[bookmark: _Hlk113457059]SANTA CLARA CITY HERITAGE COMMISSION
MEETING MINUTES
Santa Clara Town Hall Conference Room
2603 Santa Clara Drive
Thursday, September 1, 2022

Present:	           	

Commission Members:	Bob Lamoreaux - Chairman
			Pam Graf Gardner
			Megan Smith 

Council Representative:	Leina Mathis

Staff:			Jim McNulty, City Planner
			Sherry Laier, Clerk

Others Present:		Brian Hickman
			April Hickman 

Chair Bob Lamoreaux called the meeting to order at approximately 4:00 p.m.  
							
1. Approval of Minutes for July 7, 2022.  

Pam Graf Gardner moved to APPROVE the minutes of the July 7, 2022, Santa Clara City Heritage Commission Meeting.  Bob Lamoreaux seconded the motion.  The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Commission.

BUSINESS ITEMS

2. Consider a Request for Approval of Exterior Design Changes for a Proposed Business at 3086 Santa Clara Drive, Located in the Historic District Overlay/Residential Zone. Applicants, Brian and April Hickman.

City Planner, Jim McNulty, presented the Staff Report and stated that the applicants, Brian and April Hickman, were present at the Heritage Commission Meeting.  He shared images of the home, which is located at 3086 Santa Clara Drive.  The proposal was to convert the existing single-family home into an Interior Design Studio business (“April Hickman Design”) that would be known as “Swoon.”  The main floor of the home is approximately 1,200 square feet with a partial basement that was approximately 300 square feet.  The basement would be used for storage.  Mr. McNulty reported that the lot was just under one-half acre.  

Mr. McNulty explained that there was also a desire to paint the outdoor trim and exterior doors a shade of blue (SW Cyberspace) while leaving the existing brick the original color.  The applicant was looking to paint the shed in the back a similar color to tie in with the single-family home.  The Heritage Commission needed to consider the design standards when reviewing the application.  Item J within the Design Guidelines addressed colors.  No remodel or addition was proposed for the outside, but there was a desire to repair the existing wood shake shingle roof.  

Access to the property would be off of Santa Clara Drive.  There was an existing residential driveway along the east side of the home that accessed the shed.  Mr. McNulty assumed the shed would be used for materials related to the business on the main floor.  Additionally, the basement could be used for business-related storage.  Certain elements of the proposal would be reviewed by the Planning Commission and City Council during the Site Plan review.  There would also be a meeting with the Technical Review Committee.  Mr. McNulty explained that the proposed colors and exterior changes to the building would be considered by the Heritage Commission.  

Mr. McNulty reviewed information about the Americans with Disabilities Act (“ADA”) compliance, which would be part of the Site Plan review process.  He noted that Building Official, Cody Mitchell was currently out of town.  Ms. Hickman asked if sign holders were permitted or if signs were only allowed to be posted on the house.  She shared example images.  Mr. McNulty offered to review the language related to signs and send that information to Ms. Hickman.  The Heritage Commission would decide whether the style and scale were appropriate.  He wondered if she wanted the signposts and sign itself to be black.  Ms. Hickman explained that there could be slate blue, grey, and black.  For instance, SW Cyberspace is on the top part of the sign with Grey BMOC28 Collingwood on the bottom portion of the sign.  Mr. McNulty believed the sign would be limited to six feet in height.  The example images likely met the parameters.  He did not think the proposed sign looked too high or too large but wanted to double-check the details.  He could send a verification email later.

Ms. Hickman commented that she had been trying to work out the ADA details.  She pointed out potential locations for the ADA parking spot, sidewalk, and ramp.  Mr. McNulty explained that Mr. Mitchell would review that aspect of the proposal.  The ADA information was related to the Site Plan portion of the process rather than the Heritage Commission discussions.  He noted that it was important for the ADA parking spot to be located in the most accessible location.  Whatever spot is closest to the entry of the building would be recommended as being the ADA parking location.  Mr. McNulty expressed concern with the turnaround because it is not safe to back up onto Santa Clara Drive.  Something may need to be done in the front landscaped area to allow for a turnaround.  He identified possible locations for the ramp on a map of the area.  

Mr. McNulty explained that the subject property had been used as a single-family home for decades.  There was now a proposed change of use.  As a result, the ADA ramp was required.  Pam Graf Gardner asked if it would be possible for someone to drive around the back side of the house.  She suggested that ADA parking access the back portion of the home instead.  Ms. Hickman reported that the ramp has to be 27 feet in length.  That would likely create issues there.  She pointed out the locations of the doors.  Chair Lamoreaux asked about the 27-foot length.  Ms. Hickman clarified that the requirement is one foot in length for every inch of rise.  The subject property's rise is 27 inches, so a 27-foot ramp would be necessary to meet the ADA ramp requirements.  Mr. McNulty stated that there was an option to do a lift instead.   

Planning Staff recommended that the Heritage Commission approve the application.  There were several Conditions of Approval listed in the Staff Report related to the painting and repair work.  Mr. McNulty reiterated that he would look further into the proposed signage.  Planning Staff was excited about the project and would continue to work with the applicant on the necessary steps.  Additional discussions were had about ADA access and the potential removal of the shed.  It was suggested that visitors enter through the back door instead, but Ms. Hickman explained that the back door is very small.  The side door was much wider.  All ADA requirements needed to be met.  Mr. McNulty stated that the details would be discussed further during the Site Plan process.  

Ms. Hickman wondered if an ADA ramp would be needed for someone who does hairdressing out of their home.  Mr. McNulty explained that there is a difference between a Home Occupation, where someone lives in the home, and a single-family home that is being used for a commercial purpose.  There were Home Occupations in Santa Clara but this application would not fall into that category.  Additional photos of the property were shared.  Mr. McNulty noted that he had seen some ramps screened with vegetation.  Several options would be explored further as the application continued to move forward. 

The Commission discussed the proposed SW Cyberspace color.  Ms. Hickman reported that it would be used on all of the white trim.  There would be white roses in front of the house as well, so there would still be some white, but the trim color would create contrast.  The brick would remain.  Mr. McNulty stated that a recommendation was needed from the Heritage Commission about the paint and the wood shake shingle roof repairs.  He would look into the signage further. 

Bob Lamoreaux moved that the Heritage Commission APPROVE the Proposed Application for the Building Located at 3086 Santa Clara Drive, subject to the following conditions: 

1. That the applicant be allowed to paint the outdoor trim and exterior doors of the building, as presented to the Heritage Commission.

2. That the applicant be allowed to repair the wood shake shingle roof and paint the shed a matching color, as presented to the Heritage Commission.

3. That the applicant works with the Building Official to meet all Code requirements.

4. That the applicant proceeds with the Planning Commission and City Council, as required by the City Code.

5. That the applicant comes back to the Heritage Commission if additional changes to the building elevations, materials, and colors are proposed. 

Megan Smith seconded the motion.  The motion passed with the unanimous consent of the Commission.

3. Adjournment. 

The Heritage Commission Meeting adjourned at 4:30 p.m.   



Approved:  					
	 Sherry Laier
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