached garage of approximately 627 square fdwet. proposed project will require approximately 14
cubic yards of cut and approximately 141 cubic gaffill. The property is a 1.25 acre parcel zorieé-

1 and shown as Assessor’s Parcel Number 011-200l@¢#ted ab666 Picacho Lanein the Montecito
area, First Supervisorial Distri¢Continued from 3/22/10)(Susette Naylor and Alida Alrich, appearing)
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MBAR Comments:
1. Thisis a nice project.

ACTION: Maphis moved, seconded by Eichelberger andarried by a vote of 6-0 (Spann absent)
to grant preliminary approval of 10BAR-00000-00036.

Harber Trust
9. 10BAR-00000-00163 Addition arRemodel 530 San Ysidro Ro#B

10LUP-00000-00436 (Kimberley McCartRyanner 568-2005) Ridgeline: N/A

Request of Maruja Grundstrom, agent for the ownershard & Judy Harber, to consider Case No.
10BAR-00000-00163 forconceptual review, preliminary/final approval of an addition to an
existing single family dwelling of approximately 26 square feet. The following structures currently
exist on the parcel: two single family dwellingendominiums, each approximately 1,500 square feet
and detached garages of approximately 490 squateTie proposed project will not require grading.
The property is a 12,386 square foot parcel zahBd2 and shown as Assessor’s Parcel Number 011-
320-002, located &30 San Ysidro Road #Bn the Montecito area, First Supervisorial Didtr{day

Yeh, appearing)

MBAR Comments:
1. Project looks fine.
2. Wattage needs to be called out.

ACTION: Maphis moved, seconded by Michaelson and ceed by a vote of 6-0 (Spann absent)
to grant preliminary final approval of 10BAR-00000-00163.

10. 10BAR-00000-00169 995 Propertiesiited Addition & Remodel 995 Hot Springs Road
(No Planner Assigned) Ridgeline: N/A

Request of Kevin Moore, Shubin & Donaldson architec the owners, 995 Properties Limited, to
consider Case No. 10BAR-00000-00169donceptual review of an addition to an existing twatory
residence of approximately 391 square feet to th&gt floor and approximately 705 square feet to
the second floor. The following structures currently exist on the qadr a two story single family
dwelling, with the first consisting of 1,765 squéeet, and the second floor consisting of 763 sz et
and an attached garage of approximately 711 sdeeirea cabana of approximately 750 square fedtaan
carport of approximately 800 square feet. The pegdgroject will require approximately 50 cubicdsar
of cut and no fill. The property is a 2.62 acaegel zoned 3-E-1 and shown as Assessor’s Parcebsiu
011-030-036, located 805 Hot Springs Roadn the Montecito area, First Supervisorial Digdtric

(Robin Donaldson and owners, appearing)

Public Comments:
Susan Petrovich, representing Susan and Jeff Bridge
Suzanne Perkins

MBAR Comments:

1. Asite visit is needed to understand the context anto review the proposed height.

2. At night the proposed glass wall will become a laetn.

3. A bedroom addition is a reasonable request; the iag is whether there will be impacts.

4. View corridor issues, size/bulk/scale, and neighbbood compatibility to be determined at a
site visit.
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Project received comments only. No action taken. Thproject may return for further conceptual
review. (Spann absent)

There being no further business to come before the Montecito Board of Architectural Review
Committee, Committee Member Zilles moved, seconded by Palladini, and carried by a vote of 6 to O
(Spann absent) that the meeting be adjourned until 3:00 P.M. on Monday, December 6, 2010 in the
Santa Barbara County Engineering Building, Room 17, 123 East Anapamu Street, Santa Barbara,
California 93101.

Meeting adjourned at 6:45 P.M.
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