
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                   MINUTES – APPROVED 
 
      DESIGN REVIEW BOARD MEETING 

 Tuesday, February 09, 2021 
 

 

 

                3:00 P.M. 
City Hall – Council Chambers 
130 Cremona Drive, Suite B, 

Goleta, California 
 
 
 

Members of the Design Review Board  

   Scott Branch (Architect), Chair                             

   Craig Shallanberger (Architect), Vice Chair              Jonathan Eymann(At-Large Member)                    

  Karis Clinton (Landscape Professional)                    Gregg Hart (At-Large Member) 

 Martha Degasis (Landscape Professional)                      Dennis Whelan (Alternate) 

  

                            Mary Chang, Secretary 

           Linda Gregory, Recording Clerk 

 
  

The DRB conducted this Virtual Meeting Pursuant to Executive Order N-29-20 Issued by 
Governor Gavin Newsom on 3-17-20 
 
 

CALL TO ORDER AND PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

 
The meeting was called to order by Chair Branch at 3:00 p.m., followed by the Pledge of 
Allegiance. 
 
ROLL CALL OF DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 
  
Board Members present: Chair Branch, Vice Chair Shallanberger, Member Degasis, 

Member Eymann, Member Hart, Member Whelan 
   Vice Chair Shallanberger entered at 3:21 p.m.   
   Member Hart exited the meeting at 5:26 p.m.  

Board Members absent: Member Clinton 
  

Staff Present:  Mary Chang, Supervising Senior Planner; Brian Hiefield, Associate 
Planner; Chris Noddings, Assistant Planner; Bret McNulty, Contract Planner; and Linda 
Gregory, Recording Clerk. 
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PUBLIC FORUM 
 
None. 

  
A.  ADMINISTRATIVE AGENDA 

 

A.1  Review and approve the Design Review Board minutes for December 
8, 2020 and January 26, 2021. 

 

Review and approve the Design Review Board minutes for December 8, 
2020 and January 26, 2021 2020-12-08 Minutes 
 
Review and approve the Design Review Board minutes for December 8, 
2020 and January 26, 2021 2021-01-26 Minutes 
  
MOTION: Member Whelan moved, seconded by Member Hart, to 

approve the Design Review Board minutes for December 8, 
2020, as submitted.  

VOTE: Motion carried by the following roll call vote: Ayes: Chair 
Branch, Member Degasis, Member Eymann, Member Hart, 
Member Whelan. Noes: None. Absent: Vice Chair 
Shallanberger and Member Clinton. 

  
MOTION: Member Degasis moved, seconded by Member Whelan, to   

approve the Design Review Board minutes for January 26, 
2021, as amended. 

VOTE: Motion carried by the following roll call vote: Ayes: Chair 
Branch, Member Degasis, Member Eymann, Member Hart, 
Member Whelan. Noes: None. Absent: Vice Chair 
Shallanberger and Member Clinton. 

  
A.2  REVIEW OF AGENDA 

 

Mary Chang, Supervising Senior Planner, reported no changes on today’s 
agenda. 

  
B.  CONCEPTUAL/PRELIMINARY/FINAL REVIEW 

 

B.1  5724 Hollister Avenue (APNs 071-081-014) 
Wendy's Signage 
Case No. 20-0001-DRB 

 

http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=4e7be773-aad4-44b2-aad2-c4e9c720436e.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=4e7be773-aad4-44b2-aad2-c4e9c720436e.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=4339005c-054c-400c-80c6-aa60606cb8ad.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=4339005c-054c-400c-80c6-aa60606cb8ad.pdf&From=Granicus
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Wendy's Signage Staff Report 
 
Wendy's Signage Findings 
 
Wendy's Signage Project Plans 
 
Site visits and ex-parte conversations:  Site visits reported by Chair Branch, 
Member Degasis (virtual), Member Eymann, Member Hart, and Member 
Whelan. No ex-parte conversations reported.   
 
Staff Speaker: 
Brien Hiefield, Associate Planner 
 
The plans were presented by agent Dave Mahn of Visible Graphics Inc., on 
behalf of Louis Manzo, property owner.   
 
No public speakers. 
  
MOTION: Member Whelan moved, seconded by Member Degasis, to 

grant Conceptual, Preliminary approval, and Final approval of 
Item B.1, Wendy's Signage, 5724 Hollister Avenue (APN 071-
081-014), Case No. 20-0001-DRB, as submitted, with the 
following condition; and to determine that Case No. 20-0001-
DRB is in conformance with the DRB Findings for Signage, 
Wendy’s Signage, Case No. 20-0001-DRB: 

1. The applicant shall submit a revised reduction in the area 
of signage for conformance review by staff and Member 
Whelan. 

VOTE: Motion carried by the following roll call vote: Ayes: Chair 
Branch, Vice Chair Shallanberger, Member Degasis, Member 
Eymann, Member Hart, Member Whelan. Noes: None. 
Absent: Member Clinton. 

 

B.2  125 and 175 Cremona Drive (APNs 073-330-007 and -009) 
125 and 175 Cremona Landscaping Upgrades 
Case No. 20-0037-ZC 

 

125 and 175 Cremona Landscaping Upgrades Staff Report 
 
125 and 175 Cremona Landscaping Upgrades Findings 
 
125 and 175 Cremona Landscaping Upgrades Project Plans 
 
125 and 175 Cremona Landscaping Upgrades WELO Sheets 

 

http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=3e52d6b8-7418-41fc-a7bf-fe5eb1962c03.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=3e52d6b8-7418-41fc-a7bf-fe5eb1962c03.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=bc00019a-28f1-4e3d-b44c-d561c2df67f0.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=bc00019a-28f1-4e3d-b44c-d561c2df67f0.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=00293c22-60c9-4d01-8d3f-5d4de885ecec.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=00293c22-60c9-4d01-8d3f-5d4de885ecec.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=4ecb5c93-a884-4aa8-a072-753114248e43.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=4ecb5c93-a884-4aa8-a072-753114248e43.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=25c5b68e-f536-489d-a8ed-95062d2f15df.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=25c5b68e-f536-489d-a8ed-95062d2f15df.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=5c2ca4ac-4a87-41f8-8ce5-9ab84fc06583.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=5c2ca4ac-4a87-41f8-8ce5-9ab84fc06583.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=09d25c0d-5119-4b48-bc2a-db791910e6c7.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=09d25c0d-5119-4b48-bc2a-db791910e6c7.pdf&From=Granicus
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 Site visits and ex-parte conversations:  Site visits reported by Chair Branch 
(virtual), Vice Chair Shallanberger (virtual), Member Degasis (virtual), 
Member Hart, and Member Whelan (virtual). No ex-parte conversations 
reported.  

 
 Staff Speaker: 
 Mary Chang, Supervising Senior Planner 
 
 The plans were presented by Charles McClure of CM+LA., on behalf of 
Weslie Ching, Majestic Asset Management, agent for 125 Cremona 
Tramco, LLC, and 175 Cremona Tramco, LLC, property owners. 

 
No public speakers. 

  
MOTION: Member Hart moved, seconded by Member Degasis, to grant 

Conceptual, Preliminary approval, and Final approval of Item 
B.2, 125 and 175 Cremona Landscaping Upgrades, 125 and 
175 Cremona Drive (APNs 073-330-007 and -009), Case No. 
20-0037-ZC, as submitted; and to determine that Case No. 
20--0037-ZC is in conformance with the DRB Review 
Findings, Section 17.58-080 of the Goleta Municipal Code, 
125 and 175 Cremona Drive (APNs 073-330-007 and -009), 
Case No. 20-0037-ZC. 

VOTE: Motion carried by the following roll call vote: Ayes: Chair 
Branch, Vice Chair Shallanberger, Member Degasis, Member 
Eymann, Member Hart, Member Whelan. Noes: None. 
Absent: Member Clinton. 

  
C.  PRELIMINARY REVIEW 

 

C.1  250, 260, and 270 Storke Road (APN 071-140-068) 
The Grange Development Plan Amendment 
Case No.19-0203-DRB 

 

The Grange Development Plan Amendment Staff Report 
 
The Grange Development Plan Amendment Findings 
 
The Grange Development Plan Amendment Project Plans 
 
The Grange Development Plan Amendment 2018-01-23 Minutes 
 
The Grange Development Plan Amendment 2017-10-10 Minutes 
 

http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=1e03b792-25c7-4a08-aea7-2891e1facc58.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=1e03b792-25c7-4a08-aea7-2891e1facc58.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=d5ef90cf-ca61-4da1-aa10-c0b35dda2b1b.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=d5ef90cf-ca61-4da1-aa10-c0b35dda2b1b.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=7e8ef974-4d30-4e82-a236-f3434bf784bb.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=7e8ef974-4d30-4e82-a236-f3434bf784bb.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=1b3e8ff3-5291-4c8d-b601-c62387c1f04a.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=1b3e8ff3-5291-4c8d-b601-c62387c1f04a.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=62df82c6-4924-4d84-8f28-45d057944aea.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=62df82c6-4924-4d84-8f28-45d057944aea.pdf&From=Granicus
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Chair Branch recused himself because the project is in his office, and he   
exited the meeting. 
 
Site visits and ex-parte conversations:  Site visits reported by Vice Chair 
Shallanberger, Member Degasis, Member Eymann, Member Hart, and 
Member Whelan.  No ex-parte conversations reported.  
 
Staff Speaker: 
Bret McNulty, Contract Planner 
 
The plans were presented by agent Troy White with TW Land Planning and 
Development, project planner; Tracy Burnell, BBP Architecture, project 
architect; and Erin Carroll, project landscape architect. 
 
No public speakers 
   
MOTION: Member Hart moved, seconded by Member Eymann, to grant 

Preliminary approval of Item C.1, The Grange Development 
Plan Amendment, 250, 260, and 270 Storke Road (APN 071-
140-068), Case No. 19-0203-DRB, as submitted, with the 
following condition; and to determine that Case No. 19-0203-
DRB, is in conformance with Preliminary Review Findings, 
Section 17.58-080 of the Goleta Municipal Code, 250, 260 
and 270 Storke Road, Case No. 19-0203-DRB, the Grange 
Development Plan Amendment:    
1.  Relocate the bicycle parking to a point adjacent to 

pedestrian areas. 

VOTE: Motion carried by the following roll call vote: Ayes: Vice Chair 
Shallanberger, Member Degasis, Member Eymann, Member 
Hart, Member Whelan. Noes: None. Recused:  Chair Branch. 
Absent: Member Clinton. 
 

D.  CONCEPTUAL REVIEW 
 

D.1  225 Ravenscroft Drive; APN 077-183-010 
New Single-Family Dwelling at 225 Ravenscroft Dr. 
Case No. 21-0002-DRB  
Associated case numbers: 21-0003-DRB, 20-0020-LUP, 20-0021-LUP 

 

New Single-Family Dwelling at 225 Ravenscroft Dr. Staff Report 
 
New Single-Family Dwelling at 225 Ravenscroft Dr. Site Plan and 
Elevations 
 
New Single-Family Dwelling at 225 Ravenscroft Dr. Photos 

http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=56018096-92f4-4068-9b3f-5574b81c30af.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=56018096-92f4-4068-9b3f-5574b81c30af.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=7b480fb5-16b3-4667-895c-b789ff6597ee.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=7b480fb5-16b3-4667-895c-b789ff6597ee.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=f868777d-3089-4e31-80cd-a92d0b9c52fd.pdf&From=Granicus
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Member Degasis recused herself and exited the meeting for this item. 
Site visits and ex-parte conversations:  Site visits reported by Chair Branch 
(virtual), Vice Chair Shallanberger (virtual), Member Eymann, Member Hart, 
and Member Whelan (virtual). No ex-parte conversations reported. 
 
Staff Speaker: 
Chris Noddings, Assistant Planner 
 
The plans were presented by agent Kirk Gradin, Banyan Architects, and 
Kipp Young, property owner. 
 
Public Speaker: 
Matthew Staska questioned how to view the plans and was advised to 
check the City’s website at www.cityofgoleta.org or contact staff.  
 
The Design Review Board conducted Conceptual Review of Item D.1, New 
Single-Family Dwelling at 225 Ravenscroft Drive, APN 077-183-010, Case 
No. 21-0002-DRB, Associated case numbers:  21-0003-DRB, 20-0020-
LUP, 20-0021-LUP, with the following comments: 
Architecture: 
1. Comments were made that the architecture looks very nice and creative. 

Comments were also made that the inspiration for the architecture 
(adjacent commercial and assembly spaces) should instead be derived 
from adjacent houses around the project site (e.g., mid-century). The 
project must be made more in harmony with the neighborhood.  

2. The depth of the work in developing the project is admirable. 
3. The proposed orientation of the home is fine. 
4. Now is the time to discuss massing, size, bulk, and scale. 
5. A concern was expressed regarding the project looming. Another 

comment was this is mitigated by having the houses face each other. 
6. There is concern regarding the neighbors’ privacy to the north and south 

that needs to be addressed.   
7. The houses in the neighborhood are horizontal in character but there 

are exceptions:  the proposed project is vertical. The existing 
development also does not include overhangs. 

8. The design is in character with regard to having no private pedestrian 
walkway to the front door. The design does not have the garage door in   
front which is common for most houses in the neighborhood. Not  having 
a large garage door facing the street is more aesthetically pleasing. 

9. The contemporary modern farmhouse style works in concept, however, 
the plaster build-outs are not needed. Work with the modern farmhouse 
style without these to reduce some of the verticality that is accentuated 
by these houses. 

10. A concern was expressed regarding the large amount of white color, 
especially if the intent is to use a “modern farmhouse” theme.  

http://www.cityofgoleta.org/
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11. Consider ways for the project to stand out less and be more conforming 
to the community. 

12. Study stepping some of the south elevation, as it is flat on the south side.  
13. The metal roofs are out of character for the neighborhood; however, it 

would seem to depend upon the visual impact of the roofs from the 
street, which needs more review. 

Neighborhood Compatibility: 
14. A concern about whether the architecture is in harmony with the 

neighborhood noted that it is almost too nice and would stick out. 
15. The project would be one of the only two-story buildings in the 

neighborhood. However, it probably has to be this way given current 
costs of development and housing needs.   

16. The Ravenscroft area is unique and eclectic. 
17. The existing site looks overgrown with foliage like a jungle:  replacing 

the site with nice houses would be a benefit for the area. 
18. The proposed residences are bigger than the average residence in the 

area but do not exceed the FAR. 
19. Extend the cross-section to include houses on the east side of 

Ravenscroft Drive as this will help inform whether the proposed houses 
are “looming”. 

Site Plan: 
20. The site plan and the footprint are good or excellent. The driveway is a 

good use of the space. There is support for the setback. 
21. The retaining walls, especially when facing Ravenscroft Drive, will be a 

major element of the design and will be visible for pedestrians and cars. 
The retaining walls are admirable on paper, and the test will be in how 
they are disposed. 

22. How the grades are dealt with is genius. 
23. The use of a single driveway for two properties promotes landscaping. 
Landscaping: 
24. The bioswales at the sidewalk and the retaining walls will be less 

noticeable with landscaping and vines. 
25. The project will be a benefit with more landscaping and improvements 

along the street. 
26. Pay attention to landscaping on the northern and southern property 

lines. 
 
Straw Vote: 
Can the modern farmhouse style as an architectural style be supported? 

 Member Eymann:  Yes 
  Member Whelan:  Yes, with some reservations 
 Vice Chair Shallanberger:  Yes, with the emphasis on the farmhouse design 

more than modern. 
Chair Branch:  The farmhouse style concept is fine. 
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D.2  245 Ravenscroft Drive; APN 077-183-012 
New Single-Family Dwelling at 245 Ravenscroft Dr. 
Case No. 21-0003-DRB  
Associated case numbers: 21-0002-DRB, 20-0020-LUP, 20-0021-LUP 

 

New Single-Family Dwelling at 245 Ravenscroft Dr. Staff Report 
 
New Single-Family Dwelling at 245 Ravenscroft Dr. Site Plan and 
Elevations 
 
New Single-Family Dwelling at 245 Ravenscroft Dr. Photos 
 
Member Degasis recused herself and exited the meeting for this item. 
 
Site visits and ex-parte conversations:  Site visits reported by Chair Branch 
(virtual), Vice Chair Shallanberger (virtual), Member Eymann, and Member 
Whelan (virtual). No ex-parte conversations reported. 
 
Staff Speaker: 
Chris Noddings, Assistant Planner 
 
The plans were presented by agent Kirk Gradin, Banyan Architects. Kipp 
Young, property owner, commented that he would not want to emulate tract 
homes from the 1950’s in this particular instance. He added that the    
proposed project will stand out probably in a good way, not a bad way, and 
will be consistent with the eclectic nature of the neighborhood. 
 
No public speakers. 
 
The Design Review Board conducted Conceptual Review of Item D.2, New 
Single-Family Dwelling at 245 Ravenscroft Drive; APN 077-183-012, Case 
No. 21-0003-DRB, Associated case numbers:  21-00002-DRB, 20-0020-
LUP, 20-0021-LUP, with the following comments (refer also to comments 
for Item D.1 above):   
Architecture: 
1. The project is generally supported. 
2. A concern was expressed about the massing with regard to the 

neighborhood.  
3. Study the massing. Study stepping the architecture where possible. A 9-

foot plate is reasonable for a house. 
4. The metal roofs are out of character for the neighborhood; however, it 

would seem to depend upon the visual impact of the roofs from the 
street, which needs more review. Trimmed eaves relate to the character 
of the roof, as does the color. Metal roofs are not “ruled out” but as 
rendered here, are not highly compatible with the neighborhood. 

http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=475639df-3bff-4243-8ca0-9e4574d17d41.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=475639df-3bff-4243-8ca0-9e4574d17d41.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=63ffa3db-cb04-4bc7-a31d-82a6e9b81841.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=63ffa3db-cb04-4bc7-a31d-82a6e9b81841.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=592ad46d-7f1e-44a9-bb2c-fae81c1a5838.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=592ad46d-7f1e-44a9-bb2c-fae81c1a5838.pdf&From=Granicus
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RECESS HELD:  5:52 P.M. to 6:01 P.M.  
  

 
D.3  Heritage Ridge Residential Project 

North of Calle Koral and Camino Vista and East of S. Los Carneros 
Road (APNs 073-060-031 through -043) 
Case No.14-049-DRB 

 

North of Calle Koral and Camino Vista and East of S. Los Carneros Road 
Staff Report 
 
North of Calle Koral and Camino Vista and East of S. Los Carneros Road 
Project Plans 
 
North of Calle Koral and Camino Vista and East of S. Los Carneros Road 
2020-07-28 Minutes 
 
Site visits and ex-parte conversations:  Site visits reported by Member 
Degasis (virtual), Member Eymann, and Member Whelan. Chair Branch and 
Vice Chair Shallanberger both reported no additional site visits. Chair 
Branch reported a zoom meeting at the applicant’s request. Vice Chair 
Shallanberger reported a zoom conversation with the applicant. Member 
Whelan reported a communication with the applicant. No additional ex-parte 
conversations reported. 
 
Staff Speaker: 
Mary Chang, Supervising Senior Planner 
 
The plans were presented by Tim Kihm with FPA, project manager; and the 
project team including Ron Woo and Jay Skjerven with FPA; Rob Skinner 
with The Towbes Group; Serafin Marana with Architect Orange, project 
architect; John Polansky with Santa Barbara County Housing Authority; Kim 
True, project landscape architect; and Steve Fort with SEPPS. 
 
The Design Review Board completed Conceptual review of Item D.3, 
Heritage Ridge Residential Project North of Calle Koral and Camino Vista 
and East of S. Los Carneros Road (APNs 073-060-031 through -043), Case 
No. 14-049-DRB, with the following comments: 
Architecture: 
1. The applicant responded well to previous Design Review Board 

comments. The break-up of the massing that occurred in refining the 
Craftsman style was handled well. 

http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=0597ed07-2758-48bf-b00f-b66c0d49d384.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=0597ed07-2758-48bf-b00f-b66c0d49d384.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=bf602784-63a2-4660-832b-e738bd126b26.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=bf602784-63a2-4660-832b-e738bd126b26.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=6b09c80b-142b-4fcc-82c9-5285ad88a31d.pdf&From=Granicus
http://goleta.legistar1.com/daystar.legistar6.sdk.ws/View.ashx?M=F&GovernmentGUID=GLTA&LogicalFileName=6b09c80b-142b-4fcc-82c9-5285ad88a31d.pdf&From=Granicus
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2. The Craftsman style architecture can be challenging when there is a 
footprint or floor plan that works against building a unified image of each 
building. 

3. The colors are an improvement and are striking. The muted colors 
schemes are appreciated. Consider possibly different degrees and 
stages of the same color scheme. Restudy the section where there are 
several white buildings. 

4. The type of stone in the renderings looks like stacked flagstone which is 
typically not used in the Craftsman style. 

5.  A suggestion was made that rather than the use of cultured stone on 
the buildings, consider possibly wainscotting. The cultured stone does 
not seem appropriate. 

6. A different type of siding is recommended rather than the proposed 
stone. Possibly consider shingling rather than the heaviness of the 
cultured stone. Remove the stone siding on the upper floors. 

7. Hip and gable roof elements are recommended, especially at the entry 
points as a welcoming gesture rather than a shed roof. 

8. Consider solid railings for the balcony decks which would add to the 
aesthetics and give the residents a little more privacy. A Craftsman style 
railing with a horizontal element was also suggested.  

9. Hip and gable roof elements are recommended, especially at entry 
points as a welcoming gesture rather than a shed roof. 

10. A comment was made that the tower element in the southwest corner 
does not seem like it is working and suggested the applicant consider 
whether a tower is needed. 

Site Plan: 
11. The entire site has been blended together very well and creates an 

attractive sense of place. 
12. The inclusion of a wide variety of amenities is appreciated and the 

project looks like it is providing for a nice community. 
13. The applicant is commended for increasing the potential stock of 

affordable housing in our community. 
14. A comment was made with regard to Buildings 8 and 9 to acknowledge 

that there is a new development pattern along the freeway whereby big 
facades are visible from the freeway which is a major departure and is 
happening incrementally.  

Landscaping: 
15. The variety of planting species is pleasant. 
16. It is hoped that the trees that have been depicted will be planted. 
17. Check that the appropriate number of trees are provided in the parking 

space areas. 
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E.  ANNOUNCEMENTS BY MEMBERS AND STAFF 
 

Chair Branch reported the sad news of the passing of Thomas Smith, architect, 
and former member of the Design Review Board. Chair Branch and Members of 
the Design Review Board expressed their condolences to his family.     
 
Mary Chang, Supervising Senior Planner, commented that Thomas Smith served 
on the Design Review Board for 9 years and he is appreciated for his contributions 
to the community.     
  

F.  ADJOURNMENT:  7:10 P.M. 
 
 

Note:  The video of the meeting is available on the City’s website:  

 http://www.cityofgoleta.org/i-want-to/news-and-updates/government-meeting-agendas-and-videos    

 

 
 
 

http://www.cityofgoleta.org/i-want-to/news-and-updates/government-meeting-agendas-and-videos

