
 

Design Review Committee Agenda 
Monday, April 14, 2025 at 5:00 PM 

33 Church Street, Sutter Creek, CA 95685 

The Agenda can be found on the City’s Website:  www.cityofsuttercreek.org 

 

The City of Sutter Creek Design Review Meeting will be available via Zoom and in person. 

Join Zoom meeting: 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/81391466458?pwd=4jXmBm1AP5bEbiID3iDwuxk4GpreRY.1 

 

Please note: Zoom participation is only available for VIEWING the Council meeting. 

*Public Comment will not be taken from Zoom* 

Or Dial by phone: 301 715 8592 Webinar ID: 816 8589 0182 Passcode: 186036 

Unless stated otherwise on the agenda, every item on the agenda is exempt from review under the California 

Environmental Quality Act (“CEQA”) per CEQA Guidelines Sections 15060(c), 15061(b)(3), 15273, 15378, 

15301, 15323 and/or Public Resources Code Section 21065. 

 

 

 

 

1. Call to Order and Establish a Quorum for Regular Meeting 

2. Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag 

3. Public Forum 

Any person may address the Committee regarding matters not on the agenda and within their purview. 

4. Consent Agenda 

Items listed on the consent agenda are considered routine and may be enacted in one motion.  Any item may 

be removed for discussion at the request of the Committee or the Public. 

A. Design Review Committee Minutes of March 10, 2025 
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Recommendation: Approval of Minutes 

5. Design Clearance Applications 

A. Desing Clearance for a shed located at 250 Hanford Street 

B. 40 Gold Dust Trail; Applicant: Stantec Architecture  

RECOMMENDATION: Review plans as presented and provide applicant direction for design clearance 

for an exterior remodel to an existing church.  

C. 190 Mahoney Mill Road; Applicant: Ghormley  

RECOMMENDATION: Review plans as presented and provide applicant direction for design 

clearance. 

6. Adjournment 
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Design Review Committee Meeting Minutes 
Monday, March 10, 2025 at 5:00 PM 

33 Church Street, Sutter Creek, CA 95685 

The Agenda can be found on the City’s Website:  www.cityofsuttercreek.org 

 

The City of Sutter Creek City Council Meeting was available via Zoom and in person. 

 

1. Call to Order and Establish a Quorum for Regular Meeting 

Attendees: Committee members Sandra Baracco, John Otto, Susan Peters, Sharyn Brown, Mike 

Neuschwanger 

Staff: Tom DuBois, Erin Ventura 

2. Pledge of Allegiance to the Flag 

The pledge of allegiance was led by Chair Peters 

3. Public Forum 

4. Consent Agenda 

 A. Design Review Committee Minutes 02102025.pdf 

 Recommendation: Approval of Minutes with typo corrections 

Motion to approve the Consent Agenda by DRC Otto, Second by DRC Brown  

Motion Passes 5 - 0 
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https://mccmeetingspublic.blob.core.usgovcloudapi.net/suttrcrkca-meet-0e79d6ed42d24a31a925eebe052c1815/ITEM-Attachment-001-ebf56bd33f8145fd958d650c06472f16.pdf


5. Design Clearance Applications 

A. 190 Mahoney Mill Road; Applicant: Ghormley 

RECOMMENDATION: Review plans as presented and provide applicant direction for design 

clearance. 

a. DRC 190 Mahoney Mill MARCH DRC.pdf (0.39 MB) 

b. Design Review PDF.pdf (3.67 MB) 

c. DRC - 190 Mahoney Mill Rd. - Ghormley Application.pdf (3.30 MB) 

d. DRC - 190 Mahoney Mill Rd. - Ghormley Plans.pdf (2.50 MB) 

e. Permit App Roof & Siding.pdf (3.02 MB) 

Planner Ventura - Presented a brief overview of changes made to the application following the 

previous meeting. 

DRC Brown - Is in favor of composite roofing.  

DRC Neuschwanger - Is in favor of the metal roof, but is looking for consistency between 

buildings. Is not in favor of reflective metal roofs. 

DRC Baracco - Raised a question regarding the state of the current roof and also would like to 

see consistency. Applicant explained that the current roof is lifting in places and they want to 

make it rodent proof. . DRC Barracco was also interested in knowing if there was a cost-

comparison with stick built structures.  

DRC Otto - He felt that the discussion regarding the carport is different from the house.  He is in 

agreement with the other members regarding the house and doesn’t see any issues there. He 

showed a photo of a metal carport and explained that the design standards were intended to 

stop the proliferation of metal carports.  

Chair Peters - Agreed with comments already made regarding the house. She would like to see 

the carport more like the barn, then ok with it.   

Motion by DRC Otto to approve the proposed residential changes, siding and window addition 

only, Seconded by DRC Neuschwanger 

Motion Passed 5 - 0  

Chair Peter - Stated that she would like to see the carport have the board and batten siding on 

it, but with a pitch similar to the other building. 

DRC Otto - With regard to the carport, the carport has no definition on the opening. A barn and 

other buildings do.   
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https://mccmeetingspublic.blob.core.usgovcloudapi.net/suttrcrkca-meet-0e79d6ed42d24a31a925eebe052c1815/ITEM-Attachment-001-0132b580bccc4c14ab4a2b4e226b151b.pdf
https://mccmeetingspublic.blob.core.usgovcloudapi.net/suttrcrkca-meet-0e79d6ed42d24a31a925eebe052c1815/ITEM-Attachment-001-b39ecd82acba4039ba4d6a0a65e6d10f.pdf
https://mccmeetingspublic.blob.core.usgovcloudapi.net/suttrcrkca-meet-0e79d6ed42d24a31a925eebe052c1815/ITEM-Attachment-001-48ddecc7b94147bca0c01a56a79e7d12.pdf
https://mccmeetingspublic.blob.core.usgovcloudapi.net/suttrcrkca-meet-0e79d6ed42d24a31a925eebe052c1815/ITEM-Attachment-001-f76bc373271243b689f293223b4bbb33.pdf
https://mccmeetingspublic.blob.core.usgovcloudapi.net/suttrcrkca-meet-0e79d6ed42d24a31a925eebe052c1815/ITEM-Attachment-001-63888bf467ba4bc5933465e4ef20269f.pdf


There was additional discussion regarding the ability to park an RV if there is a front wall or a 

door on the carport.  The applicant explained that they would like to be able to open the slide on 

the RV.  There was also discussion about the door, gable on front, and some architecture detail 

to create a corner.   

Chair Peters - Thanked the applicant for considering additional changes, allowing for future 

upgrades. She asked the applicant if the item should be continued at a later date.  

Motion was made by Chair Peter to approve with conditions: metal roof and pitch as presented, 

board and batten siding similar to accessory building, wrap around front with at least 6 inches 

enclosed and a gable. Seconded by DRC Brown. 

Motion Passed 4 - 1, with DRC Otto voting No 

6. Adjournment: 

Meeting adjourned at 5:35 
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DATE:  April 14, 2025 

 

TO:   Design Review Committee 

 

FROM: Erin Ventura, Contract Planner 

 

RE: 250 Hanford Street - Design Clearance for a proposed shed 

 (APN: 018-052-004) 

  Zoning:  C-2  

  Design Standard District:  Historic District 

  Applicant: Sutter Creek Baptist Church    

 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Approve Design Clearance for a new shed at 250 Hanford Street, which is located within the Historic 

District. 

 

BACKGROUND:   
 

 Requirements 

for Design 

Clearance: 

Proposed: Design 

Criteria 

met: 

Recommendations, if 

any to meet Design 

Clearance: 

Zoning C-2 C-2 Yes  

District: Historic District    

Lot Size: -- 30,969 sf yes  

Set Back 

requirements: 

    

Front 5’ 32’ yes  

Side 5’ 35’ yes  

Rear 10’ 37’ yes  

Lot coverage 85% -- Yes  

Are there existing 

historic features? 

 No --  

Structure Type Shed  Shed --  

Max Building 

height 

35 Ft.  10’ 5” --  

 

 

DISCUSSION: 

The applicant, Sutter Creek Baptist Church, is requesting design clearance to construct a 12’ x 16’ shed 

behind their existing building. The shed will be light grey with white trim and have a craftsman style.  

 

Design Standards 

The City’s Design Standards provide additional direction regarding consideration for adjacent 

development, building and parking locations, landscaping, accessory facilities, and building design. 
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This project is located within the Historic District.  Both Chapter 2.0, Design Standards that Apply to 

all Project and Chapter 3.0 Historic District Design Standards, apply to this project.   

 

Based on the scope of the project only certain standards apply and have been included in this report.  

 

2.3. General Building Design Standards 

2.3.2 Façade Design. The style of the existing buildings are not historic in nature. The shed will 

be located behind the buildings and will not be visible from Hanford Steet.  

 

2.3.4 Roofs and Rooflines. The applicant is proposing metal roofs.  

 

2.3.10 Colors. The proposed color is in keeping with the style of the existing buildings and will 

blend in.     

  

 

Staff recommend that the Design Review Committee approve the proposed application as presented.  
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DATE:  April 14, 2025 

 

TO:   Design Review Committee 

 

FROM: Erin Ventura, Contract Planner 

 

RE: 40 Gold Dust Trail - Design Clearance for the remodel of an existing church 

 (APN: awaiting new APN) 

  Zoning: R-E  

  Design Standard District:  Historic District 

  Applicant: Stantec Architecture     

 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Provide feedback of proposed improvements to the existing structure (Kingdon Hall of Jehovah’s 

Witnesses) at 40 Gold Dust Trail, which is located within the Historic District. 

 

BACKGROUND:   
The applicant, Stantec Architecture, submitted an application for the exterior remodel of an existing 

building, which is currently a church.  The applicant is proposing to modify the footprint of the building 

slightly and change the exterior appearance.  

 

 Requirements 

for Design 

Clearance: 

Proposed: Design 

Criteria 

met: 

Recommendations, if 

any to meet Design 

Clearance: 

Zoning R-E R-E Yes  

District: Historic District    

Lot Size: NA 31,267 sf yes  

Set Back 

requirements: 

    

Front 35’ 38’ yes  

Side 15’ 11’ Existing  

Rear 40’ 13’ Existing  

Lot coverage 15% 10.1% Yes  

Are there existing 

historic features? 

Yes No No The historical futures will 

be removed. 

Structure Type Masonry and 

wood framed 

Wood Framed Yes  

Max Building 

height 

35 Ft.  25” Yes  

 

 

DISCUSSION: 

The existing structure reflects a simple National Style building that has undergone expansions over 

time, which have altered some of its original historical character. While the additions made do not 

fully align with traditional design criteria, the metal roof, masonry and shutters remains as notable 
15
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features. The applicant is proposing a design inspired by the Mother Lode style, which would 

complement the surrounding residential development, although it would remove some of the existing 

historical elements.  

 

If the building did not include historical features, the proposed design would generally align with the 

Design Standards and would be appropriate for the area. However, given the potential historical 

significance of certain elements, staff suggests that these features be considered for preservation. 

 

Staff encourages the Design Review Committee to collaborate with the applicant in exploring 

potential options for retaining some of the key historical elements, particularly the brick and shutters, 

to help preserve the building’s unique character while allowing for modifications to the building for 

improved functionality. 
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DATE:  April 14, 2025 

 

TO:   Design Review Committee 

 

FROM: Erin Ventura, Contract Planner 

 

RE: 190 Mahoney Mill Road - Design Clearance for an accessory structure within the 

Historic District REVISED 

 (APN: 018-112-012) 

  Zoning:  R-1  One Family Dwelling     

  Design Standard District: Historic District 

  Applicant: David & Kathy Ghormley 

 

RECOMMENDATION: 

Approve Design Clearance for the construction of a new accessory structure within the Historic 

District. 

 

BACKGROUND:   
The applicants, David & Kathy Ghormley, are proposing the following: 

- construct a 16’ by 29’ (464 sf) metal carport type structure 

 

 Requirements 

for Design 

Clearance: 

Proposed: Design 

Criteria 

met: 

Recommendations, if 

any to meet Design 

Clearance: 

Zoning R-1 R-1 Yes  

District: Historic District    

Lot Size: -- 3.740 acres N/A  

Set Back 

requirements: 

    

Front 25’ 18’ No Variance granted  

Side 5’ 9’ Yes  

Rear 15’ -- Yes  

Lot coverage -- -- Yes  

Are there existing 

historic features? 

Yes Metal Yes  

Structure Type Accessory 

Structure  

Accessory 

Structure 

Yes  

Max Building 

height 

35ft 10’ Yes  

 

DISCUSSION: 

This application was reviewed by the Design Review Committee (DRC) on February 10, 2025, 

specifically for the accessory structure. During that meeting, the Committee requested the applicants 

revise their plans to better align with the design standards. In response, the applicants modified the 
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design, and it was reviewed by the Committee at their March meeting.  The application was approved 

with many conditions.   

 

The applicant has revised their design as what was approved was not desirable to them for many 

reasons. 

 

The new design does incorporate some of the conditions from the previous approval.    

 

A Variance for setbacks was approved at the March Planning Commission meeting.  

 

Design Standards 

The City’s Design Standards provide additional direction regarding consideration for adjacent 

development, building and parking locations, landscaping, accessory facilities, and building design. 

This project is located within the Historic District, so in addition to Chapter 2.0, Design Standards that 

Apply to all Project, Chapter 3.0, Historic District Design Standards, also apply.   

 

2.3 Design Standards That Apply to All Historic District Project 

2.3.1 Architectural Style 

a. 4. Non-reflective corrugated metal roofs. 

 

3.5 Additional Design Standards for Residential Structures in the Historic Districts 

3.5.6 Roofs 

b. Roof materials shall be selected so as to match or simulate historic materials that are 

consistent with the building’s style. 

 

Staff believes there should be greater consistency in the aesthetics between the existing and proposed 

structure, especially since the proposed accessory structure is a prefabricated structure.  The details on 

the proposed structure help to make it appear more custom.   
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4/3/25 
 
 
 
Dear members of the Design Review Committee, 
 
The following is our presentation of our 3rd carport design for your review. We have 
considered the conversations of our last meeting and understand you would prefer a 
wood structure; however, it was also stressed that you would like to see a cohesive 
design among our outbuildings. On the 2nd page, you will find photos of our existing 
outbuildings that show they were constructed using a combination of both wood siding 
and corrugated siding. Keeping that in mind, as well as the understanding that for various 
reasons, we want a steel carport, we hope you will consider the following new and 
improved carport design found on the following pages. 
 
We have contacted a different manufacturer of steel buildings that is local to our state. 
They have patiently worked with us on our design requirements and have come up with a 
structure that is very high quality, and could satisfy the committee’s requirements.  On 
this new design, the corrugated siding runs vertical, which matches the corrugated 
siding on our barn and garage.  It also somewhat mimics the board and batten found on 
our existing garage and the board and batten that will soon be on our home. This carport 
will also be painted to match the new colors that will be on both the house and the 
garage; white siding, dark grey trim & light grey roof.  As requested, this building has 
been designed with an enclosed gable, and a vertical roof with a 3-12 pitch that 
overhangs on the sides similar to our garage roof. 
  
 
Unlike this example, which was brought to the last meeting, our 
carport would be professionally built, have 3 enclosed sides,   
and be installed onto a level concrete stem wall.  It would also 
be coated with a high-quality 20-year paint. 
 
 
The new design found on the following pages, is a very nice-looking structure and is a 
blend of old-style meets new materials.  It would actually add a since of organization and 
cleanliness to our property while bringing that cohesiveness amongst our outbuildings 
that you were looking for.  It is also an appropriate building for a 4-acre parcel. 
 
We hope you will also take into consideration that our property is at the far West edge of 
the city’s historical district - There is a newly built steel garage just three houses west of 
us. In regards to the concerns of the walking tour, we sincerely do not feel that this 
structure could in any way have a negative impact on the cemetery walking tours, but 
rather give our property a cleaner and more cohesive look. We already receive so many 
compliments on our piece of property and believe that with the completion of our projects, 
it will bloom into a true Sutter Creek charmer. 
 
 
 
Thank you again for your time, 
Dave & Kathy Ghormley 
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Existing Buildings on Property – Showing Corrugated Siding 

Garage at property line on Mahoney Road 

Barn between Mahoney Mill Road and Creek 
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Pacific Metal Bulldlngs lNc

I 270 Old Hwy 99w, Mamell, Ca 95955

,g

CUSTOMER - Dave D

Billinq Address

.9 Sutter crftk, Amador, California

Shipping Address
(i suner creeh Amador, california

i:l
,!, lzoslzo-eoto

SPECIFICATION

17X29' Vertical SOle Roof

1 0' Height

Professionally Engineered Certificataon

3/1 2' Roof Pitch

Front Wall Certified Gable Vertical

Back wall Closed Vertical

Left Closed Vertical

Right Closed Vertical

Diagonals

L-Brackets

Colored Screws

Labor Fee

SUB TOTAL

Sales Tax (7.75%)

Additional charg€s

GRAND TOTAL

NOTE

standarly Raled for a 20psf Snow Load

SALES - Jazmin Cuellar

e 270 Old Hwy99, Po Box485
Maxwell, Colusa, California 95955

(+) iazmin(Doacificbuildinosinc,com

,3 lseo; +sa-zzzz

Slandad Garages - 16x29'2" xlo
Roof Color: Ash Gray

Trim Color: Pewter Gray

Sides/Ends Colori White

Door Color: NA

Wainscot Color: NA

Quote: QTE-024934

Dale: 03/2112025

Total: sIa554.86

Ready for lnstallation?

Jobsite Level?

-' Permit Required?

lnside City Limit?

Electricity Available?

lnstallation Surf aGe? Conciete

Roof SIyle: Vertical Sq/h

Gauge: 1tl Gauge

Wind/Snow Rating: Professionally Engineered
ceItifiBlion

Distaoce on Center 5 Feet

QTY

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

1

6

20

1

BUILDING SPECIFICATION

ffil':: i K

PAY NOW

BALANCE DUE
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City of Sutter Creek
Design Review Application

For Residential Projects
Within the Historic District

Please complete the "Existing & Proposed" Columns. Please submit your plans in print ready.pdf to be printed as 1l x 17. Please show: elevations, site
plan, spot grades, and include elevations at the corners ofbuildings and also include any existing historic features.

q-3-Js
DESIGN

REVIEWED and SUBMITTED BY:

Address

DATE:
TO:
F'ROM:

Design Criteria
Requirements:

Proposed: Has design
criteria been

met?
Y/N?

Recommendations,
if any to meet

Design Criteria:

Zoning
, District: Historic
3. Lot Size: N/A 3.7'l AareS
4. Set Back

requiremenfs:
Front 25', t it'

6. Side 5
, /^, q a , ^(iU -.ot-

7, Rear 10' t- /n l)ht/hAtJ n \ r'-n(D\--
8. 2.2i3.5 Sitins:
9, Lot coverage . Jg9
10. 3.0;

3.3.1;3.3.5;
Are there
existing
historic
features? r,t /a

1I. Structure TyDe tt /n SJ*/
12. Max building

heieht
35',

N/a /e/
1

# Design
Standard
Reference

Existing:

1.

^t L.

D'Y\ ./

45

Section 5, Item C.



City of Sutter Creek
Design Review Application

For Residential Projects
Within the Historic District

2

46

Section 5, Item C.



Design Criteria
Requirements:

City of Sutter Creek
Design Review Application

For Residential Projects
Within the Historic District

Existing: Recommendationso
if any to meet

Design Criteria:

13. 3.3;3.5 Historical
Style

National, shotgun,
Victorian, or
craftsman

/arsnq6rraz*ure
14. 3.5; 3.5.6;

3.5.11
Roof pitch In new

construction,
reflect historic
style

3: ta
15. 3.5; 3.5.6;

3.5.11
Roofing
material

Historic style (6r ruqt*#Ll
16. 3.5; 3.5.2;

3.5.11
Exterior
Finish and
color scheme

(orraq d+Ql
-r/ee.7 ,

bltr'ie u /
6 rcq ihm

17. 3.5; 3.5.3;
3.5.11

Siding Matching historic
sEle

(O r roqalaJ
.5* eL/

tt/n
18. 3.5; 3.5.3;

3.5.I1
Doors Consistent in

shape and scale
with building's
style.

19 3.5; 3.5.4;
3.5.1I

Windows

nt /n
20. 3.5; 3.5.7;

3.5.11
Porches Match the home

in historic
character

tt /a

Design
Standard
Reference

Has design
criteria heen

met?

Proposed:

3
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City of Sutter Creek
Design Review Application

For Residential Projects
Within the Historic District

Design
Standard
Reference

Design Criteria
Requirements:

Existing: Proposed: Has design
criteria been

met?
YAI?

Recommendations,
if any to meet

Design Criteria:

21. 3.5;3.5.8 Lighting Match
architecturally tt /n u/a

,11 3.5.9 Existing fencing
or rock walls?

,(euslone--rh,.lau'ntha Adt 7ilh
23. 3.5; 3.5.9;

3.5.10
Mechanical
Equipment and
Service Areas

I

N/a N/A
24. 3.2;3.3 Does the

structure blend
as proposed?
Compatability
Obiectives?

Other Comments:

4
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