
 

 
 

August 26, 2022 

 

Luke Lindenbusch, Interim Housing Policy Planner 

City of Sausalito -Community Development Department 

420 Litho Street 

Sausalito, CA 94965 

heac@sausalito.gov 

cc: Sausalito City Council 

 

Re: The Housing Element Opportunity Sites List 

 

Dear Mr. Lindenbusch, 

 

Having reviewed the proposed Housing Element Opportunity Site List (the “List”), I would like 

to submit the following comments. 

 

Let me begin by saying that the Housing Element (the “HE”) process and Housing Element 

Opportunity Site List is not what they used to be. Due to significant changes in the requirements 

now being demanded by the Department of Housing and Community Development (“HCD”) for 

certification and the plethora of new legislation, over the past two decades, the List has 

transformed from a fairly benign exercise in creating a wish list to a legally enforceable and 

potentially irrevocable commitment to land use for high-density housing. And once a parcel is 

put on the List, it cannot be removed unless an equally feasible site is found to replace it. 

 

In the past, cities and counties submitted lists of properties that were by and large identified 

visually (by being vacant or run down) and HCD would accept them as a good faith effort. 

Whether they were ever developed was not heavily enforced. The fact that they were zoned for 

housing sufficed.  All of that has changed dramatically, particularly with the passage of Senate 

Bill 35.  

 

As it stands today, the acceptance of a site on a list submitted for certification is an entitlement to 

future housing on that site, but the size, construction type, style, and density of that housing is no 

longer in the control of local government for “qualified”1 low-income project proposals. This is 

true of all the sites the City has placed on the List, not just the ones discussed in this comment 

letter. 

 

As we will explain, property inclusions on the List must be carefully considered in light of their 

potential long-term planning and financial impacts on the City. 

 

The Spinnaker “Peninsula” in Downtown Sausalito 

 

Downtown Sausalito is iconic. It has a character that is extremely rare if not unique on the West 

Coast. People come from all over the world just to walk around. Whatever is developed 

downtown, and on the various Spinnaker parcels (the “Spinnaker peninsula”) in particular, will 

profoundly impact that experience and the city as a whole.  

                                                      
1 As defined by a myriad of state housing laws. 
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From a city planning standpoint, the List’s inclusion of only a few of the many contiguous 

parcels that make up the Spinnaker peninsula, which is experienced as one large open area, is 

obtuse. The Spinnaker peninsula is one place and should be planned, accordingly. Ownership 

and lessee rights to certain parcels should not, necessarily, be considered irrevocable or 

unchangeable, but rather as having the potential to be incorporated into a more comprehensive 

planning vision. (Land can be purchased or co-developed, leases can be renegotiated, bought out, 

and existing uses can be incorporated/joint-ventured into future redevelopment.) 

 

 
 
However, the List’s inclusion of just a portion of the Spinnaker peninsula as a potential future 

housing development site is not just flawed from a city planning point of view, but the 

suggestion of placing housing of any kind in this location would destroy the essential character of 

the heart of Sausalito’s downtown and, as explained in this letter, can open the door to significant 

unintended development consequences. 

 

The Spinnaker Parcel: #31 

 

Regarding the inclusion of Spinnaker waterfront parcels (identified in Appendix E, Page E-3, 

and E-4, as site “#31“) on the List, please consider the following: 

 

 
 

First, please note that the map from the HE, shown above, is illogical.  Almost 95% of one of the 

4 parcels that make up site #31, parcel 065-041-04, is open water for boat slips. And although the 
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remainder of parcel 065-041-04 includes a narrow strip of land that runs along the adjacent 

docks, it is impractical to include that land, because, for redevelopment purposes, the extension 

of Bay Street into the Spinnaker peninsula will have to remain in some form to provide access to 

the existing boat slips. Therefore, the analysis of site “31” is incorrect and the actual, 

developable acreage is smaller (approximately 1.5 acres). 

 

However, even with that considered, the “realistic capacity” of development shown in HE 

Appendix E is grossly underestimated in light of the legislation described, herein. Please also 

note that the term “realistic capacity,” used in the HE, does not appear anywhere in state housing 

law and is, therefore, a meaningless and misleading phrase. The development “capacity” of any 

parcel that the City places on the List will likely be determined by state law and subject to the 

considerable bonuses and waivers that private developers can demand.   

 

Finally, when discussing Site #31, the HE commits a significant planning error when it notes that 

 

“Property owner confirmed interest in developing the site with mixed-use residential via 

phone call with City staff;” 

 

In our opinion, as a matter of principle, city planning should not be reliant upon the current 

desires of an individual property owner. No property owner can predict their financial future any 

more than they can predict their own health. All property is essentially for sale at the right price 

and property rights are just that: they run with the property, not the owner. Planning should be 

based on what a reasonable property owner might do and what they are potentially allowed to do 

to maximize their return on investment. 

 

Historically, if property rights are granted to a property (and the current state of the HE List is 

now a significant step toward entitlement for “qualifying” project proposals), they will 

eventually be used and maximized, if not by the present owner then by a subsequent owner. 

 

Asset Management and Fiduciary Responsibility 

 

It is generally assumed that local officials are elected to be administrators and policymakers. 

However, I would suggest that they are also charged with being good managers of the public 

assets of the city.  As such, particularly as it relates to planning and future real estate 

development, attention should be given to asset valuations and how decisions can add or destroy 

value and future revenues. 

 

Valuing the Spinnaker Peninsula Parcels 

 

The Spinnaker peninsula parcels, in total, are arguably among one of the best and most valuable 

mixed commercial waterfront sites in the entire San Francisco Bay Area. Its future development 

potential for restaurants, retail, hospitality, maritime, and public/commercial event space, even at 

an appropriately modest scale, is remarkable.  

 

A cursory estimate of the value of such a land use assemblage would be in the range of $4 

million per acre range. The estimated annual revenues from business, sales, and hospitality taxes, 

and the potential of participating land lease revenues would be at the high end of any market in 

the Bay Area. (Retail space rents along Bridgeway in downtown Sausalito are among the highest 

in Marin.) 
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Simply put, to “down-zone” any part of the Spinnaker peninsula for housing would be, 

financially, irresponsible, particularly in light of the outcomes now possible under state housing 

law. And even if that housing took up only a small portion of the site (parcel #31), it would 

preclude its highest and best use, forever, denigrating the value of the entire Spinnaker peninsula.  

 

This Is Not a Theoretical Exercise: Marin Case Studies 

 

Although it has not been typical of housing projects proposed in Marin, in the past, there are 

currently two examples of massive housing projects being forced upon two Marin cities with 

streamlining and ministerial review and demands for waivers, under SB 35 and SB 330 and the 

State Density Bonus Law.  

 

The first of these is a 227-unit, 6-story, prefabricated, mid-rise, multifamily housing project at 

1316-1320 Grant Avenue in downtown Novato.  

 

 

 
1316-1320 Grant Avenue, Novato 

 

The Downtown Novato project sits on approximately 1 acre of land (a density of over 200 units 

per acre), replacing an existing one-story medical building. The neighboring properties behind 

the development are existing one-story, residential neighborhoods. 

 

The second project is a 191-unit, 7-story, mid-rise multifamily project (seven floors of 

apartments on top of 2-story, underground, concrete pedestal parking), situated on .88 acres of 

land (over 213 units per acre) at 1515 4th Street in San Rafael. 

 

 
1515 4th Street, San Rafael 

 

https://marinpost.org/blog/2020/6/30/the-camel-is-in-the-tent-sb-35-and-novatos-new-urbanism
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Note that 

 

 Both of these projects are located on parcels that are smaller than Spinnaker site #31.   

 

 Both are located on parcels that are commercially zoned but were either on the Housing 

Element Opportunity Site List or designated as being in a “housing overlay” zone or 

both.  

 

 Both of these projects greatly exceed the city’s maximum allowable density but received 

demanded waivers of height, FAR, lot coverage, setback, and parking requirements.  

 

 Both of these projects rely on the provisions of SB 35, SB 330, and the State Density 

Bonus to argue that their size is required to make them “financially feasible,” a phrase 

that creates a legal nexus to state housing law enforcement. 

 

 Both of these projects were afforded ministerial review by the Planning Department and 

only for compliance with Objective Design Standards that were in place at the time the 

applications were deemed “complete.” There have been no public workshops or public 

hearings before the Planning Commission or the City Council and no design review. 

 

In our opinion, it is a certainty that developers will be submitting more projects like these in the 

future, seeking to maximize density and return on investment. Everything discussed in this letter 

applies to all the sites on the city’s Housing Element Opportunity Site List, including Parcel #31, 

which is larger than the parcels for either of the projects noted above.   

 

All things considered, it is conceivable that a proposal for a 5+ story, 150+ units of high-

density housing could be submitted for Parcel #31 at Spinnaker that could not be denied under 

state law.  

 

As such, we urge the City to remove Spinnaker parcel #31 from the Housing Element 

Opportunity Site List. 
 

The HE assessments of applicable state housing laws 

 

In general, the Housing Element’s assessment of the impacts of state housing laws (pages; HBR 

132-135) seems inadequate in that it fails to warn the City of unintended consequences and the 

possibility of greater density than the consultant’s narrative might suggest.  

 

Although the HE acknowledges major legislation such as Senate Bill 35 and Senate Bill 330, 

regarding “streamlining” and ministerial review” and “objective design standards,” it confines its 

comments to broad statements but fails to present the potential, specific consequences of these 

laws in total. In sum, the housing legislation signed into law over the past 10 years has created a 

situation where the potential housing density developed on any particular site can be almost 

double the amount that was originally anticipated when a site was placed on an HE List. This is 

particularly true if the city has failed to satisfy its prior RHNA quota, which triggers an 

automatic ministerial review. 
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Concerning Senate Bill 35 and Senate Bill 330, on page HP-23, the HE states, 

 

“To facilitate residential development and to comply with State law, the Municipal Code 

will be updated to ensure that eligible multi-family projects with an affordable housing 

component are provided streamlined review and are subject only to objective design 

standards consistent with relevant provisions of SB 35 and SB 330.  State law defines 

objective design standards as those that “involve no personal or subjective judgment by a 

public official and are uniformly verifiable by reference to an external and uniform 

benchmark or criterion available and knowable by both the development applicant and 

public official prior to submittal.” The City is in the process of preparing Objective 

Design and Development Standards (ODDS) and the ODDS will be developed to address 

multi-family development at densities envisioned by the General Plan, Zoning Code, and 

Program 4. 

 

It goes on to state,  

 

“Program Objectives and Timeframe:  Within two years of Housing Element adoption, 

and no later than May 2025, develop procedures to address the streamlining requirements 

of SB 35 and objective design requirements of SB 330.” 

 

Unfortunately, the HE fails to note that the City’s HE will be required to be certified much 

sooner than 2 1/2 years from now, so development proposals will likely be submitted before the 

City has its ODD in place, meaning the City may have little time (streamlining) or arguments to 

deny a proposal that conforms with a myriad of other state laws. 

 

Similarly, per an opinion by Shute, Mihaly & Weinberger LLP, Senate Bill 330, 

 

“…prohibits local jurisdictions from enacting new laws that would have the effect of 

reducing the legal limit on new housing within their borders, or delay new housing via 

administrative or other regulatory barriers.” 

 

And, according to the Legislative Counsel’s Digest, Senate Bill 35,  

 

“…would authorize a development proponent to submit an application for a multifamily 

housing development, which satisfies specified planning objective standards, that is 

subject to a streamlined, ministerial approval process.” 

 

Although in each case the legislation text is more specific to some extent, the stated intent of 

each is so broad and so many aspects of it have never been tested in the courts that developers 

are already pushing the limits of that intent and threatening City’s with litigation based on their 

belief that all local regulations are barriers to development and subject to challenge. 

 

However, the worst oversight of the Housing Element is its failure to explain the seminal change 

in state housing law encoded in SB 35. Under Sb 35, the liabilities, responsibilities, and burden 

of proof required to approve or deny a housing project proposal have now shifted from the 

developer to the government agency.  

 

Whereas formerly, a developer had to prove that its project was worthy of approval and that it 

met all established local regulations, now, under SB 35, if the developer’s high-density, 

affordable housing project complies with state laws, the burden (and costs) falls on the 

https://legiscan.com/CA/text/SB330/id/2056747
https://legiscan.com/CA/text/SB35/id/1651167
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government agency to prove why a project can be denied. And the allowable arguments for 

denial are now limited to conformance with objective design standards or evidence-based proof 

that the project would cause harm to the health and safety of the community’s residents.  

 

If an affordable, high-density, housing proposal qualifies under state law, CEQA, parking, 

traffic, infrastructure impacts, etc. can no longer be argued.  And if a developer or a third party 

sues for approval and wins in court, court costs and attorney fees are paid for by the government 

agency. 

 

Housing Accountability Act as Amended in 2017 

 

The Housing Accountability Act has been in place for decades but its newest revisions have 

added teeth to it that the state and housing advocacy groups are citing more often to successfully 

litigate to force local governments to approve high-density housing projects. 

 

Per an opinion by Rutan & Tucker LLP, 

 

“In sum, for a local agency to disprove any housing project or require reduced density, it 

must now either determine the proposed project does not comply with objective general 

plan, zoning or subdivision criteria or standards within one or two months of a completed 

application, or find that a preponderance of the evidence shows that the project would 

have a specific adverse impact of public health or safety and that the impact cannot be 

mitigated.” 

 

The State Density Bonus Law 

 

The HE acknowledges the State Density Bonus Law as follows, 

 

“Density bonus law is intended to support the construction of affordable housing by 

offering developers the ability to construct additional housing units above an agency’s 

otherwise applicable density range, in exchange for offering to build or donate land for 

affordable or senior units. Density Bonus Law also provides for incentives intended to 

help make the development of affordable and senior housing economically feasible.” 

 

But what does that mean when applied to the opportunity sites List?   

 

It potentially means that as noted in the State Density Bonus chart, attached on page 9, below, 

any project that provides for all of its units to be for “very low, lower, and moderate-income” 

tenants (e.g., a project using Low Income Tax Credit financing) could exceed the density shown 

in a city’s HE and its zoning ordinance and General Plan by as much as 100 percent (and even 

greater ask for greater density can be requested in a waiver by the developer, for financial 

feasibility).  

 

In concert with all of the other housing laws noted, there would likely be no way for a city to 

deny such an application. Examples of these types of developments in Marin are noted, above. 

 

The California Attorney General’s “Housing Strike Force” 

 

Against the backdrop of ever more aggressive and punitive housing laws, the enforcement 

capabilities of the Office of the State Attorney General has taken a giant leap forward. The 

https://www.rutan.com/wp-content/uploads/2017/11/HAA-Bulletin.pdf
https://www.meyersnave.com/wp-content/uploads/California-Density-Bonus-Law_2021.pdf
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Office of the Attorney General recently announced the formation of its new “Housing Strike 

Force.”  It appears that its powers are unrestricted in its effort to enforce the entire ensemble of 

state housing laws. We believe this is a seminal event that will change the litigation landscape in 

significant ways. 

 

According to the official announcement made by Attorney General Bonta, the Strike Force will,  

 

“…advance housing access, affordability, and equity in California. DOJ’s Housing Strike 

Force will draw on the expertise of attorneys from the Land Use and Conservation 

Section, the Consumer Protection Section, the Civil Rights Enforcement Section, and the 

Environment Section’s Bureau of Environmental Justice to address the housing crisis and 

to alleviate its effects. The DOJ’s Housing Strike Force will take an innovative 

and intersectional approach to addressing the housing crisis, focusing on tenant 

protections, housing availability and environmental sustainability, housing affordability, 

and equitable and fair housing opportunity for tenants and owners. Specifically, the Strike 

Force will work to address the shortage and affordability crisis by: 

 

 Enforcing state housing and development laws in the Attorney General’s independent 

capacity and on behalf of DOJ’s client agencies. Earlier this year, the Governor 

signed AB 215 enhancing the Attorney General’s concurrent role in enforcing state 

housing laws; 

 Enforcing tenant rights, mortgage servicing, and other consumer protection laws; 

 Issuing consumer alerts advising tenants and homeowners on their protections under 

state and federal law; 

 Issuing guidance letters to local governments on state housing laws; 

 Defending state housing and tenant protection laws from legal challenges; and 

 Advocating with the state legislature, federal agencies, and other state agencies to 

advance a right to housing.” 

 

It appears the Strike Force will use whatever legal means available, including but not limited to 

filing legal actions against individual cities to ensure compliance with state housing laws, as they 

see fit. These legal actions have already begun against Redondo Beach, Burbank, and other 

cities. 

 

Thank you for the opportunity to submit our comments. 

 

Respectfully, 

 

 

Bob Silvestri 

 

President 

Community Venture Partners, Inc. 

73 Surrey Avenue 

Mill Valley, CA 94941 

415.381.3887 Office 

415.342.7877 Cell 

bsilvestri@communityventurepartners.org 

 

cc: Sausalito City Council 

https://oag.ca.gov/news/press-releases/attorney-general-bonta-launches-housing-strike-force-announces-convening-tenant
https://leginfo.legislature.ca.gov/faces/billNavClient.xhtml?bill_id=202120220AB215
mailto:bsilvestri@communityventurepartners.org
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https://www.meyersnave.com/wp-content/uploads/California-Density-Bonus-Law_2021.pdf
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September 16, 2022 
 
VIA E-MAIL 
 
Luke Lindenbusch 
Interim Housing Policy Planner 
City of Sausalito 
Community Development Department 
420 Litho Street 
Sausalito, CA 94965 
heac@sausalito.gov 
 
 Re: Public Review Draft 6th Cycle Housing Element (2023-2031) 
 
Mr. Lindenbusch: 
 
 Thank you for the opportunity to review the City’s Public Review Draft 6th Cycle 
Housing Element, dated August 12, 2022 (“Draft Housing Element”). The following comments 
are submitted on behalf of Berg Holdings, which has an ownership interest in the two adjacent 
parcels shown as Opportunity Site 67 and Opportunity Site 68 (collectively, the “Properties”) in 
the Draft Housing Element. As also noted in the Draft Housing Element, the Properties are under 
the common/related control of Berg Holdings and the Berg family.  
 
 First, I want to note my support for the Draft Housing Element’s desire to meet this 
cycle’s RHNA allocation. Through this and other processes, Sausalito’s historic exclusion1 of the 
same people that helped the City play an important role in winning the 2nd World War may at last 
be made right to some degree. Simultaneously, the General Plan and Housing Element encourage 
catering to the current demographic makeup of residents, especially seniors who make up the 
largest constituency and have the greatest quantifiable nominal need2 for housing. Thus, the 
inclusion of the Properties in the Draft Housing Element’s site inventory, specifically as 
“Opportunity Sites” that would be rezoned to accommodate residential development and assist 
the City in satisfying it’s RHNA obligations, serve not only a practical demographic and legal 
need but also a moral obligation.  
 

As you know from my prior comments, Berg Holdings is highly supportive of land use 
changes to allow residential development where appropriate in the City, provided that such 
changes would facilitate the development of economically feasible projects at sufficient density. 
To date, existing City density limitations and regulations have effectively prohibited the 

 
1 https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Marinship 
2   

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Marinship
https://www.dropbox.com/s/uqknda66w8pkzv3/BergLetterToSausalito-Data-7.7.2020.pdf?dl=0
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Marinship
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production of nearly all multifamily housing by making that production so difficult legally, 
temporally, economically, and politically that it was essentially infeasible. I hope this Housing 
Element changes that status quo. My comments have a secondary spirit of helping the City 
comply with its obligations under State Law, but my primary desire in this letter is out of a love 
for the City itself and most importantly to the people that for 40 plus years have had limited 
opportunity to live in Sausalito as well as those needing housing and services that already call it 
home.  
 
 My specific comments on the Draft Housing Element are as follows: 
 

1. The “Realistic Capacity” of the Properties is Conservative  

Figure 1 of the Draft Housing Element indicates that the Properties would be rezoned to a 
newly established overlay zone of “Mixed Use 49 du/ac,” which “[e]ncourages a mix of 
residential, service, retail, office, and public/quasi-public uses and requires a minimum of 50% 
of . . . site[s] be developed with residential uses at up to 49 units per acre.” (Draft Housing 
Element, p. HBR-116.)  

 
Nonetheless, Appendix D1 states a total realistic capacity for the Properties of 153 

residential units (47 units on Opportunity Site 67 and 106 units on Opportunity Site 68). The 
Draft Housing Element should make clear, at a minimum, that the stated realistic capacity for the 
Properties is conservative and would not preclude additional development, up to the 49 du/ac 
density specified in the Draft Housing Element for the Properties. Likewise, it should clarify that 
the “FAR Min” and “FAR Max” stated for each of the Properties in Appendix D1 (as well as the 
“Max. Floor Area Ratio” in Table 59) only reflect anticipated FARs that could be developed on 
the Properties, rather than specific FAR limitations.   

 
2. The Housing Element Should Clarify That the Mixed-Use Overlay Zone Will 

Allow For a 100% Residential Project  

It is unclear how mixed uses will be treated in the Draft Housing Element. The Draft 
Housing Element states that “[m]ore than half of Sausalito’s shortfall in its lower income RHNA 
will be accommodated on sites that will allow a mix of uses, therefore the City will be subject to 
requirements to allow 100% residential on Opportunity Sites that allow non-residential 
development.” (Draft Housing Element, p. HBR-115 to -116.) It is my understanding, therefore, 
that the “Mixed Use 49 du/ac” overlay zone will allow for a 100% residential project. However, I 
ask that this be made clear in the Housing Element.  

 
3. The Draft Housing Element Unrealistically Assigns All Sites Over 0.5 Acres 

With a “Realistic Capacity” of 100% Affordability 

It seems the Draft Housing Element has taken California Government Code Section 
65583.2 very literally with regard to the notion that affordable housing is unlikely to be 
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developed on sites less than half an acre. Thus, the Draft Housing Element anticipates that, for 
any parcel about half an acre or more, the Realistic Capacity of the site would be 100% 
affordable. This is the case with sites over 0.5 acres: 14, 31, 47, 52, 67, 68, 72, 73, 75, 84 (which 
total over 40 acres). While this makes some sense, as I’ve previously commented, larger sites, 
especially those classified as nonvacant (which many of these are), with existing income 
producing uses, are more likely to have a higher appraised value and higher cost basis which 
need to be exceeded by a contemplated project residual land value in order to be likely to 
develop.  

Berg is actively entitling and constructing 100% affordable and mixed income projects on 
the west coast. Accordingly, we know that while the overall realistic capacity of the Properties is 
low, the anticipated number of affordable units to be developed on the Properties is too high. 
Berg is highly supportive of having firefighters, teachers, and others be housed citywide and it is 
precisely because we want to see this affordable housing become reality that we also have to be 
realistic about the constraints and financing mechanisms that exist to produce it. Nearly all 
affordable projects rely on multilayered subsidy. In a typical affordable deal, the land is required 
to be appraised and the appraised value of the land is the amount that the land can be purchased 
for. The land is not basis eligible so you can’t generate tax credits and sale proceeds from the 
purchase of land. Buildings that are unfit for residential adaptive reuse and must be demolished 
also are not basis eligible.  

Thus, in many cases the purchase of land and building, even on a deferred ground lease 
basis, leaves a huge “hole” in the capital stack. This means that in most cases you are utilizing 
additional subsidy in the form of soft/forgivable subordinate debt to make sure that the project 
does not have any funding gaps. The cost of construction is subsidized by the cash generated 
from the sale of the tax credits which either reduces the construction loan you need to take out or 
helps to pay down the construction loan when you go to size and place the permanent debt on the 
project for the long-term operation. If deals do not have direct capital stack subsidy, as we don’t 
in Sausalito, then you will need to create subsidy in some other form.  

Even for mixed-income projects, which are far more likely within Sausalito given the 
above concerns, the Draft Housing Element’s affordability assumptions for parcels over 0.5 acres 
is unrealistic and almost certainly will not result. Indeed, the Draft Housing Element allocates the 
vast majority of affordable housing units to relatively few parcels. The 153 affordable units 
identified for the Properties, for instance, represent approximately 22% of all the affordable units 
identified in the housing inventory for the upcoming RHNA cycle. (Draft Housing Element, p. 
HP-1, Table 1 [687 affordable units Citywide].) The estimated distribution of units also is 
disproportionately weighted toward very low income units: 84 of the 153 affordable units are 
identified as very low income units, which is approximately 28% of all the very low units 
identified in the housing inventory. (Id. [297 very low income units].) Practically, this is an 
example of an impractical and infeasible allocation methodology.  

Given this disproportionate allocation, it is highly unlikely that future development (even 
assuming development exceeding the “realistic capacity” identified in the Draft Housing 
Element) would include such high numbers of affordable units. For instance, if a project on the 
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Properties qualified for a 50 percent density bonus above the maximum “base” density (i.e., the 
highest density bonus to be achieved short of a 100% affordable project), 153 affordable units 
would still represent approximately 33 percent of the total resulting units. This is well in excess 
of what is needed under the State law to achieve the intended density bonus, and thus doesn’t 
help build more affordable units. Indeed, the State Density Bonus Law itself is structured in such 
a way that it recognizes the overall unit balance between market and affordable units, essentially 
acknowledging that it is the additional market rate units provided by a density bonus that allow 
such projects to be feasible. Including many additional affordable units, in excess of what is 
contemplated in the State Density Bonus Law, would only make it more difficult for a project 
that would still provide affordability to pencil.  

 
In short, the reality is that 153 affordable units on the Properties almost certainly will not 

result. Nor will the number of affordable units identified for other sites greater than 0.5 acres in 
the Draft Housing Element. While the housing inventory does provide for an overall buffer if 
anticipated units are not realized, as previously commented, the high number of affordable units 
allocated to properties throughout the City over 0.5 acres makes it highly likely that future 
development of the sites would result in the City needing to make “no net loss” findings for 
affordable units at that time, as required by Government Code section 65863.  

 
Rather than deferring this process to some future time when the Properties are developed, 

the City should either properly allocate affordable units throughout the City now or otherwise 
allow something to subsidize the affordable units to make projects work, whether that is density 
or market rate units. This fundamentally requires understanding land and construction costs, 
which this Draft Housing Element does not yet reflect.  
 

4. Language Should be Added to the Draft Housing Element Clarifying That 
the Existing Office Use on Opportunity Site 68 is Permitted to Remain  

As you know, Opportunity Site 68 currently is occupied by an office use known as the 
Marina Office Plaza (consisting of two buildings, located at 2320 and 2330 Marinship Way). 
Contrary to the statement in Appendix E of the Draft Housing Element, the buildings are not 
“tired,” and the office buildings remain an economically productive use of the site. Indeed, the 
2320 Marinship Way building would be full had the City not decided to place an unregulated tent 
encampment next door at Marinship Park3, which caused three interested credit tenants to pass 
on the location.   

 
 Recognizing the ongoing utility of the Marina Office Plaza buildings as well as other 
office uses in the Marinship, the City’s recently updated General Plan explicitly provides for the 
continued use of existing office buildings in the Marinship. (See, e.g., General Plan, pp. LU-25, 
LU-43.) In particular, Policy LU-2.15 states: “Recognize all office buildings and office uses built 
or established prior to April 5, 1988 (adoption date of Marinship Specific Plan) and the office 

 
3 https://www.cbsnews.com/sanfrancisco/news/sausalito-homeless-state-of-emergency-encampment-explosion-
fire/  

https://www.cbsnews.com/sanfrancisco/news/sausalito-homeless-state-of-emergency-encampment-explosion-fire/
https://www.cbsnews.com/sanfrancisco/news/sausalito-homeless-state-of-emergency-encampment-explosion-fire/
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uses contained within as permitted legal conforming uses in the Marinship.” (General Plan, p. 
LU-43.) Similar language is contained in both the Marinship Specific Plan (pp. 7, 9, 16, 17) and 
the City’s Zoning Ordinance (see Muni. Code, §§ 10.26.020, 10.28.050(D)(1).)   
 
 Consistent with these existing plans and policies, language likewise should be added to 
the Draft Housing Element recognizing that the existing office use is permitted to remain.  
 

5. Land and Hard Costs  

The Draft Housing Element also considerably underestimates land and hard costs. For 
example, the comparable of 22 Pacheco street that results in a per acre land cost of $500,000 is 
likely to be wrong by approximately a factor of 2-3 times. The assessor’s office lists site 68’s 
4.35 acres at a land value at $9,908,341.00. This is $2,275,862.07 per acre. Another example 
might be site 51 which is about half an acre, but that owner would be taking large losses if they 
sold for 250k. Similarly, the City has a site 75, the Corp Yard, who’s improvements are worth 
very little. I’m sure the City has appraised that at some point. At .61 acres it would be surprising 
if the site was only worth 305k. The Draft Housing Element lists land cost as a significant hurdle 
but does not go far enough. The Pacheco comp isn’t actually in Sausalito proper but Marin City. 
It has no utilities. It is in a high fire risk area. After speaking with several local architects familiar 
with the site, the grade, potential perspective easements, restrictive ridgeline zoning, and other 
issues make it a poor comp. At a minimum, one cannot compare it with a large flat site, near 
amenities, in Sausalito Proper, with utilities already installed which many of the sites larger than 
.5 acres are.  
 

 
 

HBR 90 lists $190-$325 dollars per foot as a range of residential construction cost. It 
does not go into the cost per foot of affordable housing specifically, but this estimate is far too 
low. Construction costs using historical data for single family does not translate to affordable 
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housing construction costs. Affordable housing typically requires prevailing wage as well which 
can be significantly more expensive than non-union jobs.  

You can find here4 and here5 two (2) recent bay area affordable construction budgets 
which show costs of $489sf and $522sf and much higher dollar figures for net rentable footage. 
These numbers are unlikely to go down but will likely further escalate min 5% annually over the 
course of the 6th RHNA cycle. This means that the housing elements hard cost estimates are 
potentially off by at least 50%. Unfortunately, one cannot value engineer a 50% hard cost miss to 
make a project work.  

The effect of the low estimates of land and construction cost is that the assumptions 
regarding the costs of projects, and thus the per property portions of affordable housing needing 
to be produced and subsidized are incorrect which means the per property allocations are 
infeasible.  

I thank you for your consideration of this important matter. Please do not hesitate to 
contact me anytime at (415) 613-3033 or carlo@bergholdings.com if you have any questions 
regarding the above comments or would like to discuss anything raised in this letter. 

Respectfully, 

Carlo “Carlito” Berg 
Managing Director  
Berg Holdings 

4 https://www.dropbox.com/s/qzgrfvz2jcb7w96/Affordable%20Budget_Redacted.pdf?dl=0  
5 https://www.dropbox.com/s/gf9dea1j66yslym/Affordable%20Housing%20_Redacted.pdf?dl=0 

https://www.dropbox.com/s/qzgrfvz2jcb7w96/Affordable%20Budget_Redacted.pdf?dl=0
https://www.dropbox.com/s/gf9dea1j66yslym/Affordable%20Housing%20_Redacted.pdf?dl=0
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From: Scott Brauninger
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: City Hall/Public Library Development - HOUSING ELEMENT
Date: Tuesday, September 6, 2022 11:37:12 AM

I live at 519 Caledonia St and own the adjacent 403 Napa Street property.  I represent 5
housing units and 5 families proximate to the proposed additional housing allocation at City
Hall.

I do not believe that allocating housing to this historic part of town on public land should
be part of Sausalito's housing plan.  It will forever change the character of our city.

The only time I would support such an allocation being added to the housing element is
if Sausalito simply plans to allocate housing to these properties to meet the housing goals
required of the state, BUT HAS NO INTENTION OF EVER ADVANCING A PRACTICAL METHOD
FOR THESE PROPERTIES TO ACTUALLY BE DEVELOPED.

Additionally, any upzoning to private property or city allocations of land to meet the state's
housing element should include the following conditions:

1. Basic Worker's rights such as EMPLOYER PAID Healthcare, Welfare, and Training
requirements should be added as condition to any allocation of city properties or
upzoning, even if any property conveyance or lease occurs at market value.  This would
ensure worker equity along side any upscale development occurring on city owned or
leased land.

and,
      3.  The city does not reduce parking requirements that exist in the current city codes.

and,

      4.  Requires all parking to be underground, and the current FAR in the city code
includes the parking area as part of the FAR calculation.

and,

      5.  Provides no density bonus for any project constructed on city land.
and

      6.  No upzoning or increased density should be considered in the housing plan for a
particular property if the owner or their related entity has,  

            A.  Contributed money to any candidate for Sausalito office or appointed

mailto:scott@buildgc.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


official in the past 6 years, 
 
            B. Maintained a contract with the city in the last 10 years where this person or
entity makes on-going payments to the city.  

This town is too small to allow for the stain of political contributions and insider business
dealings to cloud the process of selecting properties for upzoning and increased density.  I
don't think that it has happened, and I think everybody would appreciate it staying that way.

Thank you for considering my opinion.

Scott Brauninger

This email has been scanned for viruses and malware by Mimecast Ltd.
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Sausalito September 16, 2022. 

 

Mr. Luke Lindenbusch 

Interim Housing Policy Planer 

City of Sausalito. 

 

Hello Luke, hope all is well with you. 

I just want to make a comment about the 6th Draft Housing Element. 

It is about the 66 Marion Ave. property ( Housing item # 100 ). 

I currently live at 108 Marion Ave. my name is Jorge Lee. 

1.- The project is located in a very deep lot below Marion Ave. about 3 to 4 stories below 

      the Marion Ave. roadway. 

2.- It will require to remove all the trees below the roadway and that will endanger the 

      Road stability.  

3.- Marion at that point is very narrow and the edges of the road may also be damaged by 

      the heavy equipment to do the construction in this area. ( Concrete delivery trucks ).  

4.- As you know Marion is a dead-end street, so any damage to the roadway will impact all  

      of us living in the area. 

5.- As it is now, the 4 parked cars and trucks stick out into the narrow roadway, so the extra 

      cars on the proposed property ( 4 or 5 units ) will have no place to park.  

6.- New construction requires deep concrete piles to stabilize the structure against earthquakes              

      creating a big challenge for the foundations of the proposed buildings. 

 

Thank you for your consideration on the items mentioned. 

Regards, 

 

Jorge Lee  (415-699-0256)  ( P.O. Box 2145 San Francisco, Ca 94126. ) (jleeggb at gmail. com) 
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Dear Members of the Housing Element Advisory Committee: 
 
You have preliminarily designated the former firehouse location near the top of Spencer 
Avenue for the Housing Element list.  We object to this designation for the following 
reasons: 
 

1. Danger in locating housing near highways: 
a. In 2006, California air quality officials delivered a warning in the Air 

Resources Board’s 2005 Handbook to cities and counties: Avoid putting 
new homes in high-pollution zones within 500 feet of freeways LA Times: 
Freeway Pollution Travels Farther Than We Thought 

b. The former firehouse at 300 Spencer Avenue is 150 feet from Highway 
101. 

 
Figure 1 150 foot distance based on GPS measurement 

c. The advisory added a warning to stay away from interchanges, 
intersections and other hot spots. 

i. The risk to health can be compounded if there are multiple pollution 
sources. One should avoid living close to highway interchanges 
and freeway ramps, which regulators and scientists have identified 
as hot spots that can hit residents with twice as much as pollution. 

ii. The Spencer Firehouse is located near both the on and off ramps 
for Highway 101. 

d. A higher percentage of electric vehicles will not solve the problem. 
i. Cars and trucks keep getting cleaner, but don’t count on 

electric vehicles bringing an end to traffic-related health 
problems. 

ii. Switching to zero-emission vehicles only gets rid of tailpipe-
generated pollution. It does nothing to reduce non-exhaust 



pollutants, including dust from brake pads and tires that 
contains toxic metals, rubber and other compounds that are 
kicked up into the air. 

e. Admittedly, in 2018 the Air Resources Board shifted its stance somewhat 
(Regulators Shift Stance) …or did it? 

i. It issued a new advisory that emphasizes design rather than 
distance, recommending anti-pollution features such as air filters, 
sound walls and thick vegetation as “promising strategies” to 
reduce the health risks from freeways. 

ii. BUT… 
1. A professor of preventive medicine at USC said at the time 

that the air board’s latest document presented best-case 
scenarios and overstated the extent to which air filters and 
other anti-pollution measures protect residents.  

a. By recommending those steps, he said, state 
regulators “may give the false impression that it is 
now OK to put schools and residences close to 
freeways.”  

b. “The best current strategy to reduce near-freeway 
exposure is not to put schools and residences there in 
the first place,” said the professor, who previously 
worked at the Air Resources Board. “Even with the 
best reduction measures available, air pollution in 
these locations will remain unhealthy.” 

2. The deputy executive officer for the air board said in 2018 
that the April advisory did not change the agency’s 2005 
recommendation to avoid siting homes within 500 feet of 
freeways. “That’s a very basic health position that the 
agency has taken and we still stand by.” 

3. State air regulators have said that their 2005 guidelines had 
not, in fact, been replaced.  Air Resources Board officials 
said they decided to supplement them in light of new science 
on freeway pollution and the effectiveness of air filters and 
other measures.  

4. Filters remove only some of the harmful ingredients in traffic 
pollution. And they’re effective only when the air is running 
and all doors and windows are closed.  Most will not remove 
toxic exhaust gases such as benzene and 1,3-butadiene. To 
screen those out, you need more costly charcoal filters. (LA 
Times: Freeway Pollution Travels Farther Than We Thought) 
 

  



2. Spencer Avenue is a major artery for Sausalito’s Emergency Evacuation Plan 
a. Per Figure 2 below, Spencer Avenue is a major egress route for Zones 

SAU-E001 and E007 (Larger map included as Attachment 1).  These two 
zones encompass roughly half of the city. 
 

 
Figure 2 Primary Evacuation Routes Denoted in Pink 

b. Per the 1966 deed from the State of California, ingress and egress from 
the Firehouse location is restricted to Spencer Avenue (See Attachment 2, 
Deed). 

c. Your committee proposes to allow for a 24-unit development on the 
property.  Assuming 1.5 cars per unit, up to 36 cars would be exiting the 
Firehouse site in an emergency evacuation.  If one car could exit every 30 
seconds, this would clog Spencer Avenue for an additional 18 critical 
minutes.  This is a best-case scenario.  Given the difficulty of seeing cars 
approaching from the northbound Highway 101 exit until they are under 
the Wolfback Road overpass, the likelihood of emergency vehicles 



massing at the bus parking lot and simply general confusion, making a 
right turn onto the extension of Spencer Avenue would take longer and the 
clog time could be greatly increased. 

d. Development bonuses would increase the size of the development and 
serve to make the emergency evacuation problem worse. 

3. Target for crime 
a. The police will tell you that criminals look for locations with easy access 

and alternate routes.  Any development on the Spencer Firehouse 
property would meet these criteria. 

b. It is a reason the Spencer Avenue area has a high incidence of break-ins.  
Our information is anecdotal as the Sausalito police do not maintain 
statistics, but a city inspector recently made sure to lock his car while 
inspecting a house in the area because he “heard there is a lot of crime in 
this neighborhood.” 

4. Difficult site topography 
a. According to the Marin Map Site Parcel Report, the average slope for the 

site is 51.98.  In Figure 3, the closer the lines, the steeper the slope. 
 

 

Figure 3 Rough topographical map of Spencer Firehouse 

b. During the last round of the Housing Element, the City Community development 
department excluded sites with large slopes due to the difficulty of 
development. 

c. Any development would kill a considerable number of trees. 
 



 
In summary, the Spencer Firehouse site might appear as a good candidate for inclusion 
on the Housing Element.  At a closer look, however, it fails to qualify and should be 
deleted.   
 
Sincerely yours, 
John and Kate Flavin 
 
  



Attachment ! Sausalito Evacuation Routes 
 

 
  



Attachment 2 Deed for Firehouse property from the State of California, page 1 

 
  



Attachment 2 Deed for Firehouse property from the State of California, page 2 
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Michelle Dumont <michelle.r.dumont@gmail.com>

215 Sausalito Blvd 065-263-10

Long Water Trust <longwatertrust@gmail.com> Tue, Jun 21, 11:53 AM
To: <sclevelandknowles@sausalito.gov>, Beth Thompson
<bthompson@denovoplanning.com>, <heac@sausalito.gov>, <cdd@sausalito.gov>

Dear Sir/Madam,

First, to express support for the initiative to identify and make more housing available in
Sausalto, including for lower income folks.

I write specifically about the above vacant lot, owned by Long Water Trust, in which I have
a significant interest.   It is identified in pink/purple, as number 4, in many of your maps.

Following a pre application meeting with Sausalito earlier in the year, we are now
preparing detailed plans for submission for a single family home at this site (of course
with considerable time and unsurprisingly, expense)

I request that as a minimum the lot maintain a permissible zoning of single or dual family.  
I don't believe that I have an objection to it being re-zoned to include multi family, as long
as the ability to continue with our single family home application and obtain permits for
such is maintained under the zoning code, though I would want to be heard on that
subject before the final decision is made.

If you wish to send paper materials through this process, PO Box 29281 San Francisco CA
94129 is the best address, and this email is good or even better than paper.

I ask that someone would get back to me on the above important subjects within the next
10 days.  In the event that this email is directed to the wrong people, I would ask that you
might forward it to the individual/group dealing with the above subjects.

Thanks in anticipation

Christopher Sullivan

Mobile User
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the water, to hiking the trails of GGNRA, to continue to frequent the great local cafes and restaurants.  We are 

putting roots down and want this town to thrive. 

When I look at Marin real estate listings, and see distressed half-built homes being sold by distressed home-owners, 

I feel badly for them.  Obviously, it is not the intent of someone starting a major home remodel to abandon it 

halfway through.  Did the marriage break-up, with the unfinished house having to be sold?  Did the house bankrupt 

the homeowners?  Did the stress of the remodel destroy the marriage? 

There are real people out there.  Real lives.  I know that the work the HEC is doing might feel abstract and 

potentially intangible - word-smithing the language of Findings, tweaking bits of code – but your final result, the 

final document will very much have a tangible and very real effect on homeowners like my wife and I that wish to 

improve their property for their family.   

When you open the door to Objectivism, you let in facts, numbers, and logical conclusions.  When you open the 

door to Subjectivism, you let in emotional and political variables into your decision making.  And their cousins – 

hyperbole and Gaslighting.   

And so, I urge the Housing Element Committee to please learn from our story, look to real-world data for answers, 

and wherever possible, please please please build a bias in your thinking to Objectivity and Objective design 

standards for proposed projects. 

Thank you, 

Matt Smith 
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August 1st, 2022 

Dear Sausalito Housing Element Committee, 

My name is Matt Smith, and my wife Kirstin and I live at 416 Napa St.   

We didn’t intend to undertake a construction project that would last 7 years, but it has given my wife and I an 

extremely granular view into how the entire home remodel process works here in Sausalito – especially concerning 

Design Reviews.  At the time, when we bought the house in 2015, it was a dilapidated structure with significant 

deferred maintenance - our aim was to renovate it for our family.  We finally moved in in December of 2021. 

For my opinions in this note, I am leaning on those experiences we had in Design Review, as well as data I’ve 

collected on all Sausalito Design Reviews from 2013 – 2020.  And I’d like to specifically address Table 52 in the H 

Cycle Housing Element Background Report, on Application Processing Times, and the associated note beneath it:   

“While the design review requirements have not posed a constraint to development, the second 

finding includes a subjective component related to “complementing” the surrounding 

neighborhood. Program I6 (Zoning Ordinance Amendments) will ensure the design review criteria 

are revised to address potentially subjective terminology in order to provide objectivity in the design 

review process.” 



 

Are these Design Review estimates accurate? 

In this table, a “Typical Processing time” for “Design Review (Planning Commission) is stated to be 2-6 months.  

And “Design Review (City Staff)” is 30-60 days.  Since there is no data sourced in this table (other than “City of 

Sausalito 2022”), I’m assuming these figures represent some heuristic or subjective accounting of the Processing 

time.  Where did these estimates come from?  What was the source?  Are they based in objective facts or do they 

represent someone’s best guess?   

Our experience was far and away longer than these timelines. 

The other troublesome framing of this data is the qualifier “Typical,” as in “Typical Processing times.”  Even if the 

ranges presented above were based on actual project timelines, focusing on a mean or median metric - exclusively - 

is a faulty yardstick to use.  What this average range does not include is the degree of variability in project timelines.  

Variability is what kills the developer, adds unpredictability, and adds financial disaster as a potential outcome.   

Putting a “Typical” metric out there for Design Review like this is inaccurate, disingenuous, and can do real harm to 

any sponsor of a proposed project that is trying to understand what a realistic and real-world process, budget, and 

timeframe would look like. 

Starting with “Design Review (City Staff)” timeframe of 30-60 days, in our case, the “Processing Time” was 

significantly longer.  It took about 9 months for our project to be “deemed complete.”  Engineering, Public Works, 

and the Fire Department needed to opine on our plans.  We were told by our assigned Planner that, per statute, that 

one of these departments was required to provide feedback within 6 weeks.  But that 6 weeks turned into 10.  We 

were asked us for a 3-D rendering of a part of the proposed plans.  There were questions on our title.  A “colors and 

materials” board was requested.  We had to draft a “Neighborhood Outreach” document that outlined our door-to-

door efforts to accommodate the needs of the neighbors.  And then install story-poles at least 10 days before the 

hearing.   

Looking now to the “Typical Processing Time” for “Design Review (Planning Commission)” of 2-6 months, based 

on our experience, I would offer that a timeline of 13 months is a possibility.  



Figure 1: Design Review timeline for 416 Napa St 

 

Maybe if you average our experience in with every other design review in Sausalito, you could still get close to that 

average of 2-6 months.  But you’d be missing a key piece of data – the variability.  The chance that you, as a 

developer, could run into a situation very much like ours for which the “Typical” timeframes no longer apply.   

In total, myself, my wife, and family were in “Processing” for 13 months in Design Review.  With 5 Planning 

Commission meetings and 2 City Council meetings.  6 different Planners that we had to bring up to speed 6 different 

times.  Do we represent a “Typical” project?  No.  But the developer/homeowner will never know if they are 

“Typical” or not ahead of their Design Review application.   

At the very least, I’d be thrilled if there was a little asterisk next to these “Typical Processing Times.”  Like this:  

* Estimates presented here are illustrative only, and not based on objective data.  Actual Design Review 

applications are known to take up to 9 months for an application to be “Deemed Complete”, and a Design Review 

being “processed” by the Planning Commission has been known to take up to 13 months. 

 

 



Currently, the way project-level data is structured and stored on the Sausalito.gov website is great for meeting the 

requirements of the Brown Act, but it is absolutely lousy for anyone trying to understand pattern or trends.  The data 

I needed to answer the questions I had – do Heightened Review projects get denied more often than non-Heightened 

Review projects (yes, they do), do the Commissioners vote differently (yes, they do), if the sponsor has an attorney 

with them during their hearing, does that improve the Applicant’s chance of success? (maybe – there is no Denial in 

this dataset where the Applicant brought an attorney) – is stored in pdf documents and the verbal words stored in 

video recordings.  To follow a project’s path, you have to link together all of the data from a Project_ID identifier 

that denotes a specific application.  Sometimes that Project_ID isn’t there, so the link can’t be made.  I know this is 

what’s happening (to some extent) because the figure below doesn’t include our own project, which was a total of 

eight “nodes” (the longest path, above, is only seven nodes in length). 

Figure 2: All Design Review project paths for Proposed Projects from 2013-2020 

 

(Design Review cases that are presented to the Planning Commission have a “DR” in their Project_id.  E.g., 

“DR/EA/TM/TRP 13-098, Design Review Permit, Encroachment Agreement, Tentative Minor Subdivision Map, 

Tree Removal Permit.”) 

But let’s look at what we have anyway – if anything, we are under-estimating the lengths of some of these projects 

because we can’t link all the meetings together.  We see 152 total Design Review paths.  45 of those, or 30% of the 

time, there is just one Planning Commission meeting leading to a project Approval.  45% of the time there are two 

Planning Commission meetings before an Approval is granted.  So, I could agree that the “Typical Processing Time” 

is probably within 2-6 months.  But that is misleading.  Let’s look at what a non-Typical project might cost, by using 

this chart to assign probabilities to a given path. 



Table 1. Cost associated with each Proposed Project Design Review ‘path’ 

 

In our case, each Continuance cost at least $10,000, but more often closer to the “High” cost of $30,000.   

So we have 152 Design Reviews, and they are all grouped according to a given project path.  Assuming each 

continuance cost $10,000 for example, you can see that if you had 7 different Planning Commission meetings, with 

each one requiring a plan revision, that would end up to be pretty expensive.  A denial is even worse – a total loss of 

investment.  All the money that went into your project – the work of your architect, contractors, and armies of 

consultants (light and shadow studies, traffic safety studies, etc.) – evaporated.  Let’s assign a $200,000 value to a 

denial (which is low). 

“I feel concerned about the bulk on the west side of the proposed project, it feels looming.  I’m also terribly 

concerned about that garage from a safety perspective.  And by the way – was a light and shadow study completed?” 

This is verbatim feedback we were provided on our project.  And if it doesn’t read like a clear call to action to the 

Applicant…well, then you’re not familiar with how Commissioners provide direction to Applicants.   

So what does this direction mean in terms of added costs?    

Architect fees (to trim 1’ from the western 

side of the proposed house) 

$13,000 

Structural Engineer (to re-run their calcs) $2,500 

Story-pole plan revisions, installation, 

validation (involves architect, builder, 

Geotech) 

$3,500 

Light and shadow Study $10,000 

Traffic safety Study $10,000 

TOTAL $39,000 

Number of cycles

Time for each step 

= 6 weeks

Number of 

instances % of instances

Additional cost/cycle (low, 

$10,000)

Additional 

cost/cycle (high, 

$30,000)

1 6 45 30% $10,000 30,000$                

2 12 72 47% $20,000 60,000$                

3 18 11 7% $30,000 90,000$                

4 24 4 3% $40,000 120,000$             

5 30 2 1% $50,000 150,000$             

6 36 1 1% $60,000 180,000$             

7 42 2 1% $70,000 210,000$             

Denial * 15 10% 200,000$                                        200,000$             

152

Average Cost 37,368$                                           72,632$                



And in our case, it was even more since we were floating $4,000 month in rent to live in Sausalito while our house 

was being built. 

What if we were to take the associated probability of a project path, its associated cost, and then take a weighted 

average?  A SUMPRODUCT in excel?  Well, you can see that a developer would be looking at $37,000 - $72,000 in 

extra, likely non-budgeted, costs. 

And that is why a subjective Design Review process can be so expensive. 

If I were asked, I would tell an applicant that unless they had 3x the anticipated budget for their project, to not do it.  

You need to be wealthy – and privileged – to consider a project in Sausalito that involves a Design Review.  

Again, it is critically important to be honest to would-be Applicants with these Design Review timeframe estimates.  

Don’t sugar-coat it.  You are doing a disservice to them by lying about how long – and costly - this process actually 

can be. 

 

Are Sausalito’s Design Review Findings Objective? 

I’d like to focus on this comment beneath Table 52 of the Housing Element Background Report: 

“While the design review requirements have not posed a constraint to development, the second 

finding includes a subjective component related to “complementing” the surrounding 

neighborhood. Program I6 (Zoning Ordinance Amendments) will ensure the design review criteria 

are revised to address potentially subjective terminology in order to provide objectivity in the design 

review process.” 

“Design review requirements have not posed a constraint to development.”  Says who?  What data or evidence is 

this statement based on?  What is the source?   

I don’t think there is a source.  I believe this statement is objectively false and should be deleted from the Report. 

On October 17th 2018, our project was scheduled for a Design Review hearing (our 3rd).  It was a very tense 

meeting, and the Chair of the Planning Commission was upset and extremely agitated about the phased approach we 

had taken.  He opined, and the text below is verbatim from that meeting: 

“I have empathy for the Applicant and the process, and the time, and the money, but that’s not our fault.  Our fault is 

described by the Sausalito Municipal Code and at the direction of City Council to protect Sausalito, to make sure 



when development occurs under not only just the literal definition of what we find here but also 

the spiritual information we get from the General Plan…” 

(“Spiritual information.”  Huh.  Where can I, the Applicant, go to understand where the “Spiritual Information” is in 

the General Plan?)   

What followed was a discussion between the Chair and another Planning Commission member on the “vibe” and 

“feel” of the street where our house was located.   

City Staff had prepared a Draft Resolution of Approval for our revised plans, ready to sign at this meeting.  But in 

the end, the Planning Commission went in the opposite direction from their Staff.  The final vote count was 3 – 2 in 

favor of Denial.  The findings that could not be met were 7 (“the design and location of buildings provide adequate 

light and air for the project site, adjacent properties, and the general public”) and 13 (“The project has been designed 

to ensure on-site structures do not crowd or overwhelm structures on neighboring properties.”).   

City Staff was directed to delete their Draft Resolution of Approval and create a Draft Resolution of Denial for the 

next meeting for the Commissioners to sign. 

And then there it was a few weeks later, the Draft Resolution of Denial for our proposed project.  With some 

revisions on whether or not Findings seven and thirteen could be “met.” 

 

In the earlier Draft Resolution of Approval, the conclusion on finding seven was that “Overall, the neighborhood has 

an eclectic mix of separation distances between structures and as designed, the project will maintain adequate light 

and air for the project site, adjacent properties, and the public.”   

 

But on the subsequent Draft resolution of Denial, the City Staff revised their language on Finding seven: 

 

“The two-story western addition, as designed, is a significant structural presence with scale, mass, and bulk that 

impedes the maintenance of adequate light and air for adjacent properties, particularly the neighboring property to 

the west.”  

 

This finding was now not met. 

 

City Staff had written earlier that Finding 13 could be “met”: 

 

“The project has been designed to not crowd or overwhelm neighboring structures. Exterior walls incorporate façade 

articulations and offsets on both levels and at every side of the residence. The roofline is varied with the western 

addition having a recessed and subordinate roofline.”  



 

But on the latest version, that language was revised to characterize a diametrically opposite opinion. 

 

“The project’s impacts to the built environment include the crowding and overwhelming of neighboring structures, 

particularly the westerly-adjacent property. The façade articulations and offsets on both levels of the two-story 

western addition are insufficient and require a redesign to alleviate congestion for the project site, adjacent 

properties, and the general public.” 

 

But the most fascinating part of the story is what happened next.  On November 7th our proposed project was 

supposed to have its final Planning Commission meeting, as the Draft Resolution of Denial was now there for the 

Commissioners to sign.  For all of the previous hearings we had been to, we had offered a design change consistent 

with the Commissioners’ feedback.  This time we offered nothing different from what was presented before.  When 

it came time for the Commissioners to opine, then sign the Denial, something unexpected happened.  One of the 

Commissioners who voted against our project earlier spoke up:   

 

“As I spent more time walking around the area, I was blown away by the proximity of all the homes in the area.  It is 

a very tight area.  And some of my expectations for findings 7 and 13 were shifted slightly as I spent some time 

there and I saw just how close everything is.”   

 

She could now “make the findings.” 

 

With a preamble regarding the unique character of Sausalito, another Commissioner who voted to Deny our project 

earlier offered “I could be able to make the findings.” 

 

I thought about it the next morning, sipping coffee and reflecting on the odd way these Commissioners made 

decisions. 

 

It was fascinating – we had provided absolutely no new design for this meeting, offered no additional concessions, 

had done absolutely no re-work for this hearing like we had before.  The only thing that was different was that these 

two Commissioners, by site visits, realized for themselves what we had been trying to tell them.  Information we had 

already provided to them.  

 

 

 

 

 



 

Are Findings 7 and 13 the most popular Findings that cannot be “Met” in Sausalito? 

 

As it turns out, out of 152 Design Review meetings, I was only able to isolate 81 stated Findings that could not be 

met among a handful of Design Review cases from 2013 – 2020.  Findings that can’t be met are extremely poorly 

documented, which is yet another or separate problem (they should be publicly stating their rationale for their vote, 

by citing Findings and then the facts that led them to not be able to “make” the findings).   

Table 2. Unmet specific findings stated by Planning Commissioners

 

 

My hypothesis was that the Planning Commissioners would gravitate towards the more subjective findings – such as 

“crowding”, “loss of light and air”, “privacy to adjacent properties” vs the seemingly more objective findings as 

“Inconsistent with General Plan” and “Does not meet requirements of Heightened Review.”  When you hear 

Commissioners opine – “It feels greedy”, “I feel like this house needs to go on a diet” (and these are real quotes 

from real Design Review sessions) – I had to believe 7 and 13 were the best findings to “not meet”.  They lend 

themselves well to those sentiments in quotes.  How can an applicant debate with a commissioner who uses “light 

and air” as an objection?   

 

But I was wrong – at least with this limited dataset.  The 1st and 3rd favorite findings to not be met were 

“Inconsistent with the General Plan (1) and “Heightened Review findings not met” (12), which surprised me 

because these findings are based on the guidelines of codified documents, and thus seemingly more objective.   

But then I realized these two Findings have “Nested Findings” within them that allow a commissioner to be even 

more vague because all they have to say is “Its inconsistent with the General Plan.”  That’s it.  They don’t need to 

cite which aspect of the General Plan isn’t met. 

The other Nested Finding, Finding 12, gives a Planning Commissioner access to seven more findings – for example, 

excessive “crowding of neighboring structures”.  And in the case of finding 12, Heightened Review, it carries with it 

the veneer of a quantitative finding as it only applies to proposed structures with Building Coverage or FAR at or 

Commissioner

C. 1 1 2 0 3 4 0 1 1 2 0 1 0 16

W. 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 4

K. 0 1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3

G. 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

N. 3 1 2 0 0 1 1 1 0 0 1 3 1 14

C. 3 1 3 1 0 2 1 0 0 1 0 3 1 16

P. 3 1 4 1 0 3 0 0 0 0 1 4 1 18

K. 1 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 2 1 6

F. 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1

F. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 2

12 5 14 5 3 10 2 2 1 3 4 15 5 81

F
in

d
in

g
 1

3

T
o

ta
l

F
in

d
in

g
 7

F
in

d
in

g
 8

F
in

d
in

g
 9

F
in

d
in

g
 1

0

F
in

d
in

g
 1

1

F
in

d
in

g
 1

2

F
in

d
in

g
 6

F
in

d
in

g
 1

F
in

d
in

g
 2

F
in

d
in

g
 3

F
in

d
in

g
 4

F
in

d
in

g
 5



above 80% of what is allowed.  Things feel more real if you can measure them by numbers, and that’s what this 

arbitrary 80% figure does.  So, in choosing one of those two, a PC member can access a plethora of other reasons to 

Continue or Deny the project. 

The “Denial Toolkit” of Findings 1 and 12 offers an extensive range of reasons to back into a “spiritual” discomfort 

with a given design. 

 

Do the Planning Commissioners tend to vote in the same way? 

Looking at Design Review decisions across all Planning Commissioners from 2013-2020, the answer is No.  Some, 

like Commissioner “K.”, don’t like to vote to Continue as much as the others.  And what Applicant wouldn’t want 

Commissioner F., K., and G. (and just those three) to vote on their proposed project?   

 

Table 3: Planning Commissioners and approval percentage, 2013 – 2020  

Planning Committee 

Members 

Approval Percentage Denied Percentage Continued Percentage  

F. 71.4 0 28.6 

K. 55.1 8.2 34.7 

G. 55 2.5 40.0 

P. 54 7.1 38.1 

F. 53.6 7.1 35.7 

N. 47 5 43.6 

W. 46.3 6.7 41.8 

C. 45.8 7 45.8 

K. 45.3 6.7 41.3 

C. 42.1 5.3 45.6 

 

The Planning Commission has five members serving at any given time, but only three are needed to be able to vote 

on behalf of the committee.  You might wonder – do the Commissioners vote differently?  What if one that tends to 

approve proposed projects is sick that night, or on vacation, and not present on the dais?  That would seem to skew 

your chances of approval in the wrong direction, right?  Correct. 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Table 4: Attendance rates of Planning Commissioners, 2013 – 2020  

Commissioner Years Active Attendance Rate (%) 

C. 2013-2016 89.6 

W. 2013-2018 73.4 

K. 2013-2015 53.7 

G. 2018-2020 93.3 

N. 
2013-2020 98.2 

C. 
2013-2017 83.1 

P. 
2015-2020 84.1 

K. 
2016-2020 60.9 

F. 
2019-2020 90.3 

 

There was one meeting where the absence of a particular City Council member likely tipped the outcome in our 

favor.  There was another meeting where the presence of a certain Planning Commission member shifted the 

balance away from us.   

That’s just the way it works.  Sometimes you’re lucky, sometimes you’re not. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Does the City Council back the decisions of its Planning Commission? 

Not as much as you would expect.  Or hope. 

Table 5: Activities of City Council members (Approved a Planning Commission denial / Denied a Planning 

Commission approval) 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Generally (in aggregate), it’s a coin toss, but it varies by City Council member. 

The Pride of Authorship rides high in Sausalito – everyone wants to etch their mark on a Proposed Project in Design 

Review.  The mistake we had made with our project – after a neighbor appealed our approval - was assuming that 

the City Council would back the decision of their Planning Commission.  Our architect had given us some wise 

words that my wife and I didn’t fully appreciate at the time – “they (the City Council) will want their pound of flesh 

too.” 

If an Applicant’s design is appealed by a neighbor, that Applicant had better get ready for another entirely new 

Design Review with the City Council.  They are all different, and they all have their own point of view when it 

comes to “making the findings.”   

 

 

City Council 

members 

Approved a Planning Commission 

denial 

Denied a Planning Commission 

approval 

Yes No  Yes No  

CC1 4(30.8) 9(69.2)  10(58.8) 17 (41.2)  

CC2 13(100) 0(0.0)  17(100) 0(0.0)  

CC3 5(38.5) 8(61.5)  6(35.3) 11(64.7)  

CC4 2(16.7) 10(83.3)  10(58.8) 7(41.4)  

CC5 1(7.7) 12(92.3)  1(5.9) 16(94.1)  

CC6 8(61.5) 5(38.5)  5(29.4) 12(70.6)  

CC7 11(84.6) 2(15.4)  11(64.7) 6(35.3)  

CC8 6(46.2) 7(53.8)  7(41.2) 10(58.8)  

CC9 1(7.7) 12(92.3)  6(35.3) 11(64.7)  



 

The Question – is the Design Review process Objective? 

If the Design Review standards are so objective, and so clearly understood equally by all Planning Commission 

members as well as the City Council, then why is there so much variability in their voting records?  Why can some 

“make the findings” and others not in reviewing a proposed project?  Why wouldn’t they all be able to “make the 

findings” or not in the same way?  Or vote the same way?   

If your answer is “well of course they vote differently, they each can independently make or not make certain 

findings, they are different people with different opinions”…well, then you have your answer.  If the 

Commissioner’s votes are attributed to their personal opinion, judgement, or points of view, you are aligning 

yourself to a subjective orientation in terms of how a given proposed project should be evaluated. 

The very nature of how these subjective findings are worded are destined to provide a high level of variability in 

their answers.   

Figure 3. Objective vs Subjective questions (example) 

 

An objective question has an objective answer, one based on facts, logic, and data.  There is only one correct 

answer.   

All of the subjective answers above are valid.  A subjective question gives rise to a subjective answer, which will 

vary from person to person.   

And that is why there is so much variability in voting records. 



My take-away is that it is the subjective and loosely defined Findings for Design Review are driving an 

unacceptable level of variability in the voting decisions, causing confusion among Applicants, and adding 

unnecessary resource expenditures to the process.   

And, via the data demonstrated here, that the following factors have a very real influence in Design Review 

decisions:  

• Presence or absence of a given Planning Commissioner 

• The influence that a given Commissioner has on the vote of the other Commissioners 

• Availability and ability to use “Nested” Findings to Deny or Continue a Proposed Project  

• How the Commissioner interprets what a given Finding means 

• How the Commissioner applies their understanding of the Findings to the Proposed Project 

• The Commissioner’s likelihood to take action (an Approved or Denied vote) vs a Continuation 

• The extent to which a City Council will uphold or vacate a Planning Commission Design Review decision 

My other takeaway is that the way Sausalito documents its Design Review data is actively helping the City 

obfuscate what appears to be a haphazard and subjective decision-making process, from those who wish to 

understand and improve it.  It took me hours upon hours to distill the data used in the analyses above.   

In the goal of increasing transparency in Design Review decision-making, I would request that City Staff begin 

documenting Findings that could not be met (with facts in the rationale) along with the vote for every Planning 

Commission member that is voting on a Design Review. 

And that is my official commentary on those three pieces of the Housing Element Background Report that caught 

my eye.  

 

Thank you for reading this commentary. 

----------- 

But, well, since I’m here anyway I might share one more story. 

I’ll start with this quote: 

“You said that the President sometimes communicates his wishes indirectly…can you explain how he does this?” 

“Sure…he speaks in code.  He doesn’t give you questions; he doesn’t give you orders.  He speaks in code, and I 

understand that code.” 

-             Michael Cohen, disbarred lawyer 



Sounds like how the mafia gives direction, right?  But it’s also eerily similar to how “feedback” is provided to an 

Applicant.   

Consider this dialogue - specific to a review of our proposed project at 416 Napa St - from the-then Mayor of 

Sausalito, opining to City Staff and explaining his homebrewed gerrymandered analysis.  As well as his direction to 

us, the Applicants. 

“Did you, in your analysis, separate houses that were multi-family from single home family in your local FAR 

analysis?  If we’re being truthful, the neighborhood doesn’t include this street here, that’s another neighborhood.  

So, when we look at contrasting and comparing neighborhoods, that’s what we’re looking at. 

“Since this falls into the realm of discretion, and I’m looking at neighborhood character, I want to compare it to the 

properties I think are most relevant.”   

“So, I pulled up the comps that I think are the most relevant, and there’s about 98 homes in there in this 

neighborhood…now, where we would have more discretion is if someone was doing a multi-family residence.  That 

is the goal.  So, we’re really talking about that top level and 4th bedroom, and how needed that 4th bedroom is, or 

how needed or relevant that bedroom is if it’s not proposed as a multi-family four-bedroom home – that’s where I 

went.  This is an R-3 and we have the opportunity to make this house at least an R-2.” 

Now, if you were the Applicant here, what do you think this City Council member is trying to tell you?  This is how 

it works – they “talk” to each other up there, but they are really giving you orders.  Remember they have the power 

to Continue or Deny your project…that “discussion” up there is meant for your - the Applicant’s - ears.   

And that is how our 4th bedroom turned into an Accessory Dwelling Unit. 

----- 

If I could go back in time to the Spring of 2015, I would have told myself to run away from 416 Napa st and instead 

figure out a way to beg, borrow and steal enough resources to be able to buy a move-in ready home that fit the needs 

of our family.  The stress, financial strain, damage that this seven-year ordeal has caused myself and my family was 

so far beyond even the most worst-case scenarios that I could imagine at the time.   

But that’s the past.  Its now 2022, and we are living in our home.  All that work, stress, spent money is behind us.  

And now we’re here.  For the last 4 years prior to moving in, we had been renting here in Sausalito.  Our oldest son 

thrived at Bayside MLK and is doing great at the newly-integrated school.  Our youngest will attend the same school 

in about a year.  My wife is playing an ever-increasing role in the school system.  Our family had a great time at the 

most recent 4th of July festival – this town knows how to throw a party!  We look forward to getting the boys out on 
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CUP/DR 99-111

CUP/DR 99‐111, Amendment of a Conditional 
Use Permit, Design Review Permit, Westcore 
Marin, 441‐475 Coloma Street

Design Review Permit for the replacement of 
two existing panel antennas with two new 
panel antennas on the rooftop screened within 
a faux chimney structure; installation of a new 
GPS reception antenna and two new Remote 
Radio Units on the rooftop (screened with a 
new structure) and the addition of a battery  4‐Sep‐13 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 N N 13:28:00 20 min 46 sec Maria Miller Sprint N Approved Approved Approved

DR 08-003

DR 08‐003, Amendment to previously‐
approved Design Review Permit,Puntsag, 147 
Edwards Avenue

An amendment of the previously‐approved 
Design Review Permit DR‐08‐003 to allow the 
after‐the‐fact relocation of air 4‐Sep‐13 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y N 49:24:00 10 min 37 sec Rich Brunelle Y Approved Approved Approved

DR/TRP 13-135

DR/TRP 13‐135, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, City of Sausalito, (Lycee 
Francais) 100 Ebbtide Avenue

Permit for a local enhancement project 
involving the installation of a new playground 
at Martin Luther King Park (APN 063‐170‐03) 
which would include perimeter fencing with 
access gates, drinking fountains, a seat wall, 
outdoor education area, landscaping, play 
structures and Americans with Disabilities  4‐Sep‐13 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 1 3 N N 1:01:55 1 hr 17 min 1

Bruce Huff, Ray Buddie,Eric 
Fruge N Denied

proposed project is totally in 
contradiction to the general 
plan Approved

DR/SP 12-289

DR/SP 12‐289, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Schoonmaker Point Marina, 85 Liberty 
Ship Way

square foot floor area addition and three foot 
height increase to the existing Harbor Master 
building at the Schoonmaker Point Marina 
located at 85 Liberty Ship Way (APN 063‐080‐
06 and 07). The applicant is also requesting a 
Sign Permit to install a new wall sign and a 
window sign totaling approximately 16 square  September 18,2013 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain N N 16:31 1 hr 8 min Y Neil Sorenson Larry Walter N Continued

properly installed;provide 
information on the project's 
soils report and original 
conditional use permit;and 
investigate the anticipated 
project requirements by the Bay 
Conservation and Development  Continued

properly installed;provide 
information on the project's 
soils report and original 
conditional use permit;and 
investigate the anticipated 
project requirements by the Bay 
Conservation and Development  Continued

properly installed;provide 
information on the project's 
soils report and original 
conditional use permit;and 
investigate the anticipated 
project requirements by the Bay 
Conservation and Development 

DR/SP 12-289

DR/SP 12‐289, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Schoonmaker Point Marina, 85 Liberty 
Ship Way

square foot floor area addition and three foot 
height increase to the existing Harbor Master 
building at the Schoonmaker Point Marina 
located at 85 Liberty Ship Way (APN 063‐080‐
06 and 07). The applicant is also requesting a 
Sign Permit to install a new wall sign and a 
window sign totaling approximately 16 square  October 2,2013 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y Y 2:27 19 min 52 sec Larry Walter N Approved Approved Approved

DR/EA/TM/TRP 13‐098, Design Review Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement,Tentative Minor 
Subdivision Map, Tree Removal Permit, 
Harrison Ventures,LLC, 100 Harrison Avenue.

existing single‐family residence and 
construction of three detached single‐family 
dwellings; a Tentative Minor Subdivision Map 
to subdivide one parcel into a common interest 
development with three condominium units 
and one common area; a Tree Removal Permit 
to remove 10 protected trees; and a  October 2,2013 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y Y 22:19 2 hr 26 min 1 Roger Hartley Y Approved Approved Approved

DR/AMD 11‐362, Design Review Permit, Bank 
of America, 750 Bridgeway

Design Review Permit for a modification to a 
previously approved project to allow for the 
replication of the existing mosaic tile mural 
located on the north elevation of the building 
at 750 Bridgeway October 16,2013 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y N 3:00 16 min Gensler Architects N Approved Approved Approved

DR/NCP 13‐262, Design Review Permit, Non‐
Conformity Permit, City of Sausalito, 500 Block 
of Bridgeway

Design Review Permit and Non‐Conformity 
Permit to rehabilitate a fishing pier for use as a 
shore‐based recreational fishing and passive 
waterfront access in the 500 block of 
Bridgeway immediately south of the Trident 
restaurant (APN 065‐172‐03) October 16,2013 Y Y Y Y Y Y Denied 5 Y N 19:00 1 hr 25 min 3 1 Andy Davidson Y Denied

Timing for usage of fund source 
is so limited. Denied

Irrational and illogical to build a 
little spot along a road that is 
going to be underwater Denied

Proposed project is standing 
right next to the most beautiful 
and historic building in the city. 
With regards to the obstruction 
of public views, it will impair its 
beauty.

CUP/DR 97‐03, Conditional Use Permit, Design 
Review Permit, California Department of 
Transportation, Rodeo and Highway 101

Amendment to a Conditional Use Permit and 
Design Review Permit to modify a condition of 
approval in Planning Commission Resolution 
No. 2013‐06 (approved February20, 2013) at a 
wireless site on Caltrans right‐of‐way October 16,2013 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y N 1:44:49 18 min and 1 sec N Approved Approved Approved

DR/VA/EA/TRP 13‐196, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Encroachment Agreement, Tree 
Removal Permit, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue

‐ Approval of a Design Review Permit with 
Heightened Design Review findings
to allow modifications in the existing dwelling;
‐ Approval of Variances to the floor area ratio 
(FAR), building coverage, and
impervious surface standards;
‐ Approval of a Tree Removal Permit; and October 16,2013 Y Y Y Y Y Y Denied 5 Y Y 2:02:50 57 min 46 sec Martin Bernstein Y Denied

The proposed project is not 
consistent especially with the 
differences in variance. Denied

The proposed project is not 
consistent especially with the 
differences in variance. Denied

The proposed project is not 
consistent especially with the 
differences in variance.

DR/NCP 13‐262, Design Review Permit, Non‐
Conformity Permit, City of Sausalito, 500 Block 
of Bridgeway

Design Review Permit and Non‐Conformity 
Permit to rehabilitate a fishing pier for use as a 
shore‐based recreational fishing and passive 
waterfront access in the 500 block of 
Bridgeway immediately south of the Trident 
restaurant (APN 065‐172‐03) November 6,2013 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y N 8:14 53 min 2 sec 4 2 N Approved Approved Approved

DR/VA/EA/TRP 13‐196, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Encroachment Agreement, Tree 
Removal Permit, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue

Request for a Design Review Permit,Variance, 
Tree Removal Permit and Encroachment 
Agreement for improvements to an existing 
nonconforming dwelling for the property 
located at 22 Atwood Avenue (APN 065‐203‐
02) November 6,2013 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y N 1:02:40 3 min 37 sec Martin Bernstein Y Approved Approved Approved

MODIFICATION OF DR/VA 05‐069, Design 
Review Permit, Variance, Abbassi, 315 North 
Street

Request for a modification to a Condition of 
Approval for a previously‐approved Design 
Review Permit and Variance for the property 
located at 315 North Street (APN 065‐235‐17) November 6,2013 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Uncertain Y N 1:04:55 3 min 39 sec 1 Y Continued

Additional Information is 
needed prior to the item being 
brought before the Planning 
Commission. Continued

Additional Information is 
needed prior to the item being 
brought before the Planning 
Commission. Continued

Additional Information is 
needed prior to the item being 
brought before the Planning 
Commission.

DR/SP/EA 13‐276, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Encroachment Agreement, JCG Trust of 
2007 ETAL, 42‐42 1/2 Caledonia Street (APN 
065‐055‐06)

Design Review permit and Sign Permit to allow 
the installation of two awnings with business 
identification signage and a recommendation 
of City Council approval of an Encroachment 
Agreement to allow the awnings to encroach 
over the sidewalk fronting 42‐42 1/2 Caledonia 
Street (APN 065‐055‐06) November 6,2013 Y Y Y Y Approved 3 N N 1:07:18 7 min N Approved Approved Approved

DR 13‐232,Design Review Permit, Yee, 619 
Coloma Street

Design Review Permit with Heightened Design 
Review to allow for the remodel and additions 
to an existing single‐family dwelling that will 
add approximately 560 square feet of new 
floor area and an enclosed single car garage at 
619 Coloma Street (APN 064‐061‐12) November 6,2013 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 N Y 1:15:15 8 min 25 sec Richard Jow N Approved Approved Approved

DR 13‐198, Design Review Permit, Henry, 660 
Bridgeway

Request for a Design Review Permit to allow 
for the exterior remodel of the building located 
within the Downtown Historic Overlay Zoning 
District at 660 Bridgeway (065‐133‐25) November 13,2013 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y N 0:01 21 min 54 sec Bryan Southwick Cass Calder Smith Architects N Approved Approved

DR/SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, City of Suasilito, Various Locations

Permit for the installation of six Wayfinding 
signs to be located within the public rights‐of‐
way at the following locations: ‐ 
Bridgeway/Princess Street
‐ Ferry landing
‐ Bridgeway/Johnson Street
‐ Bridgeway/Ensign Street/San Carlos  November 13,2013 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Uncertain Y N 23:00 2 hrs 7 mins 1 N Continued

To return on a future agenda 
with the sandwich board/a‐
frame signage issue. Continued

To return on a future agenda 
with the sandwich board/a‐
frame signage issue.

DR/SP 13‐213, Design Review Permit, 
Bridgeway Blvd., LLC,675 Bridgeway

Request for a Design Review Permit and Sign 
Permit to allow for a 5.7square foot hanging 
sign in the entry alcove of a future Chase Bank 
branch located in the Downtown Historic 
Zoning District at 675 Bridgeway (065‐131‐06) November 13,2013 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 1 3 N N 2:31:41 1 hr Louise Werbe Approved Approved

DR/VA 05‐069, DesignReview Permit, Variance, 
Abbassi, 315 North Street

Request for an amendment of the Conditions 
of Approval for the previously‐approved 
Design Review Permit and Variance for the 
property located at 315 North Street (APN 065‐
235‐17). Continued fromthe November 6,2013 
meeting. December 4,2013 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y N 0:31:30 1 hr 23 min 2 Barry Peterson 300A Art & Architecture Y Approved Approved Approved

DR 13‐184, Design Review Permit,Solomon, 
130 Prospect Avenue

Design Review Permit for an increase in roof 
height to allow for the installation of an 
elevator in an existing single‐family residence 
located at 130 Prospect Avenue (APN 065‐191‐
63) December 4,2013 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y N 1:54:38 1 hr 49 min Jacques Ullman N Approved Approved Approved

DR/TM/CUP/TR/EA 13‐071,Design Review 
Permit, Tentative Minor Subdivision Map, 
Conditional Use Permit, Tree Removal Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement,McGuire,60/62 
Marion Avenue

two detached single‐family dwellings on a 
single parcel, a Tentative Minor Subdivision 
Map to subdivide the parcel into a common 
interest development for a condominium with 
two units and one common area,Tree Removal 
Permit to remove 18 protective trees, and 
recommendation for City Council approval of  December 4,2013 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 2 3 N N 2:08:00 2 hr 24 min 3 4 Peter McGuire, Marty Zwick N Approved Approved Denied

The design is insensitive and is 
too small for a home.

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit,Childs, 274 Glen Avenue

Design Review Permit and Tree Removal 
Permit December 18,2013 Y Y Y Y Approved 3 N N 1:25 1 min 5 sec N Continued

Applicant requested to move on 
January 22,2014 to allow 
additional time to consider 
public and primary issues.

DR 13‐322, Design Review Permit, Levin,168 
Harrison Avenue

Design Review Permit for a 6 foot high, black 
metal, vertical rail fence on the perimeter of 
the residential property (aka Tanglewood) on 
the City's Local Historic Register at 168 
Harrison Avenue (APN 065‐091‐10) January 22,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y N 5:00 51 min 40 sec 1 1 Mark Hulbert Preservation Architecture N Approved Approved Approved

DR/NC 10‐377, Design Review Permit, Non‐
Conformity, CMSC Ventures, LLC,801 
Bridgeway

Design Review Permit to allow the after‐the‐
fact demolition of an outbuilding and 
modification of the previously approved 
landscape and hardscape plan for the Casa 
Madrona Hotel at 801 Bridgeway (APN 065‐
063‐46) January 22,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Uncertain Y Y 0:57:20 1 hr 11 min 1 Scott Maas Safdie Rabines Architects Y Approved Approved Approved

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit,Palmira Investments,LLC, 274 
Glen Drive

Design Review Permit and Tree Removal 
Permit to demolish an existing non‐conforming 
duplex,construct a single‐family dwelling, and 
remove two protected trees at 274 Glen Drive 
(APN 065‐102‐14). Continued from December 
18, 2013 meeting. January 22,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Certain Y Y 2:13:43 1 hr 10 min 5 Douglas Childs Tactics Studio N Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns of the 
Commission including the 
carport roof and the height of 
the living room portion of the 
residence. Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns of the 
Commission including the 
carport roof and the height of 
the living room portion of the 
residence.

DR/EA 13‐297, Design Review 
Permit,Encroachment Agreement, Irwin‐Mark, 
509 Johnson Street

existing single‐family dwelling totaling 
approximately 979 square feet of floor area 
and a recommendation to the City Council for 
the approval of an Encroachment Agreement 
in order to allow the construction of a 
retaining wall within the Johnson Street public 
right‐of‐way fronting the property at 509  February 5,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain N N 2:47 5 min 50 sec N Continued

To correct a public noticing 
error regarding the applicant's 
request for a conditional use 
permit to allow tandem parking. Continued

To correct a public noticing 
error regarding the applicant's 
request for a conditional use 
permit to allow tandem parking. Continued

To correct a public noticing 
error regarding the applicant's 
request for a conditional use 
permit to allow tandem parking.

DR/VA 13‐235, Design Review Permit, 
Variance,Yee,619 Coloma Street

Design Review Permit to allow a design 
modification to a previously approved Design 
Review Permit (DR 13‐235) and a Variance to 
allow an addition to encroach within the right 
side yard setback for the residence at 619 
Coloma Street (APN 064‐061‐12) February 5,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Y Denied 4 Y Y 8:40 25 min 10 sec Richard Jow Y Denied

The factors considered are all 
physical. The ordinance does 
not give us the latitude to 
approve it. Denied

The only thing that is really 
impacted is the size of the room 
and the courtyard. Other 
factors are not being 
considered. Denied

Zoning inconsistencies and 
issues were not addressed.

ZOA 10‐355, Standard for Mult‐Family Zoned 
Properties, City of Sausalito

regarding the standards and regulations for 
residences in the Multi‐Family (R‐2‐2.5 and R‐
3) Zoning Districts. The proposed regulations 
would decrease the allowable floor area, 
building coverage and impervious surfaces of 
any single dwelling unit. The total maximum 
allowable amount of floor area, building  February 5,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 N Y 0:33:57 2 hr 3 min 1 N Approved Approved Approved

DR/SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, City of Sausalito

installation of six Wayfinding signs located 
within the public right‐of‐way at the following 
locations: ‐Bridgeway/Princess Street ‐Ferry 
Landing ‐Bridgeway/Johnson Street ‐
Bridgeway/Ensign St./San Carlos 
Avenue/Caledonia Street ‐Ice House – 
Bridgeway/Bay Street ‐Dunphy Park –  February 26,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Y

Continued (public hearing 
regarding the Wayfinding Sign 
Program) 3 Date Uncertain Y N Video cannot be played Video cannot be played Jonathan Goldman N Continued

To allow the chamber and DPW 
time to provide additional 
information relative to the 
concerns given. Continued

To allow the chamber and DPW 
time to provide additional 
information relative to the 
concerns given. Continued

To allow the chamber and DPW 
time to provide additional 
information relative to the 
concerns given.

Continued (public hearings for 
509 Johnson Street (Item 4) and 
206 Third Street (Item 5) 5 Date Certain Y N Video cannot be played Video cannot be played N Continued Continued

Continued (public hearings for 
509 Johnson Street (Item 4) and 
206 Third Street (Item 5) Continued

Continued (public hearings for 
509 Johnson Street (Item 4) and 
206 Third Street (Item 5)

DR/CUP/EA 13‐297, Design Review Permit, 
Conditional Use Permit,Encroachment 
Agreement, Irwin and Mark, 509 Johnson 
Street

existing single‐family dwelling totaling 
approximately 984 square feet of floor area, a 
Conditional Use Permit to allow tandem 
parking, and a recommendation to the City 
Council for approval of an Encroachment 
Agreement to allow construction of a retaining 
wall within the Johnson Street public right‐of‐ March 12,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 3 N N Video cannot be played Video cannot be played Michael Rex Michael Rex Architects N

NO (Didn't vote continue or 
deny) Approved Approved

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, Palmira Investments, 274 
Glen Avenue

Design Review Permit and Tree Removal 
Permit to demolish an existing duplex, remove 
two protected trees, and construct a single‐
family dwelling located at 274 Glen Avenue 
(APN 065‐102‐14). Continued from January 22, 
2014 meeting. March 12,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain Y Y Video cannot be played Video cannot be played N Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns of the 
commission including the 
carport roof and height of living 
room. Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns of the 
commission including the 
carport roof and height of living 
room. Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns of the 
commission including the 
carport roof and height of living 
room.

DR/TRP 13‐122, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, Vanderlinden, 206 Third 
Street

Design Review Permit and Tree Removal 
Permit to demolish the existing two‐story 
single‐family residence and construct a new 
two‐story single‐family residence on property 
located on 206 Third Street (APN 065‐238‐47). 
Continued from the February 26, 2014 
meeting. March 12,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y N Video cannot be played Video cannot be played Michael Heacock N Approved Approved

DR/VA/TRP/EA 14‐006, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue.

Removal Permit to allow for modifications and 
additions to the existing nonconforming 
dwelling at 22 Atwood Avenue (APN 065‐203‐
02). The resulting four‐story structure will total 
1,719 square feet of floor area with three 
floors of living area above a two‐car garage. A 
Variance is requested to exceed the maximum  March 12,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Certain Y N Video cannot be played Video cannot be played Y Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address the Heightened Design 
Review Findings. Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address the Heightened Design 
Review Findings.

DR/VA/TRP/EA 14‐006, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue.

Removal Permit to allow for modifications and 
additions to the existing, non‐conforming 
dwelling at 22 Atwood Avenue (APN 065‐203‐
02). The resulting four‐story structure will total 
1,719 square feet of floor area with three 
floors of living area above a two‐car garage. A 
Variance is requested to exceed the maximum  March 26,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Uncertain Y N 1:27:59 1 hr 12 min Martin Bernstein Y Continued

Further time for applicant to 
address all concerns especially 
the Heightened Design Findings. Continued

Further time for applicant to 
address all concerns especially 
the Heightened Design Findings.

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, McCurdy, 19 Toyon.

Design Review Permit and Tree Removal 
Permit for the remodel of an existing single‐
family residence into a two‐story single‐family 
residence. April 16,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Uncertain Y N 0:03:23 1 min 4 sec N Continued

to allow Historic Landmarks 
Board review of the project. Continued

to allow Historic Landmarks 
Board review of the project.

DR/VA/TRP 06‐069, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, McLaughlin, 
919, 921, 923 Bridgeway.

Time Extension for a previously approved 
Design Review, Variance and Tree Removal 
Permit for the demolition of an existing duplex 
and the new construction of three detached 
residences. April 16,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y N 4:28 1 min 24 sec Jim Malott Y Approved Approved

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review, Tree Removal 
Permit, Palmira Investments, 274 Glen Avenue.

A Design Review Permit and Tree Removal 
Permit to demolish an existing duplex, remove 
two protected trees, and construct a 
singlefamily dwelling located at 274 Glen 
Avenue (APN 065‐102‐14). April 16,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y N 0:25:03 42 min 9 sec 3 Linda Hothem, Douglas Childs N Approved Approved

DR/SP/EA 14‐030, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Encroachment Agreement, Nadjibi, 755 
Bridgeway

the installation of an awning and identification 
signage and a recommendation to the City 
Council for approval of an Encroachment 
Agreement to allow an awning to encroach five 
feet into the Bridgeway public right‐of‐way on 
the building located in the Downtown Historic 
Overlay Zoning District at 755 Bridgeway (APN  April 30,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y N 4:50 50 min 20 sec Bahram Nazarian Barcelino N Approved

NO (Didn't vote continue or 
deny)

TM/CCP/DR/TRP/EA 13‐139, Tentative Map, 
Condo Conversion Permit, Design Review 
Permit, Tree Removal Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Rushford, 420 & 422 Napa Street 
& 114 Filbert Avenue

A Tentative Map, a Condo Conversion Permit, a 
Design Review Permit, a Tree Removal Permit, 
and an Encroachment Agreement to convert 
three single‐family residences on a single 
parcel into three condominiums with a 
common area parcel. April 30,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Uncertain Y N 2:04:32 1 min 8 sec N Continued

Staff recommended to continue 
hearing to a date uncertain in 
accordance w/applicant's 
request. Continued

Staff recommended to continue 
hearing to a date uncertain in 
accordance w/applicant's 
request.

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA, General Plan 
Amendment, Zoning Ordinance Amendment, 
Planned Development, Tentative Map, Design 
Review Permit, Condominium Conversion, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street.

Condominiums Initial Environmental 
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 
(IES/MND) released for public comment on 
April 1, 2014. The IES/MND analyzes the 
potential environmental impacts of the 
proposed modification of the existing 
commercial building at 201 Bridgeway into  April 30,2014 Y Y Y Y

Public Hearing only. The public 
comment period is scheduled to
conclude at the May 14, 2014 
Planning Commission meeting. Y Y 2:06:00 45 min 13 sec Michael Rex Michael Rex Architects N

Public Hearing only. The public 
comment period is scheduled to
conclude at the May 14, 2014 
Planning Commission meeting.

TM/CCP/DR/EA 13‐139, Tentative Map, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, Design 
Review Permit, Encroachment Agreement, 
Rushford, Russo, Johnson, Haitani, 420 & 422 
Napa Street & 114 Filbert Avenue

Permit, Design Review Permit, and an 
Encroachment Agreement to convert three 
single‐family residences on a single parcel into 
three condominiums with a common area 
parcel and recommendation of City Council 
approval of an Encroachment Agreement to 
construct a new retaining wall within the Napa  May 14,2014 Y Y Y Y Y

Review Permit, subject to the 
following additional Condition 
of Approval: A sidewalk shall be 
constructed to connect the 
upper and lower existing 
sidewalks, subject to approval 
of the plans by the Department  4 Y N Video cannot be played Video cannot be played Mark Rushford N Approved Approved

Approved: approval of an 
Encroachment Agreement.

4 Approved Approved

Continued: Continue the public 
hearing for a Tentative Map and 
Condominium
Conversion Permit to a date 
uncertain 4 Date Uncertain Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
a Tentative Map and 
Condominium Conversion 
Permit to a date uncertain Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
a Tentative Map and 
Condominium Conversion 
Permit to a date uncertain

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Amendment, Zoning Ordinance 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

Condominiums Initial Environmental 
Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration 
(IES/MND). The IES/MND analyzes the 
potential environmental impacts of the 
proposed modification of the existing 
commercial building at 201 Bridgeway into 
seven residential condominiums and the  May 14,2014 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Certain Y Y Video cannot be played Video cannot be played Ben Noble PlaceWorks N Continued

Commissioner Cleveland‐
Knowles requested the motion 
be amended to continue the 
hearing to the meeting of May 
28, 2014.

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA, General Plan 
Amendment, Zoning Ordinance Amendment, 
Planned Development Permit, Tentative Map, 
Design Review Permit, Condominium 
Conversion Permit, Encroachment Agreement, 
Kashef, 201 Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

Amendment of Zoning Map, Planned 
Development Permit, Tentative Map, Design 
Review Permit, Condominium Conversion 
Permit, and Encroachment Agreement for the 
proposed modifications of the existing 
commercial building at 201 Bridgeway into 
seven residential condominiums and the  May 14,2014 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Certain Y Y Video cannot be played Video cannot be played Ben Noble PlaceWorks N Continued

To accept public comments & 
continue public hearing on May 
28.

DR/CUP 14‐113, Design Review Permit, 
Conditional Use Permit, Bridgeway Marina 
Corp. and City of Sausalito, 225 Locust 
Street/Foot of Locust Street/Humboldt Right‐of‐
Way

for non‐motorized watercraft located in the 
City right‐of‐way at the foot of Locust Street, 
and a Conditional Use Permit to allow Sea Trek 
to fulfill their parking requirement with off‐site 
parking in City Lot Parking 5 (Humboldt right‐of‐
way) and to allow Sea Trek to provide dry boat 
storage at 225 Locust Street (APN 065‐031‐01.)  May 28,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Uncertain Y N 4:34 1 min 30 sec 49 N Continued

applicant had requested the 
public hearing for 225 Locust 
Street/Foot of Locust 
Street/Humboldt Right‐of‐Way 
be continued to a date 
uncertain Continued

applicant had requested the 
public hearing for 225 Locust 
Street/Foot of Locust 
Street/Humboldt Right‐of‐Way 
be continued to a date 
uncertain Continued

applicant had requested the 
public hearing for 225 Locust 
Street/Foot of Locust 
Street/Humboldt Right‐of‐Way 
be continued to a date 
uncertain

DR‐SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, City of Sausalito, WayFinding Sign 
Program

installation of six way‐finding signs located 
within the public right‐of‐way at the following 
locations: Bridgeway/Princess Street Ferry 
Landing Bridgeway/Johnson Street 
Bridgeway/Ensign St./San Carlos 
Ave./Caledonia St. Ice House – Bridgeway/Bay 
Street Dunphy Park – Bridgeway/Napa Street May 28,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain Y N 5:36 1 min 11 sec N Continued HLB did not have a quorum Continued HLB did not have a quorum Continued HLB did not have a quorum

CUP/SP/DR/EA, Conditional Use Permit, Sign 
Permit, Design Review Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Madrigal Family Winery, 819 
Bridgeway

existing building for a wine tasting room; a Sign 
Permit and Design Review Permit for the use of 
an existing projecting sign; and a 
recommendation for City Council approval of 
an Encroachment Agreement to allow an 
existing sign to project into the public rightof‐
way at 819 Bridgeway (APN 065‐063‐24). May 28,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Y

Approved: approve a 
Conditional Use Permit, Design 
Review Permit and Sign
Permit for 819 Bridgeway 5 Y N 6:56 17 min 35 sec N Approved Approved Approved

Approved: approval of an 
Encroachment Agreement for 
819 Bridgeway 5 Approved Approved Approved

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

Environmental Study/Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (IES/MND). The IES/MND analyzes 
the potential environmental impacts of the 
proposed modification of the existing 
commercial building at 201 Bridgeway into 
seven residential condominiums and the 
modification of the existing single‐family  May 28,2014 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Certain Y Y 23:48 3 hr 20 min N Continued

Staff recommended to continue 
the hearing on the IES/MND to 
June 4.

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

Amendment of Zoning Map, Planned 
Development Permit, Tentative Map, Design 
Review Permit, Condominium Conversion 
Permit, and Encroachment Agreement for the 
proposed modification of the existing 
commercial building at 201 Bridgeway into 
seven residential condominiums and the  May 28,2014 Y Y Y Y Public Hearing Only. Y Y 3:44:41 3 min 9 sec 5 6 Ben Noble PlaceWorks N

ZP 14‐074,Occuptional Use 
Permit,Nucifora,707 Bridgeway

Appeal of an administrative decision by the 
Community Development Director to deny an 
Occupational Use Permit for a bakery in an 
existing commercial building located at 707 
Bridgeway (APN 065‐34‐01) May 28,2014 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Certain N N 3:44:41 3 min 9 sec N Continued

Staff recommended the public 
hearing be continued

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, Grattan and McCurdy, 19 
Toyon

Design Review Permit and Tree Removal 
Permit for the remodel of an existing single‐
family residence into a two‐story singlefamily 
residence. June 4,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Certain Y N 4:10 1 hr 40 min N Continued

Director Graves indicated the 
item needed to be considered 
by the Historic Landmarks 
Board at its June 11, 2014 
meeting before coming to the 
Planning Commission and 
recommended the Commission  Continued

Director Graves indicated the 
item needed to be considered 
by the Historic Landmarks 
Board at its June 11, 2014 
meeting before coming to the 
Planning Commission and 
recommended the Commission  Continued

Director Graves indicated the 
item needed to be considered 
by the Historic Landmarks 
Board at its June 11, 2014 
meeting before coming to the 
Planning Commission and 
recommended the Commission 

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

Environmental Study/Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (IES/MND). The IES/MND analyzes 
the potential environmental impacts of the 
proposed modification of the existing 
commercial building at 201 Bridgeway into 
seven residential condominiums and the 
modification of the existing single‐family  June 4,2014 Y Y Y

remaining the Commission did 
not have a quorum and would 
not be able to take action, 
including continuing the item, 
on Items 2 and 3. However, the 
Commission would hear public 
comment, give feedback, and  Y Y 1:26:50 22 min 24 sec Ben Noble PlaceWorks N

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street.

Amendment of Zoning Map, Planned 
Development Permit, Tentative Map, Design 
Review Permit, Condominium Conversion 
Permit, and Encroachment Agreement for the 
proposed modification of the existing 
commercial building at 201 Bridgeway into 
seven residential condominiums and the  June 4,2014 Y Y Y

remaining the Commission did 
not have a quorum and would 
not be able to take action, 
including continuing the item, 
on Items 2 and 3. However, the 
Commission would hear public 
comment, give feedback, and  Y Y 1:50:14 3 min 22 sec Ben Noble PlaceWorks N

DR/SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Way‐Finding Sign Program, City of 
Sausalito.

installation of six way‐finding signs located 
within the public right‐of‐way at the following 
locations: Bridgeway/Princess Street Ferry 
Landing Bridgeway/Johnson Street 
Bridgeway/Ensign St./San Carlos 
Ave./Caledonia St. Ice House – Bridgeway/Bay 
Street Dunphy Park – Bridgeway/Napa Street June 18,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y N 6:47 1 hr 4 min N Approved

NO (Didn't vote continue or 
denied)

NO (Didn't vote continue or 
denied)

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, 19 Toyon Partners, 19 Toyon 
Lane

Design Review Permit and Tree Removal 
Permit for a two‐story addition on an existing 
single‐family residence. Public hearing 
continued from June 4, 2014 meeting. June 18,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Uncertain Y N 1:16:55 1 hr 2 min Bruce Burman Jazz Builders, Inc. N Continued

To continue for further 
evaluation. Continued

To continue for further 
evaluation. Continued

To continue for further 
evaluation.

DR/VA 04‐038, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Woodrow, 9 Edwards Avenue.

Environmental Study/Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (IES/MND). The IES/MND analyzes 
the potential environmental impacts of an 
after‐the‐fact Design Review Permit and two 
Variances for a 10‐foot high retaining wall and 
patio constructed without permits in the side 
yard setback and an after‐the‐fact Tree  June 18,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain Y Y 2:18:26 30 min 20 sec Y Continued

To continue for further 
evaluation. Continued

To continue for further 
evaluation. Continued

To continue for further 
evaluation.

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

Environmental Study/Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (IES/MND). The IES/MND analyzes 
the potential environmental impacts of the 
proposed modification of the existing 
commercial building at 201 Bridgeway into 
seven residential condominiums and the 
modification of the existing single‐family  June 18,2014 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Certain Y Y 2:50:00 1 hr 33 min Steve Noack PlaceWorks N Continued

Direct staff to prepare for a 
resolution.

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

Amendment of Zoning Map, Planned 
Development Permit, Tentative Map, Design 
Review Permit, Condominium Conversion 
Permit, and Encroachment Agreement for the 
proposed modification of the existing 
commercial building at 201 Bridgeway into 
seven residential condominiums and the  June 18,2014 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Certain Y Y 3:17:16 1 hr 32 min Ben Noble PlaceWorks N Continued

Review the revised project 
plans and draft conditions of 
approval; provide direction on 
any appropriate modifications; 
and continue the hearing to 
Planning Commission meeting 
on July 2.

DR/LLA 12‐295, Design Review Permit, Lot Line 
Adjustment, Cazneau LLC, 92/94 Cazneau 
Avenue

Design Review Permit and Lot Line Adjustment 
to convert an existing carport into a garage and 
change the roof from a flat roof to a pitched 
roof at 92/94 Cazneau Avenue (APN 065‐101‐
32). July 2,2014 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Certain Y N 4:18 1 min 6 sec N Continued

Community Development 
Director Graves indicated that 
the applicant had requested the 
public hearing for 92/94 
Cazneau Avenue be continued 
to the meeting of July 30, 2014. Continued

Community Development 
Director Graves indicated that 
the applicant had requested the 
public hearing for 92/94 
Cazneau Avenue be continued 
to the meeting of July 30, 2014.

DR/VA 04‐038, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Woodrow, 9 Edwards Avenue

Environmental Study/Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (IES/MND). The IES/MND analyzes 
the potential environmental impacts of an 
after‐the‐fact Design Review Permit and two 
Variances for a 10‐foot high retaining wall and 
patio constructed without permits in the side 
yard setback and an after‐the‐fact Tree  July 2,2014 Y Y Y Y No vote was made Y N 5:29 21 min 16 sec Y Peter Kleinbrodt Y



Project_ID Project_title Project_detail Meeting_date Design_review_yn Active_present_cox active_present_werner active_present_blair active_present_keegan active_present_Graef active_present_nichols
active_present_cleveland_kno
wles active_present_pierce active_present_kelman active_present_fried active_present_feller PC_vote number_denied number_continued number_approved Date_certain_or_uncertain draft_resolution_present_yn Heightened_review_yn start_time length_time number_opposition_letters number_support_letters

Opposition_attorney_present_
yn Sponsor_attorney_present_yn Opposition_attory_name Sponsor_attorney_name Sponsor_architect architect_firm variance_requested_yn vote_cox vote_cox_comments vote_werner vote_werner_comments vote_blair vote_blair_comments vote_keegin vote_keegin_comments vote_graef

DR 14‐089, Design Review Permit, City of 
Sausalito, 216 and 224 Bulkley Avenue

Design Review Permit for installation of two 
new streetlights within the Bulkley Avenue 
right‐of‐way opposite the properties at 216 
and 224 Bulkley Avenue (APNs 065‐063‐03 and 
065‐063‐36). July 2,2014 Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y N 0:26:55 30 min 55 sec Bob Branz N Approved Approved

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

Environmental Study/Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (IES/MND). The IES/MND analyzes 
the potential environmental impacts of the 
proposed modification of the existing 
commercial building at 201 Bridgeway into 
seven residential condominiums and the 
modification of the existing single‐family  July 2,2014 Y Y Y

because there were only two 
Commissioners present the 
Commission could not take 
action on the Items 5 and 6, 
however, the Commission 
would hear the staff 
presentations, take public  Y Y 0:56:30 4 min 18 sec Steve Noack PlaceWorks N

because there were only two 
Commissioners present the 
Commission could not take 
action on the Items 5 and 6, 
however, the Commission 
would hear the staff 
presentations, take public 

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

Amendment of Zoning Map, Planned 
Development Permit, Tentative Map, Design 
Review Permit, Condominium Conversion 
Permit, and Encroachment Agreement for the 
proposed modification of the existing 
commercial building at 201 Bridgeway into 
seven residential condominiums and the  July 2,2014 Y Y Y

because there were only two 
Commissioners present the 
Commission could not take 
action on the Items 5 and 6, 
however, the Commission 
would hear the staff 
presentations, take public  Y Y 1:30:18 1 hr 11 min Steve Noack PlaceWorks N

because there were only two 
Commissioners present the 
Commission could not take 
action on the Items 5 and 6, 
however, the Commission 
would hear the staff 
presentations, take public 

DR/VAR 10‐377, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, CMSC Ventures, LLC, 801 Bridgeway

Review Permit for: an after‐the‐fact demolition 
of an accessory outbuilding; an after‐the‐fact 
relocation of heat pump units with associated 
screening to a location north of the Casa 
Madrona Mansion; and installation of A/C 
condensing units for Cottages/Outbuildings. An 
after‐the‐fact Variance for changed height  July 16,2014 Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y N 3:19 1 hr 3 min Scott Mass Y Approved Approved

DR/VA/TRP 04‐038, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, Woodrow, 9 
Edwards Avenue

(APN 065‐302‐74): Design Review Permit. To 
allow a ten‐foot high stucco wall covered with 
vegetation, as well as a patio and an 
approximately 42‐inch safety railing. Variances. 
To allow a ten‐foot high retaining wall with an 
approximately 42‐inch safety railing and an 
elevated patio to be located within a side yard  July 16,2014 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Certain Y N 1:37:26 1 hr 6 min 1 1 Y Continued

To continue the public hearinh 
on the project's entitlement to 
July 30. Continued

To continue the public hearinh 
on the project's entitlement to 
July 30.

UP/DR 98‐107, Conditional Use Permit, Design 
Review Permit, City of Sausalito, 300 Spencer 
Avenue

An amendment of a Conditional Use Permit 
and Design Review Permit for the replacement 
of three existing panel antennas with three 
new panel antennas and associated coaxial 
cables on the lattice tower structure at the 
Spencer Fire Station (Fire Station No. 2) at 300 
Spencer Avenue (APN 065‐181‐44). July 16,2014 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Uncertain Y N 2:31:35 17 min 5 sec Allen Fink On Air LLC N Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns/issues 
regarding the project. Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns/issues 
regarding the project.

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, 19 Toyon Partners, LLC, 19 
Toyon Lane.

Design Review Permit and Tree Removal 
Permit for a two‐story addition on the existing 
single‐family residence at 19 Toyon Lane (APN 
064‐232‐05). July 16,2014 Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y N 2:50:10 1 hr 44 min Bruce Burman Jazz Buildrs,Inc. N Approved Approved

Woodrow Retaining Wall, 9 Edwards Avenue – 
Design Review Permit, Variances, Tree 
Removal Permit, DR/VA/TRP 04‐038.

065‐302‐74): 1. Design Review Permit to allow 
a ten‐foot high stucco wall covered with 
vegetation, as well as a patio and an 
approximately 42‐inch safety railing. 2. 
Variances to allow a ten‐foot high retaining 
wall with an approximately 42‐ inch safety 
railing and an elevated patio to be located  July 30,2014 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Certain N N 19:10 27 min 22 sec Y Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns/issues 
regarding the project.

VALHALLA RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS/201 
BRIDGEWAY & 206 SECOND STREET 
(GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150), Kashef, 
201 Bridgeway & 206 Second Street.

Environmental Study/Mitigated Negative 
Declaration (IES/MND). The IES/MND analyzes 
the potential environmental impacts of the 
proposed modification of the existing 
commercial building at 201 Bridgeway into 
seven residential condominiums and the 
modification of the existing single‐family  July 30,2014 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Certain N N 47:42:00 1 hr 13 min Michael Rex Michael Rex Architects N Continued

To continue the hearing to Sept 
3 to review the revised project, 
plans and modifications.

MCREYNOLDS RESIDENCE / 92‐94 CAZNEAU 
AVENUE (DR/LLA 12‐295)

carport into a garage and change the roof from 
a flat roof to a pitched roof at 92‐94 Cazneau 
Avenue. Lot Line Adjustment to adjust the lot 
line between the properties at 88‐90 Cazneau 
Avenue (APNs 065‐101‐39 and 065‐101‐40) 
and 92‐94 Cazneau Avenue (APN 065‐101‐32). 
[Continued from July 2, 2014 Planning  July 30,2014 Y Y Y Y Approved 3 N N 2:14:25 12 mon 25 sec To McReynolds N Approved

STEPHENSON RESIDENCE / 403 BONITA STREET 
(DR 13‐303) David Spurgeon, Architect 
(Applicant) Susan Stephenson (Owner)

A Design Review Permit with Heightened 
Design Review findings to allow the addition of 
546 square feet of upper floor living area, the 
relocation of an existing roof deck, 
enlargement of an existing below‐grade 
parking garage, and related improvements. September 3,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 N Y 0:50:03 2 hr 40 min David Spurgeon N Approved Approved Approved

VANDERLINDEN RESIDENCE / 206 THIRD 
STREET (DR/TRP 13‐122) Michael Heacock 
Architects Inc (Applicant) Frits and Letty 
Vanderlinden (Owners)

A Design Review Permit and Tree Removal 
Permit to demolish the existing two‐story 
single family residence and construct a new 
two‐story single family residence on property 
located at 206 Third Street (APN 065‐238‐ 47). 
Remanded to the Planning Commission by the 
City Council. September 3,2014 Y Y Y Y y

Planning Commission 
commented. No voting was 
made. Y N 0:29:03 20 min 10 sec Michael Heacock Michael Heacock Architects Inc N

VALHALLA RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS/201 
BRIDGEWAY & 206 SECOND STREET 
ENTITLEMENTS (GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 
13‐150) Staff: Noble (PlaceWorks) Alex Kashef, 
DDS, MD (Applicant/Owner)

Amendment of Zoning Map, Planned 
Development Permit, Tentative Map, Design 
Review Permit, Condominium Conversion 
Permit, Encroachment Agreement and 
Floodplain Variance for the proposed 
modification of the existing commercial 
building at 201 Bridgeway into seven  September 3,2014 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Certain N N 3:10:51 1 hr 19 min Y Bill Zeigler Michael Rex Michael Rex Architects N Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns/issues 
regarding the project for its 
motion to approval.

WOODROW RETAINING WALL / 9 EDWARDS 
AVENUE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT, 
VARIANCES, AND TREE REMOVAL PERMIT 
(DR/VA/TRP 04‐038) Philip Woodrow 
(Applicant/Owner)

Avenue (APN 065‐302‐74): 1. Design Review 
Permit to allow a 10 foot high stucco wall 
covered with vegetation, as well as a patio and 
an approximately 42 inch safety railing. 2. 
Variances to allow a 10‐foot high retaining wall 
with an approximately 42 inch safety railing 
and an elevated patio to be located within a  September 17,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 3 N N 0:45:07 1 hr 15 min Y Y John Sharp Peter Kleinbrodt Y

NO (Didn't vote continue or denied)

Approved

AUSTIN RESIDENCE / 40 MARIE STREET ‐ 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT (DR 14‐126) John 
McCoy (Applicant) Mary and Mattson Austin 
(Owners)

Design Review Permit to construct: 573 square 
foot basement living space, 750 square foot 
basement deck, 623 square foot first floor deck 
over new basement living space, and 173 
square foot kitchen addition to the existing 
single‐family dwelling September 17,2014 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Certain N N 2:19:07 5 min 47 sec John McCoy McCoy Architecture N Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns/issues 
regarding the project.

VALHALLA RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS / 
201 BRIDGEWAY & 206 SECOND STREET ‐ 
STREET ENTITLEMENTS 
(GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150) Alex 
Kashef, DDS, MD (Applicant/Owner)

Amendment of Zoning Map, Planned 
Development Permit, Tentative Map, Design 
Review Permit, Condominium Conversion 
Permit, Encroachment Agreement and 
Floodplain Variance for the proposed 
modification of the existing commercial 
building at 201 Bridgeway into seven  September 17,2014 Y Y Y Y Approved 3 N N 3:57:04 1 hr 2 min Y Phillip Nicholsen Michael Rex Michael Rex Architects Y Approved

AUSTIN RESIDENCE / 40 MARIE STREET – 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT (DR 14‐126) John 
McCoy (Applicant) Mary and Mattson Austin 
(Owners)

Design Review Permit to construct: 573 square 
foot basement living space, 750 square foot 
basement deck, 623 square foot first floor 
deck, and 173 square foot kitchen addition to 
the existing single‐family dwelling. October 1,2014 Y Y Y Y Approved 3 N N 3:24 11 min 8 sec John McCoy McCoy Architecture N Approved

REMODEL AND ADDITION / 38 WOODWARD 
AVENUE – DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT, TREE 
REMOVAL PERMIT, AND ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT (DR‐TRP‐EA 14‐196) John McCoy 
(Applicant) Woodward Investments (Owner)

to an existing single‐family residence at 38 
Woodward Avenue (APN 064‐201‐13). The 
project would add 1,391 square feet of floor 
area and 1,115 square feet of deck area. A Tree 
Removal Permit to allow the removal of one 
Coast live oak (a Protected Tree) and an 
Encroachment Agreement for replacement of  October 1,2014 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Certain N N 14:36 1 hr 5 min John McCoy McCoy Architecture N Continued

To allow applicant to adress 
concerns/issues about the 
project.

LEE RESIDENCE / 3 WOLFBACK RIDGE ROAD – 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT / TREE REMOVAL 
PERMIT (DR 14‐137) Staff: Chan Couture 
Architecture (Applicant/Architect) George Lee 
(Owner)

Couture Architecture, on behalf of property 
owner George Lee, is requesting a Design 
Review Permit and Tree Removal Permit to 
construct an approximately 6,500 square‐foot 
single‐family residence at 3 Wolfback Ridge 
Road (APN 064‐276‐23). November 19,2014 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Certain N 4:12 19 min 14 sec Scott Couture Couture Architecture N Continued

Chair Cox indicated the 
applicant had requested the 
public hearing for 3 Wolfback 
Ridge Road be continued to the 
meeting of December 3, 2014 Continued

Chair Cox indicated the 
applicant had requested the 
public hearing for 3 Wolfback 
Ridge Road be continued to the 
meeting of December 3, 2014

DR 14‐184, Design Review Permit,Clipper Yacht 
Company, LLC, 310 Harbor Drive

W.B. Clausen Structural Engineers, Inc., on 
behalf of property owners Clipper Yacht 
Company, is requesting a Design Review 
Permit to allow the construction of a 512 
square foot restroom facility at 310 Harbor 
Drive (APN 063‐020‐01). January 7,2015 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Certain Y N 1:49 2 min 19 sec 2 N Continued

To allow applicant to work on 
design details and revisions. Continued

To allow applicant to work on 
design details and revisions.

DR/TRP 14‐137, Design Review Permit,Lee,3 
Wolfback Ridge Road

Couture Architecture,on behalf of property 
owner George Lee, is requesting a Design 
Review Permit and Tree Removal Permit to 
construct an approximately 6,500 square‐foot, 
single‐family residence at 3 Wolfback Ridge 
Road (APN 064‐276‐23). January 7,2015 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y N 3:35 1 hr 8 min Scott Couture Couture Architecture N

NO (Didn't vote continue or 
deny) Approved

DR 14‐233, Design Review Permit,Funk,605 
Coloma Street

Carolyn Walker Davis, AIA, on behalf of the 
property owner, Georgina Funk,is requesting a 
Design Review Permit to allow for the addition 
of 487 square feet of floor area to the rear of 
an existing 1,163 square foot single‐family 
home, and related improvements at 605 
Coloma Street (APN 064‐061‐16). January 7,2015 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y Y 1:12:10 27 min 21 sec Carolyn Walker Davis N Approved Approved

CLIPPER YACHT RESTROOM FACILITY / 310 
HARBOR DRIVE – DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT (DR 
14‐184).

W.B. Clausen Structural Engineers, Inc., on 
behalf of property owners Clipper Yacht 
Company, is requesting a Design Review 
Permit to allow the construction of a 512 
square foot restroom facility at 310 Harbor 
Drive (APN 063‐020‐01). February 4,2015 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y N 3:59 1 hr 1 min Dale Hoover Anza Environments N Approved Approved Approved

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT/CONDITIONAL USE 
PERMIT AMNEDMENT ‐ 99 HECHT AVENUE 
(Ammendment to DR/CUP 11‐373)

AT&T, on behalf of property owner, the State 
of California, is requesting approval of 
amendments to an existing Design Review 
Permit and Conditional Use Permit for 
replacement of existing antenna and 
installation ofnew radio equipment. March 25,2015 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain N N 3:37 2 min 17 sec N Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
issues/concerns about the 
project. Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
issues/concerns about the 
project. Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
issues/concerns about the 
project.

MONSEF RESIDENCE ‐ 60 RODEO AVENUE 
(DR/EA 14‐103)

Design Review Permit to construct an 
approximately 2,600 square foot single‐family 
residence at 60 Rodeo Avenue and 
recommendation for City Council approvalof 
an Encroachment Agreement for the exist 
parking deck and steps located in the public 
right‐of‐way. March 25,2015 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain N N 6:20 1 min 12 sec N Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
issues/concerns about the 
project. Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
issues/concerns about the 
project. Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
issues/concerns about the 
project.

BYLES RESIDENCE ‐ 67 MARIE STREET 
(DR/ADU/CUP/EA 14‐240)

owner Carrie Byles, is requesting approval of a 
Design Review Permit to allow a two‐story 
addition on the noeth side of the existing 
single‐family home,an Accessory Dwelling 
Unit(ADU) Permitforground level ADU,a 
Conditional Use Permit toallow exceptions to 
the ADU regulations, and recommendation for  March 25,2015 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y Y 1:41:41 1 hr 18 min 8 Jennifer Weiss N Approved Approved Approved

MONSEF RESIDENCE / 60 RODEO AVENUE – 
(DR/EA 14‐103) Mike Monsef 
(Applicant/Owner) Staff: Chan

Design Review Permit to construct an 
approximately 2,600 square foot single‐family 
residence at 60 Rodeo Avenue and 
recommendation for City Council approval of 
an Encroachment Agreement for the existing 
parking deck and steps located in the public 
right‐of‐way. On May 14, 2015, staff received  May 27,2015 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Certain N N 8:06 1 min 12 sec 4 4 N Continued

To allow staff time to review 
the revised application. Continued

To allow staff time to review 
the revised application.

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT / CONDITIONAL USE 
PERMIT AMENDMENT – 99 HECHT AVENUE 
(Amendments to DR/CUP 11‐373) AT&T 
(Applicant) State of California (Owner) Staff: 
Schinsing

of California, is requesting approval of 
amendments to an existing Design Review 
Permit and Planning Commission Minutes ‐ 
Approved May 27, 2015 Conditional Use 
Permit for replacement of existing antenna and 
installation of new radio equipment on an 
existing wireless communication facility. May 27,2015 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y Y 1:15:24 16 min 8 sec Frank Schabarum N Approved Approved

MURPHY‐QUINN RESIDENCE / 111 Fourth 
Street (DR 14‐342) Patrick Murphy and Martina 
Quinn (Applicants) Staff: Chan/Montemayor

Approval of a Design Review Permit for the 
conversion of the existing second‐level deck to 
216 square feet of living space, new 10‐feet by 
15‐ feet second‐level deck, and 149 square 
foot first‐level addition to the existing single‐
family residence. June 10,2015 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y Y 0:38:00 2 hr 3 min 1 6 Jim Foster N

NO (Didn't vote continue or 
deny) Approved

Blue Water Yacht Club / 55 Liberty Ship Way 
(DR 14‐313) Christopher Lacey for Blue Water 
Yacht Harbor (Applicant) Staff: Chan

A Design Review Permit for a new 1,590 square 
foot pre‐fabricated building with second‐level 
deck for a water sport sale and rental use, 
reconfiguration of parking lot spaces, new dock 
and ramp, and other associated site 
improvements. June 10,2015 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 N N 2:50:45 2 hr 34 min Y Chris Skelton N Approved Approved

CAMPBELL RESIDENCE MODIFICATION / 101 
LINCOLN DRIVE (DR 13‐074) McCoy 
Architecture (Applicant) Jeannine 
Campbell(Owner) Staff: Walters

Review Permit (DR‐13‐074) to allow the 
addition of 197 square feet to enclose the 
entry deck for a kitchen renovation, extend the 
ground floor bedroom and add laundry 
facilities;change the garage roof from a gable 
to a flat roof; add new windows and revise the 
location of window and skylights; change the  July 15,2015 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y N 5:15 35 min 35 sec 1 19 John McCoy McCoy Architecture,Inc. N Approved Approved

KARSEN RESIDENCE / 44 WOLFBACK RIDGE 
ROAD (DR 15‐083) Walker & Moody Architects 
(Applicant) Jeffry and Beth Karsen(Owner) 
Staff: Calvin Chan

A Design Review Permit is requested to 
construct a 3,785 square foot, two‐level, single‐
family residence with attached two‐stall 
parking garage at 44 Wolfback Ridge Road. October 28,2015 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Uncertain Y N 3:20 22 min 35 min 1 3 Y Chris Skelton Walker & Moody Architects N Continued

Continue public hearing due to 
adjoining neighbors that would 
be raising concerns and explore 
alternatives at this site. Continued

Continue public hearing due to 
adjoining neighbors that would 
be raising concerns and explore 
alternatives at this site.

TAZI DESIGNS / 2660 Bridgeway (DR 14‐295) 
Hicham Tazi (Owner/Applicant) Staff: Rebecca 
Walters

2,364 square feet of wholesale trade, 216 
square feet of accessory office, 120 square feet 
of light manufacturing, an increase in the 
height of the northerly portion of the existing 
commercial structure from 10 to 19.5 feet 
above grade, new windows, dark gray stucco 
exterior, wall design modifications and new  October 28,2015 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 N N 0:26:10 1 hr 3 min Hicham Tazi N

NO (Didn't vote continue or 
deny)

NO (Didn't vote continue or deny)

McCOY ARCHITECTURE /105BUCHANAN DRIVE 
(DR 15‐216) McCoy Architecture (Applicant) 
Staff: Rebecca Walters

square foot addition to include: 123 square 
feet to enclose an entry stair and 300 square 
feet to buildout the crawl space to 
accommodate a new family room and powder 
roomfor the property located at 105 Buchanan 
Drive. A new 50 square foot deck will be added 
to the upper floor on the eastern facade of the  November 4,2015 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y N 5:08 30 min 11 sec 1 John McCoy McCoy Architecture,Inc. N

NO (Didn't vote continue or 
deny)

FOTSCH RESIDENCE / 2 ALEXANDER AVENUE 
(ADR‐VA 13‐310)

approving an Administrative Design Review 
Permit and a Variance to allow for the 
construction of a 1,116 square foot residential 
pier and deck/boat lift that would extend into 
the San Francisco Bay. The pier and deck/boat 
lift would extend beyond the parcel's rear 
property line and onto City property, subject to  November 4,2015 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Certain Y N 0:36:11 1:16:49 3 2 Y Edward Fotsch Y Continued

Continue Public Hearing for 
further evaluation.

VANDERLIN RESIDENCE / 206 THIRD STREET 
(DR‐TRP 15‐156) Michael Heacock Architects, 
Inc. (Applicant) Staff: Calvin Chan

A Design Review Permit is resquested to 
demolish an existing two‐level, single‐family 
residence with basement on the property 
located at 206 Third Street. A Tree Removal 
Permit is requested for the removal of one tree 
at the rear of the property. November 4,2015 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y N 1:24:14 2 hr 24 min 2 2 Chris Skelton

Michael Heacock 
Architects,Inc. N Approved

TANGLEWOOD / 168 HARRISON AVENUE (DR‐
EACH‐ADU 15‐191) Michael Rex Architects 
(Applicant) Staff: Calvin Chan / Danny Castro

owners Asriel and Carmela Levin, is requesting 
approval of the following for 168 Harrison 
Avenue (“Tanglewood”), a property listed on 
the Local Historic Register: 1) a Design Review 
Permit for remodel/addition of the existing 
3,015 square foot residence (two‐level with 
basement level) to a proposed 5,095 square  January 6,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y Y 2:45 1hr 53 min 4 1 Michael Rex Michael Rex Architects N Approved

SAUSALITO TOWERS / 5‐65 RODEO AVENUE 
(DR‐CUP 14‐329) Peter Rose, Peter Rose 
Custom Homes (Applicant) Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

property owner Sausalito Investments, is 
requesting approval of a Design Review Permit 
to construct a 2,149 square foot, two‐level 
building adjacent to the existing swimming 
pool area for a Manager’s unit and fitness 
center for the Sausalito Towers apartments 
located at 5‐65 Rodeo Avenue. In order to  January 6,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Denied 4 Y N 1:56:14 1 hr 29 min 1 2 Peter Rose Peter Rose Custom Homes N Denied

Given that the development in 
the area has made a historical 
significance, the design features 
should be more complimentary 
to it.

36 MARIE STREET (DR‐CUP 15‐249) Daniel 
Strening, Strening Architects (Applicant) Staff: 
Rebecca Walters

behalf of Eve and Kurt Weinsheimer, is 
requesting a Design Review Permit for a 607 
square foot addition at 36 Marie Street (APN 
064‐193‐01) to include a 405 square foot 
master bedroom and bath which will replace 
the existing lower level deck; and a 202 square 
feet addition to the living and seating rooms  January 6,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y N 2:27:23 17 min 18 sec 1 Daniel Strening Strening Architects N Approved

FOTSCH RESIDENCE / 2 ALEXANDER AVENUE 
(ADR‐VA 13‐310) Mid‐Cal Construction, Inc. 
(Applicant) Edward Fotsch (Property Owner) 
Janeane Moody and Cherie Sinclair (Appellant) 
Staff: Cha

Appeal of a Zoning Administrator decision 
approving an Administrative Design Review 
Permit and a Variance to allow for the 
construction of a 946 square‐foot residential 
pier and deck/boat lift that would extend into 
the San Francisco Bay at 2 Alexander Avenue. January 20,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y N 5:24 2 hr 26 min 5 2 Y Bill Ziegler Mid‐Cal Construction, Inc. Y Approved Approved

KIMMELL RESIDENCE / 12 ROSE COURT (DR‐EA‐
CUP‐ADU‐TRP 15‐202) Michael Rex Associates 
(Applicant) Natasha Kimmell (Owner) Staff: 
Milan Nevajda

a 1,097 square foot addition to an existing 656 
square foot residence at 12 Rose Court (APN 
065‐112‐18). The project includes a 720 square 
foot remodel to expand the existing residence, 
a 377 square foot accessory dwelling unit in 
the basement, a building height increase from 
14 to 16.5 feet, parking reconfiguration,  February 3,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y Y 2:23 2 hr 2 min 1 2 Michael Rex Michael Rex Associates N Approved

NO (Didn't vote continue or deny)

BROLLY RESIDENCE / 26 Cazneau Avenue (DR 
15‐219) RG‐Architecture (Applicant) Eugene 
Brolly (Owner) Staff: Milan Nevajda

demolish an existing 1,521 square foot 
residence at 26 Cazneau Avenue and build a 
new 1,700 square foot two‐story home with a 
316 square foot basement. The proposed 
residence will total 2,016 square feet (APN 065‐
112‐18). The project includes a two‐car garage 
accessed from an existing laneway off of  February 17,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y N 3:16 1 hr 23 min 8 Riyad Ghannam RG-Architecture N Approved Approved

FISHER RESIDENCE / 60 EDWARDS AVENUE (DR 
13‐311) Michael Fisher (Applicant) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayor

square foot addition to the existing 1,385 
square foot residence at 60 Edwards Avenue. 
The proposed project will renovate an existing 
lower‐level storage area and infill below 
existing deck areas to create a new bedroom, 
bathroom, laundry room, and a new staircase 
for interior access between the upper and  March 30,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y N 1:18:12 11 min 1 Michael Fisher N Approved Approved

ICE HOUSE PLAZA / 780 Bridgeway (DR 15‐340) 
Applicant: Sausalito Historical Society / 
Sausalito Foundation Staff: Calvin Chan

A request for a Design Review Permit to allow 
landscape and hardscape enhancements to the 
Ice House Plaza, the City‐owned plaza/public 
space adjacent to the Ice House, a Local 
Historic Register structure, located at the 
corner of Bridgeway and Bay Street. April 27,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y

Requested the motion be 
amended to include a Condition 
of Approval that the Planning 
Commission shall designate two 
members to work with staff to 
provide further detail regarding 
reasons for the findings Y N 3:12 1 hr 50 min 10 N

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 
CRECIENTA DRIVE (DR 15‐319) Applicant: 
Michael Heckmann Staff: Joshua Montemayor

demolition of an existing 1,310 square foot, 
two‐level, single‐family dwelling and rebuild 
with a new 3,903 square foot, two‐level, single‐
family dwelling at 2 Crecienta Drive. The 
project includes a newly attached 420 square 
foot, two‐car garage and re‐roof of an existing 
detached 689 square foot, two‐car garage. April 27,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Y N 2:00:04 1 min 31 sec 1 Michael Heckmann N Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
concerns/issues on the project. Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
concerns/issues on the project.

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE–168 SANTA 
ROSA AVENUE (DR 15‐355) Ray Cassidy 
(Applicant) Martin Coyne (Property Owner) 
Staff: Milan Nevajda

construct a 2,901 square foot three‐level, 
single‐family dwelling on an undeveloped 
parcel with a 418 square foot attached garage, 
and 403 square foot second‐level patio at 168 
Santa Rosa Avenue. Landscape improvements 
are proposed throughout the site. The project 
includes a request for a Tree Removal Permit  May 11,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued Date Uncertain Y N 10:37 2 hr 5 min 7 1

Jared Polsky and Ray Cassidy

N Continued
The applicant should conduct 
further neighborhood outreach. Continued

The applicant should conduct 
further neighborhood outreach.

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 
CRECIENTA DRIVE (DR 15‐319) Michael 
Heckmann (Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC 
and National Housing Group, LLC Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

demolish an existing 1,310 square foot, two‐
level, single‐family dwelling and to construct a 
new 3,903 square foot, two‐level single‐family 
dwelling at 2 Crecienta Drive. The project 
includes a new attached 420 square foot, two‐
car garage and re‐roof of an existing detached 
689 square foot, two‐car garage. May 11,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued Date Certain Y N 3:11:50 8 min 3 sec Michael Heckmann N Continued

Continue the project for 
additional information. Continued

Continue the project for 
additional information.

SPRINT WIRELESS COMMUNICATION FACILITY/ 
300 SPENCER AVENUE (DR/CUP 15‐362) 
Diamond Engineering Services (Applicant) City 
of Sausalito (Owner) Staff: Joshua Montemayor

Design Review Permit and a Conditional Use 
Permit for site improvements at an existing 
collocated wireless telecommunication facility 
located at the City’s Fire Station No. 2, 300 
Spencer Avenue. The project includes: 
replacement of an existing antenna on top of 
the Fire Station flagpole, enclosure of the  May 25,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Uncertain Y N 5:45 2 min 42 sec

Diamond Engineering 
Services N Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
concerns/issues on the project. Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
concerns/issues on the project.

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 
CRECIENTA DRIVE (DR 15‐319) Heckmann 
Architects (Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC 
and National Housing Group, LLC (Owner) 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

property owners Familia De Frijoles, LLC and 
National Housing Group, LLC, requests a Design 
Review Permit to demolish an existing 1,310 
square foot, two‐level, single‐family residence 
and to construct a new 3,903 square foot, two‐
level, single‐family residence at 2 Crecienta 
Drive. The project includes a new attached 420  May 25,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain Y N 7:04 1 hr 19 min Michael Heckmann Heckmann Architects N Continued

Continue the Public Hearing 
for further evaluation. Continued

Continue the Public Hearing 
for further evaluation.

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT AND ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT – BRACH RESIDENCE, 112 
MARION AVENUE (DR‐EA 16‐012) Taylor Yang 
Inc. (Applicant) Darshan Brach (Owner) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayo

foot addition to the existing 1,329 square foot 
single‐family residence and seeking a 
recommendation for City Council approval of 
an Encroachment Agreement for a 154 square 
foot addition to the existing car deck located in 
the public right‐ofway. The project will expand 
the existing residence near the front and rear  June 22,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Public Hearing Only. Y Y 1:08 36 min 51 sec Taylor Yang Inc. N Public hearing only.

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT AND ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT – BRACH RESIDENCE, 112 
MARION AVENUE (DR‐EA 16‐012) 
(CONTINUED) June 22,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Y Y 1:08 36 min 51 sec N Continued

continue the public hearing for 
112 Marion Avenue Continued

continue the public hearing for 
112 Marion Avenue

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT, CONDOMINIUM 
CONVERSION PERMIT, PARCEL MAP, 
ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT, AND TREE 
REMOVAL PERMIT – 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE 
McCoy Architecture, Inc. (Applicant) David 
Holub (Owner) Staff: Calvin Chan

Design Review, for substantial demolition and 
remodel of the existing two‐unit residential 
dwelling (446/448 Sausalito Blvd.) and 
construction of a new single‐family residential 
dwelling (77 Crescent Ave.); � Tree Removal 
Permit for the removal of three protected 
trees and six heritage trees; ‐ Parcel Map and  June 22,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Y N 0:38:40 3 hr 26 min John McCoy McCoy Architecture N Continued

continue the public hearing for 
446/448 Sausalito Boulevard 
and 77 Crescent Avenue Continued

continue the public hearing for 
446/448 Sausalito Boulevard 
and 77 Crescent Avenue

COYNE RESIDENCE l 168 SANTA ROSA AVENUE l 
DR‐TRP 15‐355 Ray Cassidy (Applicant) Martin 
Coyne (Owner) Staff: Milan Nevajda

Martin Coyne, is requesting a Design Review 
Permit to construct a 2,495 square foot, 
threelevel, single‐family dwelling on an 
undeveloped parcel with a 418 square foot 
attached garage, and rear rooftop patios of 
447 square feet and 158 square feet at 168 
Santa Rosa Avenue. Landscape improvements  July 6,2016 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Uncertain Y N 6:14 1 hr 26 min 2 1 Jared Polsky Polsky Perlstein Architects N Continued

To allow applicant to review 
and revise issues raised about 
the project.

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE l 2 CRECIENTA 
DRIVE l DR‐TP 15‐319 Heckman Architects 
(Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC and 
National Housing Group, LLC (Owners) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayor

owners Familia De Frijoles, LLC and National 
Housing Group, LLC, is requesting a Design 
Review Permit for the demolition of an existing 
1,310 square foot, two‐level, single‐family 
dwelling and construction of a new 3,903 
square foot, two‐level, single‐family dwelling at 
2 Crecienta Drive. Landscaping improvements,  July 6,2016 Y Y Y Y Denied 3 Y N 1:41:59 1 hr 3 min Michael Heckman Heckman Architects N Denied

It does not appear to me that 
the screening proposed by the 
applicant addresses rendering 
the structure complimentary to 
the slope.

NEW SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 CRECIENTA 
DRIVE (DR‐TP 15‐319) Heckman Architects 
(Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC and 
National Housing Group, LLC (Owners) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayor

owners Familia De Frijoles, LLC and National 
Housing Group, LLC, is requesting approval of: 
(1) a Design Review Permit to construct a 3,903 
square foot, two‐level, single‐family residence 
with an attached two‐car garage at 2 Crecienta 
Drive; and (2) a Tree Alteration Permit for 
maintenance performed on a protected Coast  July 20,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y Y 7:41 7 min 5 sec Michael Heckman Heckman Architects N Approved Approved

KARSEN RESIDENCE / 44 WOLFBACK RIDGE 
ROAD (DR 15‐083) Walker & Moody Architects 
(Applicant) Jeffry and Beth Karsen (Owners) 
Staff: Calvin Chan

Walker & Moody Architects, on behalf of 
property owners Jeffry and Beth Karsen, is 
requesting approval of a Design Review Permit 
to construct a 3,785 square foot, two‐level, 
single‐family residence with an attached two‐
stall parking garage at 44 Wolfback Ridge 
Road. July 20,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Certain Y N 15:07 2 hr 27 min Y Chris Skelton Walker & Moody Architects N Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation. Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation.

ENGELBRECHT‐AVITTAL RESIDENCE / 211 WEST 
STREET (DR‐ADU 15‐ 228) Daren Iguchi 
(Applicant) Steve Engelbrecht and Anna Avittal 
(Owners) Staff: Joshua Montemayor

owners Steve Engelbrecht and Anna Avittal, is 
requesting: (1) a Design Review Permit, subject 
to Heightened Design Review, for the 
demolition of an existing 827 square foot, 
single‐family residence and construction of a 
new 1,971 square foot, three‐level, single‐
family residence and 572 square foot,  July 20,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Certain Y Y 2:43:43 1 hr 13 min Daren Iguchi N Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation. Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation.

MANIES AND GALBREATH RESIDENCE / 12 
TOYON COURT (DR‐TRP 16‐ 039) MacCracken 
Architects (Applicant) Frank Manies and 
Carolyn Galbreath (Owners) Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

owners Frank Manies and Carolyn Galbreath, is 
requesting a Design Review Permit to allow a 
1,034 square foot addition to the existing 
2,293 square foot, single‐family residence, 
increasing the height from 24’‐5” to 27’‐9” for 
the property at 12 Toyon Court. The project 
entails substantial demolition, construction of  July 20,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y N 3:56:51 1 hr 37 min Daniel Robinson MacCracken Architects N Approved Approved

112 MARION AVENUE / DR‐EA 16‐012 Taylor 
Yang Inc.(Applicant) Datshan Brach (Owner) 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

946 square foot addition to the existing 1,329 
square foot single‐family residence, and 
seeking a recommendation for City Council 
approval of an Encroachment Agreement for a 
154 square foot addition to the existing car 
deck to accommodate an additional parking 
space located in the public right‐of‐way.The  September 7,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y Y 6:51 1 hr 1 min 3 1 Karin Taylor Taylor Yang Inc. N Approved Approved

220 CURREY LANE / DR‐EACH‐TRP 15‐162 Jazz 
Builders,Inc. Robert and Josephine Moretto 
2011 Living Trust (Owner) Staff: Calvin Chan

Josephine Moretto 2011 Living Trust, requests 
approval of: a Design Review Permit to 
construct a 3,907 square‐foot, two‐level, single‐
family residence with attached two‐car garage 
and associated improvements at 220 Currey 
Lane; a Tree Removal Permit for the removal of 
seven trees;and a reccommendation of City  September 7,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Y Y 1:41:36 1 hr 17 min 5 Bruce Burman Jazz Builders, Inc. N Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation. Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation.

ENGELBRECHT‐AVITTAL RESIDENCE / 211 WEST 
STREET DR‐ADU 15‐228 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM JULY 20, 2016 Daren Iguchi (Applicant) 
Steven Engelbrecht and Anna Avittal (Owners) 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

owners Steven Engelbrecht and Anna Avittal, is 
requesting approval of a Design Review Permit, 
subject to Heightened Design Review, for the 
demolition of an existing 827 square foot, 
single‐family residence and construction of a 
new 1,971 square foot,three‐level, single‐
family residence and a 572 square foot,  September 21,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Certain Y Y 2:23 1 min 21 sec Daren Iguchi N Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation. Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation.

HOLUB RESIDENCE / 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM JUNE 22, 2016 McCoy Architecture, Inc. 
(Applicant) David Holub (Owner) Staff: Calvin 
Chan

owner David Holub, requests approval of the 
following items concerning a single parcel 
property located at 446/448 Sausalito 
Boulevard and 77 Crescent Avenue: ‐Design 
Review Permit, subject to Heighted Design 
Review, for substantial demolition and 
remodel of the existing two‐unit residential  September 21,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Certain Y Y 3:48 2 hr 1 min 5 John McCoy McCoy Architecture, Inc. N Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation. Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation.

1 CLOUDVIEW CIRCLE | DR‐VA 16‐099 Staff: 
Milan Nevajda

behalf of the property owners Jennifer and 
Michael Wechsler, is requesting Design Review 
approval to construct building additions totally 
417 square feet to the single‐family residence 
at 1 Cloud View Circle. The applicant is also 
seeking a Variance Permit to exceed the 
maximum allowable building coverage area.  October 5,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Certain Y Y 26:20:00 1 hr 18 1 10 Michael Rex Michael Rex Architects Y Continued

To allow applicant to review 
findings.

NO (Didn't approve or deny)



Project_ID Project_title Project_detail Meeting_date Design_review_yn Active_present_cox active_present_werner active_present_blair active_present_keegan active_present_Graef active_present_nichols
active_present_cleveland_kno
wles active_present_pierce active_present_kelman active_present_fried active_present_feller PC_vote number_denied number_continued number_approved Date_certain_or_uncertain draft_resolution_present_yn Heightened_review_yn start_time length_time number_opposition_letters number_support_letters

Opposition_attorney_present_
yn Sponsor_attorney_present_yn Opposition_attory_name Sponsor_attorney_name Sponsor_architect architect_firm variance_requested_yn vote_cox vote_cox_comments vote_werner vote_werner_comments vote_blair vote_blair_comments vote_keegin vote_keegin_comments vote_graef

MARIN THEATER | 101 CALEDONIA STREET | 
DR‐CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐214 Staff: Calvin Chan

requests approval of the following items 
concerning the structure formerly known as 
the Marin Theater located at 101 Caledonia 
Street: ‐ Design Review Permit for exterior 
renovations which include modifications to the 
roof line; ‐ Conditional Use Permit for a 
theater, restaurant, and second‐level office; ‐  October 5,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y Y 1:44:16 2 hr 29 min 3 7 Zac Rockett Rockett Design N Approved Approved

MOLLIE STONE’S / 100 HARBOR DRIVE | DR‐
MUP 16‐118 Staff: Calvin Chan

Stone’s Markets, requests approval of 1) a 
Design Review Permit for the following 
improvements: remodel of storefront façade 
with new roof features including an increase in 
building height from 19’‐3” to 23’‐3”, new 
outdoor seating area with related hardscape 
and landscape improvements, and parking lot  October 5,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y N 3:16:48 37 min 36 sec Max Crome Crome Architecture N Approved Approved

KARSEN RESIDENCE | 44 WOLFBACK RIDGE 
ROAD DR 15‐083 | CONTINUED ITEM FROM 
JULY 20, 2016 Staff: Calvin Chan

property owners Jeffry and Beth Karsen, is 
requesting approval of Design Review Permit 
to construct a 3,785 square foot, two‐level, 
single‐family residence with an attached two‐
stall parking garage at 44 Wolfback Ridge 
Road. On August 19, 2016, in coordination with 
the project applicant and property owners, the  October 19,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Uncertain Y N 4:25 2 min 2 sec Walker & Moody Architects N Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
the 44 Wolfback Ridge project 
(DR 15‐083) to a date uncertain. Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
the 44 Wolfback Ridge project 
(DR 15‐083) to a date uncertain.

ENGELBRECHT‐AVITTAL RESIDENCE | 211 
WEST STREET DR‐ADU 15‐228 | CONTINUED 
ITEM FROM SEPTEMBER 21, 2016 Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

owners Steve Engelbrecht and Anna Avittal, is 
requesting a Design Review Permit, subject to 
Heightened Design Review, for the demolition 
of an existing 827 square foot single‐family 
residence, and construction of a new 1,971 
square foot three‐level, single‐family 
residence, and a 572 square foot detached  October 19,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Uncertain Y Y 1:07:33 1 hr 3 min 3 1 James Barker John Lum Architecture N Continued Continue the public hearing Continued Continue the public hearing

TAZI DESIGN | 2660 BRIDGEWAY BOULEVARD | 
MODIFICATIONS TO DR 15‐083 Staff: Calvin 
Chan

owner Hicham Tazi, is requesting a 
modification to an approved Design Review 
Permit (DR 14‐ 295) for the property at 2660 
Bridgeway Boulevard (APN 063‐140‐20). The 
modifications include construction of a live 
“green” wall along the north and south 
elevation, additional windows along north  October 19,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Y N 2:04:27 25 min 17 sec Fani Hansen

Danadijieva Hansen 
Architects, Inc. N

NO (Didn't vote continue or 
deny) Approved

676‐686 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐145

Only in Sausalito, LLC, requests approval of the 
following items concerning the structure 
located at 676‐686 Bridgeway within the 
Downtown Historic District: ‐Design Review 
Permit for exterior modifications to a structure 
located within the Downtown Historic District; ‐
Conditional Use Permit for establishment of a  November 16,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain Y Y 15:05 1 hr 45 min 1 11 John McCoy McCoy Architecture N Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
revisions as suggested by the 
Planning Commission. Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
revisions as suggested by the 
Planning Commission.

WECHSLER RESIDENCE / 1 CLOUD VIEW CIRCLE 
/ DR‐VA 16‐099 Staff: Milan Nevajda

behalf of the property owners Jennifer and 
Michael Wechsler, is requesting Design Review 
approval to construct building additions 
totaling 417 square feet to the single‐family 
residence at 1 Cloud View Circle. The applicant 
is also seeking a Variance Permit to exceed the 
maximum allowable building coverage and  November 16,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Certain Y N 2:08:50 12 min 6 sec 2 6 Michael Rex Michael Rex Architects Y Continued Continue the public hearing.

HOLUB RESIDENCE / 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM SEPTEMBER 21, 2016 Staff: Calvin Chan

owner David Holub, requests approval of the 
following items concerning a single parcel 
property located at 446/448 Sausalito 
Boulevard and 77 Crescent Avenue: ‐Design 
Review Permit, subject to Heightened Design 
Review, for substantial demolition and 
remodel of the existing two‐unit residential  November 16,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Denied 4 Y Y 2:25:17 54 min 18 sec John McCoy McCoy Architecture N Denied

The project falls within the 
permitted limitations of the 
zoning code. Project has to be 
thoughtfully designed. Denied

The project has pointed out a 
major flaw and that is with the 
Heightened Review process.

HOLUB RESIDENCE / 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM SEPTEMBER 21, 2016 Staff: Calvin Chan

owner David Holub, requests approval of the 
following items concerning a single parcel 
property located at 446/448 Sausalito 
Boulevard and 77 Crescent Avenue: ‐Design 
Review Permit, subject to Heightened Design 
Review, for substantial demolition and 
remodel of the existing two‐unit residential  December 15,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Denied 3 Y 2:25 19 min 5 sec N Denied

Project is not consistent with 
the Draft Resolution Findings; 
subject for Heightened Design 
Review.

WECHSLER RESIDENCE / 1 CLOUD VIEW CIRCLE 
/ DR‐VA 16‐099 Staff: Milan Nevajda

behalf of the property owners Jennifer and 
Michael Wechsler, is requesting Design Review 
approval to construct building additions 
totaling 417 square feet to the single‐family 
residence at 1 Cloud View Circle. The applicant 
is also seeking a Variance Permit to exceed the 
maximum allowable building coverage and  December 15,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y N 21:20 26 min 25 sec 2 6 Michael Rex Michael Rex Architects Y Approved

676‐686 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐145

Only in Sausalito, LLC, requests approval of the 
following items concerning the structure 
located at 676‐686 Bridgeway within the 
Downtown Historic District: ‐Design Review 
Permit for exterior modifications to a structure 
located within the Downtown Historic District; ‐
Conditional Use Permit for establishment of a  December 15,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Certain Y Y 0:47:50 1 min 35 sec 1 N Continued

Continue the public hearing to 
the January 18, 2017 joint 
Planning Commission/Historic 
Landmarks Board meeting.

BRIDGEWAY COMMONS RESIDENTIAL 
CONDOMINIUMS / 1755 BRIDGEWAY 
(INCLUDES PROPERTY/BUILDINGS WITH 
ADDRESSES: 1745/1751/1757 BRIDGEWAY 
AND 160 FILBERT AVENUE) DR‐TM‐TRP‐EA 14‐
021 Staff:Jayni Allsep

parcels zoned R‐3 (Multiple Family Residential) 
with residential condominiums. All existing 
buildings and structures on the property would 
be demolished and replacedwith two multi‐
level buildings containing the 16 condominium 
units (one three‐bedroom and 15 two‐
bedroom units) and 32 on‐site parking spaces  December 15,2016 Y Y Y Y Y Y Study Session Y Y 0:52:55 1 hr 17 min 1 N Study Session

CASS GIDLEY MARINA GANGWAY / FOOT OF 
NAPA STREET / DR 16‐137 Staff: Milan Nevajda

requests approvalof a Design Review Permit to 
construct an abutment with an 8‐foot x 8‐foot 
gangway connecting to Cass Gidley Marina 
docks at the foot of Napa Street. The project 
includes construction of a concrete landing to 
serve the gangway and two ADA‐compliant 
accessible parking spaces on‐site. January 18,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 N N 4:44 17 mins, 35 sec Dennis Webb Dennis Webb Construction N Approved

BURTON RESIDENCE | 209 WEST STREET (DR 
16‐200) Staff: Joshua Montemayor

owners Debra and John Burton, is requesting 
approval of a Design Review Permit, subject to 
Heightened Design Review findings, to remodel 
an existing 1,605 square foot, two‐family 
dwelling structure. The proposed remodel 
would add 260 square feet to the upper unit 
and increase the height of the building to 31  February 8,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y Y 24:00:00 2 min, 25 sec N Approved

ONLY IN SAUSALITO / 676‐686 BRIDGEWAY (DR‐
CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐145) Staff: Calvin Chan

Sausalito, LLC, requests approval of the 
following items concerning the structure 
located at 676‐ 686 Bridgeway within the 
Downtown Historic District: ‐Design Review 
Permit for exterior modifications to a structure 
located within the Downtown Historic District; ‐
Conditional Use Permit for establishment of an  February 22,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y Y 4:40 55 min, 14 sec John McCoy McCoy Architecture Y Approved

Approve the design review 
permit with ammendment to 
the motion that once the 
construction of the windows is 
completed, the applicant should 
host a joint meeting to discuss 
the final colors.

ICE HOUSE PLAZA PHASE II / 780 Bridgeway 
(DR 15‐340) Staff: Calvin Chan

Foundation requests approval of a Design 
Review Permit to allow the incorporation of 
interpretive elements to the approved 
plaza/public space enhancement project 
surrounding the Ice House located at the 
corner of Bridgeway and Bay Street – 780 
Bridgeway. February 22,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 3 N Y 59:58:00 1 hr, 23 sec N Denied

NEW RESIDENCE /2 CRECIENTA (DR 16‐314) 
Staff: David Chursenoff

owners Familia De Frijoles,LLC and National 
Housing Group,LLC is requesting a Design 
Review Permit for the demolition of an existing 
1,310 square foot, two‐level, single‐family 
dwelling and rebuild with a new 4,261 square 
foot, two‐level, single‐family dwelling at 
Crecienta Drive. The project includes a newly  March 8,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain N Y 5:43 2 min, 13 sec N Continued

Continue the public hearing. storey poles not placed 10 days before the hearing.

CLAYTON RESIDENCE / 33 WRAY AVENUE 
(DR/CUP/EA/TRP 16‐266) Staff: Milan Nevajda

owners Chris and Julie Clayton, is requesting a 
Design Review Permit to demolish the existing 
residence and construct a 3,314 square foot 
single‐family residence at 33 Wray Avenue; 
Encroachment Agreement to redesign an 
existing driveway retaining wall, and install an 
at‐grade entry‐stair that encroach in the public  March 8,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain Y N 7:30 15 min, 20 sec John Klopf Klopf Architecture Y Continued

Sponsor will be submitting new plans.

COYNE RESIDENCE / 168 SANTA ROSA (DR‐TRP 
15‐355) Staff: Milan Nevajda

Martin Coyne, is requesting a Design Review 
Permit to construct a 2,471 square foot, three‐
level, single‐family dwelling on an undeveloped 
parcel with a 418 square foot attached garage, 
and two rear patios at 168 Santa Rosa Avenue 
Landscape improvements are proposed 
throughout the site: Tree Removal Permit to  March 8,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain N N 0:25:00 24 min, 10 sec Y Continued

Applicant request for continuance so they can explore design revisions.

MASSEY RESIDENCE / 97SANTA ROSA AVENUE 
/ DR‐ADU 16‐345 Staff: David Chursenoff

Massey, Massey Revocable Trust, et al., is 
requesting approval of a Design Review Permit 
and Accessory Dwelling Unit Permit for the 
remodel of an existing at 97 Santa Rosa 
Avenue. The proposed remodel would add 288 
square feet to the home, create an accessory 
dwelling unit on the basement floor, create a  March 22,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y Y 29:10:00 26 min, 28 sec Nora Frei Frei Design N Approved

NEW RESIDENCE /2 CRECIENTA (DR 16‐314) 
Staff: David Chursenoff

owners Familia De Frijoles,LLC and National 
Housing Group,LLC is requesting a Design 
Review Permit for the demolition of an existing 
1,310 square foot, two‐level, single‐family 
dwelling and rebuild with a new 4,261 square 
foot, two‐level, single‐family dwelling at 
Crecienta Drive. The project includes a newly  March 22,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Uncertain Y Y 1:57:00 2 hr, 12 min Michael Heckman Heckman Architects N Continued

Design revisions for the 
landscaping and make house 
smaller.

33 WRAY AVENUE ‐ TOTAL DEMOLITION, NEW 
CONSTRUCTION (DR‐EA‐TRP 16‐266) Staff: 
Milan Nevajda

owners Chris and Julie Clayton, is requesting 
approval of a Design Review Permit to 
demolish the existing residence and construct 
a single‐family residence at 33 Wray Avenue 
(APN 064‐204‐24). The application includes an 
Encroachment Agreement to redesign an 
existing driveway retaining wall and install an  April 26,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Uncertain N N 0:14:00 1 min Klopf Architecture N Continued

Applicant request because of outreach and revisions.

71 GLEN DRIVE ‐ ADDITION TO SINGLE‐FAMILY 
RESIDENCE (DR 16‐077) Staff: Justin Shiu

owners Annette and Dennis Webb, is 
requesting approval of a Design Review Permit 
for additions to an existing single‐family 
residence, including 546 square feet of 
bedroom and living space to the front of the 
residence, 23 square feet to the existing 
detached garage, 241 square feet of a new  April 26,2017 Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y Y 0:16:04 52 min, 56 sec Michael Rex Michael Rex Architecture N

DUNPHY PARK ‐ IMPROVEMENTS TO DUNPHY 
PARK (DR 17‐116) Staff: Justin Shiu

Design Review Permit for proposed 
improvements to Dunphy Park to enhance the 
design and use of the park. The project 
includes new landscaping, tree removal and 
planting of new trees, a new restroom facility, 
new picnic areas, new observation decks, 
redesign and replacement of the volleyball and  May 10,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y Y 0:06:00 1 hr, 52 min, 11 sec Manuela King and Jacob Millard RHAA Landscape Architects N

NO (Didn't vote continue or deny)

SOUTHVIEW PARK IMPROVEMENTS / CORNER 
OF NORTH STREET AND FOURTH STREET / DR 
17‐150 Staff: David Chursenoff

Review Permit for proposed safety, 
accessibility, and design improvements to 
Southview Park. The project includes a new 
playground and play equipment, installing new 
and repairing existing retaining walls, 
resurfacing the tennis court, tree removal and 
new landscaping, and upgrading various site  May 31,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Uncertain Y N 0:25:00 1 hr, 26 min, 4 sec

COYNE RESIDENCE/168 SANTA ROSE 
AVENUE/DR‐TRP 15‐355 Staff: Milan Nevajda

Martin Coyne, is requesting a Design Review 
Permit to construct a 2,471 square foot, three‐
level, single‐family dwelling on an undeveloped 
parcel with a 418 square foot attached garage, 
and two rear patios at 168 Santa Rosa Avenue. 
Landscape improvements are proposed 
throughout the site; Tree Removal Permit to  May 31,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Denied 5 N Y 2:01:01 40 mins, 50 sec Jared Polsky Polsky Perlstein Architects Denied Denial without prejudice

Brad Hubbell Hubbell Daily Architecture

GOODSON RESIDENCE / 44 WRAY AVENUE / DR 
1 6‐319 Staff: David Chursenoff

Robert Goodson, requests a Design Review 
Permit, subject to heightened design review, 
for the construction of a 252 square foot 
accessory structure with a two‐car carport 
located above measuring 12'‐0" in height 
above street level and 17'‐6" above average 
natural grade. May 31,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 N Y 2:42:59 13 mins, 2 sec N Approved

HOLUB RESIDENCE/ 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234) Staff: Calvin Chan

project revisions for the construction of a new 
single‐family residential dwelling at 77 
Crescent Drive. The City Council, at its January 
24, 2017 meeting, considered an appeal by 
David Holub of the Planning Commission's 
denial of the Design Review Permit for 
substantial demolition and remodel of an  May 31,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Denied 5 Y Y 2:47:29 3 hrs, 39 min, 31 sec John McCoy McCoy Architecture N Denied

City Council with the 
recommendation that the 
Planning Commission could not 
make Findings 1, 3, and 12 for 
the reasons discussed for 
446/448 Sausalito Boulevard 
and 77 Crescent Avenue.

CITY OF SAUSALITO/ TURNEY GANGWAY : 
Justin Shiu

Design Review Permit to replace the existing 3‐
foot by SOOfoot gangway with a 4‐foot by 80‐
foot gangway and pedestrian ramp, relocate 
the floating dock at the end of the proposed 
gangway, install a new hinged launch ramp, 
and relocate timber piles at the public access 
boat launch at the foot ofTurney Street. June 14,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y N 0:09 16 min, 19 sec N Approved

BURTON RESIDENCE / 209 WEST STREET Staff: 
David Chursenoff

owners Debra and John Burton, is requesting 
approval of a Design Review Permit to 
demolish an existing 1,570 square foot duplex 
and detached two‐car carport and to construct 
a proposed 1,735 square foot duplex and 
detached two‐car garage at 209 West Street 
(APN 065‐231‐018). June 14,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Uncertain N Y 0:27:55 1 hr, 23 min, 5 sec 2 Alejandra Gutzeit John Malick & Associates N Continued

Continue public hearing. The roof be reduced to match the slope of other homes behind it.

RESIDENCE ‐ 2 CRECIENTA DRIVE / CONTINUED 
ITEM FROM MARCH 22, 2017 Staff: David 
Chursenoff

owners Familia De Frijoles, LLC is requesting a 
Design Review Permit for the demolition of an 
existing 1,310 square foot, two‐level, single‐
family residence and construction of a new 
4,261 square foot, two‐level, single‐family 
residence at 2 Crecienta Drive (APN 064‐252‐
11). Landscaping improvement, including  June 14,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 3 N Y 1:57:26 1 hr, 32, min, 34 sec Michael Heckmann Heckmann Architects N Approved

Draft a motion of approval articulating the finding commmissions can make., comeback june 28 or july 5 for a draft approval.

MORRISON RESIDENCE / 217 WOODWARD 
AVENUE / DR 17‐147 Staff: David Chursenoff

owner Barbara Morrison, is requesting 
approval of a modification to a Design Review 
Permit (DR 91‐88) to remove a Condition of 
Approval that restricts the lower floor of the 
217 Woodward unit from being used as a 
separate residential unit. The intent of this 
request is to allow for the creation of an  June 28,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 N N 1:14:00 14 min, 18 sec John McCoy McCoy Architecture N Approved

Removing the condition that restricts the lower floor to being used as a separate residential unit.

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 220 CURREY 
LANE / DR‐EACH‐TRP15‐162 Staff: Calvin Chan

Josephine Moretto 2011 Living Trust, requests 
approval of the following items: Design Review 
Permit to construct a 3,969 square foot, three‐
level, single‐family residence with attached 
two‐car garage and associated improvements 
at 220 Currey Lane; Tree Removal Permit for 
the removal of 10 protected trees; and  June 28,2017 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Certain Y N 1:35:47 50 mins, 23 sec 1 Bruce Berman Jazz Builders Y Continued

 Continue Public Hearing. Advise not to remove all the trees, vegetation selection on the landscaping planreducing the scale and mass of the structure to enhance architectural interest 

2 CRECIENTA DRIVE/DR16‐314/APN 064‐252‐
11 Staff: David Chursenoff

owner Familia De Frijoles, LLC, is requesting a 
Design Review Permit for the demolition of an 
existing 1,310 square foot, two‐level, single‐
family residence and construction of a new 
4,261 square foot, two‐level, single‐family 
residence at 2 Crecienta Drive. Landscaping 
improvements, including terraced retaining  July 5,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain N Y 9:32 1 min, 37 sec present‐didn't say name Heckman Architects N Continued

planning commission and 
review the results of their 
investigations on the wall and 
modifications of the glazing to 
the roofline with the neighbor 
before submitting their 
application.

209 WEST STREET / DR 16‐200 / APN 065‐231‐
18 Staff: David Chursenoff

owners Debra and John Burton, is requesting 
approval of a Design Review Permit to 
demolish an existing 1,570 square foot duplex 
and detached two‐car carport and to construct 
a 1,785 square foot duplex and detached two‐
car garage at 209 West Street. This project is 
continued from the June 14, 2017 Planning  July 5,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Uncertain Y N 11:20 53 min, 38 sec 2 N Continued Continue Public Hearing

152 EDWARDS AVENUE / DR 16‐400 / APN 065‐
293‐01 Staff: Milan Nevajda

Street are requesting a Design Review Permit, 
subject to Heightened Design Review, to 
demolish an existing residence and construct a 
new single‐family residence at 152 Edwards 
Avenue. The proposed dwelling will be 1,623 
square feet, located within substantially the 
same footprint as the existing structure; with  July 5,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 N Y 1:05:00 22 min, 55 sec N Approved

608 LOCUST STREET/ DR 17‐061 / APN 064‐211 
‐33 Staff: Katie Faulkner

Design Review Permit for a 1,303 square foot 
addition] to one duplex unit, the modification 
of exterior stairs, and other associated utility 
improvements. A Tree Removal Permit is 
requested for the removal of two protected 
trees.

July 5,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Uncertain Y N 1:36:54 2 hrs, 23 min John McCoy McCoy Architecture N Continued Continue Public Hearing

2 CRECIENTA DRIVE / DR 16‐314 Staff: David 
Chursenoff

owners Familia De Frijoles, LLC, is requesting a 
Design Review Permit for demolition of an 
existing 1,310 square foot, two‐level, single‐
family residence and construction of a new 
4,261 square foot, two‐level, single‐family 
residence at 2 Crecienta Drive. Landscaping 
improvements, including terraced retaining  July 17,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 3 N N 5:26 3 min, 6 sec Michael Heckman Heckman Architects N Approved

CLAYTON RESIDENCE / 33 WRAY AVENUE / DR‐
EA‐CUP‐TRP 16‐266 Staff: Milan Nevajda

owners Chris and Julie Clayton, is requesting a 
Heightened Design Review Permit to demolish 
the existing residence and construct a single‐
family residence at 33 Wray Avenue. The 
proposed home is 3,055 square feet and 
features landscaping throughout the lot with a 
surface deck around the structure. The  July 17,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Y Y 9:44 1 hr, 10 min, 9 sec 1 present-did not state name Klopf Architecture N Continued Continue Public Hearing

MAAS RESIDENCE /130 CURREY AVENUE / DR 
16‐176 Staff: Katie Faulkner

owner Dr. Corey Maas, is requesting a Design 
Review Permit, subject to Heightened Design 
Review, for a renovation and a 946 square foot 
addition to the existing 3,071 square foot, two‐
story single‐family residence at 130 Currey 
Avenue. The project will include an expansion 
of the front entry, a new upper floor closet  July 17,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 N Y 1:21:50 21 min, 10 sec ���������	
���	������� N Continued

Motion for the comissioners to 
have a site visit.

THE VALHALLA ‐ 201 BRIDGEWAY AND SECOND 
STREET / DR‐CUP‐EATM 16‐401 Staff: Danny 
Castro / Calvin Chan

Alexander Kashef, is proposing a project that 
includes renovation of the original Valhalla 
structure and changes to the building site (201 
Bridgeway) to create a total of two residential 
units on the property (7,901 square feet total 
floor area). The project requests approval of 
the following actions by the City: • Design  July 17,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y N 2:09:00 1 hr, 21 min, 31 sec Berry Peterson Studio 300A N

RACA DE CASCAIS / 700 BLOCK OF BRIDGEWAY 
(PUBLIC PLAZA) / CIP‐DR 17‐219 Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

of Sausalito, requests a Design Review to allow 
a Capital Improvement Project to improve an 
existing public plaza located in front of Bank of 
America (750 Bridgeway) and south of the 
downtown restrooms. The project is a 
Sausalito‐Cascais (pronounced "Kush‐kiesh") 
Sister City Cal(?adas (pronounced "cal‐sadas"),  July 17,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 N N 3:31:55 30 min, 17 sec Stanford Hughes N

CLAYTON RESIDENCE / 33 WRAY AVENUE Staff: 
Milan Nevajda

owners Chris and Julie Clayton, is requesting a 
Design Review Permit, subject to Heightened 
Design Review, to demolish the existing 
residence and construct a single‐family 
residence at 33 Wray Avenue. The proposed 
home is 3,055 square feet and features 
landscaping throughout the lot with a surface  September 6,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y Y 10:57 56 min, 14 sec 1 John Klopf Klopf Architecture N Approved

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 220 CURREY 
LANE / DR‐EA‐TRP 15‐ 162 Staff: Calvin Chan

Josephine Moretto 2011 Living Trust, requests 
approval of the following items: Design Review 
Permit to construct a 3,969 square foot, three‐
level, single‐family residence with attached 
two‐car garage and associated improvements 
at 220 Currey Lane; Tree Removal Permit for 
the removal of five protected trees; and  September 6,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y N 1:10:34 22 min; 56 sec Bruce Burman Jazz Builders N Approved

86 SAN CARLOS AVENUE Staff: David 
Chursenoff

LLC is requesting approval of a Design Review 
Permit, subject to Heightened Design Review, 
at 86 San Carlos Avenue, a Noteworthy 
Structure listed on the Historic Resources 
Inventory, to add 1,761 square feet of 
subterranean floor area and 103 square feet of 
aboveground floor area; remodel the exterior  September 6,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y Y 1:35:12 59 min, 57 sec 1 Ted Horton Approved

CASA MADRONA HOTEL & SPA / 777 & 801 
BRIDGEWAY / DR‐SP‐EA 17‐161 Staff: Calvin 
Chan

Casa Madrona Hotel & Spa, LLC, requests 
approval of the following items concerning the 
structures located at 777 and 801 Bridgeway 
within the Downtown Historic District: • Design 
Review Permit for exterior modifications 
including painting, landscaping, sidewalk 
paving, signage, and updating fixtures to the  September 20,2017 Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y N 5:15 1 hr, 25 min, 7 sec Albert Delimo Weir ' Andrewson Associates

SOUTHVIEW PARK IMPROVEMENTS / CORNER 
OF NORTH STREET AND FOURTH STREET / DR 
17‐150 Staff: David Chursenoff

The City of Sausalito requests approval of a 
Design Review Permit for improvements to 
Southview Park that include a new playground, 
installing new and repairing existing retaining 
walls, resurfacing the tennis court, tree 
removal, new landscaping, and upgrading 
various site amenities. September 20,2017 Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y N 1:25:36 20 min; 42 sec

MAAS RESIDENCE /130 CURREY AVENUE / DR 
16‐176 CONTINUED ITEM FROM JULY 17, 2017 
Staff: Katie Faulkner

owner Dr. Corey Maas, is requesting a Design 
Review Permit, subject to Heightened Design 
Review, for a renovation and a 946 square foot 
addition to the existing 3,071 square foot, two‐
story, single‐family residence at 130 Currey 
Avenue. The project will include an expansion 
of the front entry, a new upper floor closet  September 20,2017 Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y Y 1:49:05 53 min, 35 sec David Kessler

EAGLEEYE WIGGINS RESIDENCE / 121 THIRD 
STREET / DR 17‐020 Staff: Calvin Chan

Wiggins and Laura Eagleeye Wiggins, requests 
approval of a Design Review Permit, subject to 
Heightened Design Review, for a second level 
addition and other associated interior/exterior 
improvements to the existing single‐family 
residence at 121 Third Street. The second level 
addition would increase the height of the  October 4,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Certain N Y 1:05:04 1 hr, 14 min, 8 sec John McCoy McCoy Architecture

BRIDGEWAY PARKLET / WEST SIDE OF 
BRIDGEWAY PUBLIC RIGHT‐OFWAY FRONTING 
621‐633 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐EA 16‐343 Staff: 
Calvin Chan

Review Permit and Encroachment Agreement 
to convert approximately 105 linear feet of 
four onstreet public parking spaces into an 
outdoor seating area (“parklet”) with dining 
tables and chairs located in front of four food 
establishments at 621‐633 Bridgeway. The 
project proposes to maintain the parklet in the  October 18,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Y N 9:35 1 hr, 43 min, 35 sec Continued

To discuss further about 
details specially the safety of 
the parklet and further 
evaluation about the project 
and polocies.

THE INN ABOVE TIDE / 30 EL PORTAL STREET / 
DR‐CUP 17‐346; MODIFICATION TO CUP 17‐
311 Staff: Joshua Montemayor

Enterprises LP, requests approval of the 
following items concerning The Inn Above Tide 
hotel located at 30 El Portal Street within the 
Downtown Historic District: ‐ Design Review 
Permit for exterior modifications including 
removal of a chimney, modifications to 
windows, doors, railings, decking, and other  October 18,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 N N 1:59:34 16 min, 32 sec Michael Rex Michael Rex Architects Approved

With the same modifications to conditions 2 and 8.

TORNQVIST RESIDENCE / 539 EASTERBY 
STREET / DR‐TM 15‐079 Staff: Katie Faulkner

Tornqvist, requests approval of a Design 
Review Permit and Tentative Map to allow the 
construction of a 526 square foot two‐story 
addition to an existing two‐story 
condominium, and to expand the unit 
boundary to the extent of the existing and 
proposed decks on 539 Easterby Street. October 18,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 N N 2:28:20 20 min, 40 sec Robert Brockob Robert Dean Brockob Design Approved

FISH AND CHIPS/813 BRIDGEWAY Staff: Katie 
Faulkner

owner Michael Lappert, is requesting a Design 
Review Permit for a second story addition to 
an existing one‐story commercial building, and 
approval of a Tree Removal Permit to remove 
two protected trees located at 813‐817 
Bridgeway (Fish and Chips). The second story 
addition includes accessible restrooms, an  December 6,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain N N 23:30 1 in, 18 sec Continued

Storey poles not yet errected on site.

MARIN THEATER /101 CALEDONIA STREET (DR‐
CUP‐EA 16‐214) Staff: Calvin Chan

approved the conversion of the former three‐
screen theater at 101 Caledonia Street into a 
mixed‐use structure containing a two‐screen 
theater and restaurant on the first level and an 
office space on the second level. The project 
also included a remodel of the building's 
exterior, including modifications to the  December 6,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y N 0:44:00 1 hr, 34 min N Approved

79 SAUSALITO BOULEVARD (DR 17‐097) Staff: 
David Chursenoff

Kalle Tavela, on behalf of property owner 
Leslie M. Browne Revocable Trust, is 
requesting approval of a Design Review Permit 
to demolish an existing 2,208 square foot 
single‐family residence and to construct a 
2,904 square foot single‐family residence at 
579 Sausalito Boulevard. December 6,2017 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 N N 1:39:40 51 min Approved

FISH AND CHIPS / 813‐817 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐
TRP 17‐092 CONTINUED FROM DECEMBER 6, 
2017 Staff: Katie Faulkner

owner Michael Lappert, is requesting a Design 
Review Permit for a second story addition to 
an existing one‐story commercial building, and 
approval of a Tree Removal Permit to remove 
two protected trees located at 813‐817 
Bridgeway (Fish and Chips). The second story 
addition includes accessible restrooms, an  December 20,2017 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Uncertain Y N 1:19:30 1 hr, 14 min, 20 sec John McCoy McCoy Architecture Continued

continue the public hearing for 813‐817 Bridgeway, with the suggestions made but not conditioned

09 WEST STREET/BURTON RESIDENCE 
CONTINUED ITEM FROM JULY 5, 2017 Staff: 
David Chursenoff

Alejandra Gutzeit, on behalf of property 
owners Debra and John Burton, is requesting 
approval of a Design Review Permit to 
demolish an existing 1,570 square foot duplex 
and detached two‐car carport and to construct 
a 1,785 square foot duplex and detached two‐
car garage at 209 West Street. January 17,2018 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y N 2:17:50 10 min, 10 sec 1 John Malick John Malick & Associates Approved

21 THIRD STREET / EAGLEEYE WIGGINS 
RESIDENCE CONTINUED ITEM FROM 
DECEMBER 20, 2017 Staff: Calvin Chan

Wiggins and Laura Eagleeye Wiggins, requests 
approval of a Design Review Permit, subject to 
Heightened Design Review, for a second level 
addition and other associated interior/exterior 
improvements to the existing single‐family 
residence at 121 Third Street. The second level 
addition would increase the height of the  January 17,2018 Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y Y 2:29:58 31 min, 2 sec John McCoy McCoy Architecture

THE GATEKEEPER SCULPTURE / 19 TOYON 
LANE Staff: Katie Faulkner

The Sierra Crew, LLC / Charles Chi, owner of 19 
Toyon Lane, had previously requested approval 
of a Design Review Permit to allow the 
installation of a metal sculpture and the 
construction of a retaining wall in the front 
yard of 19 Toyon Lane, but withdrew the 
application on January 30, 201 8. February 7,2018 Y Y Y Y Y Y Application Withdrawn N N 0:05:22 10 sec

FISH AND CHIPS / 813‐817 BRIDGEWAY (DR‐
TRP 17‐092) CONTINUED ITEM FROM 
DECEMBER 20, 2017 Staff: Katie Faulkner

owner Michael Lappert, is requesting a Design 
Review Permit for a second story addition to 
an existing one‐story commercial building and 
approval of a Tree Removal Permit to remove 
two protected trees located at 813‐817 
Bridgeway (Fish and Chips). The second story 
addition includes accessible restrooms, an  February 21,2018 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Y N 10:46 1 hr, 9 min, 25 sec John McCoy McCoy Architecture Continued

Continue Public Hearing for project design revisions.

Continued

FISH AND CHIPS / 813‐817 BRIDGEWAY (DR‐
TRP 17‐092) Staff: Katie Faulkner

owner Michael Lappert, is requesting a Design 
Review Permit for a second story addition to 
an existing one‐story commercial building and 
approval of a Tree Removal Permit to remove 
two protected trees located at 813‐817 
Bridgeway (Fish and Chips). The second story 
addition includes accessible restrooms, an  March 7,2018 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y N 1:25:00 48 min, 51 sec John McCoy McCoy Architecture Approved Approved

200 SAUSALITO BOULEVARD Planner: Calvin 
Chan Project ID: 2018‐0059

approval of a Design Review Permit subject, 
subject to Heightened Design Review, to 
demolish an existing detached garage and to 
construct an attached 412 square foot, two‐car 
garage structure and 78 square foot addition 
to the existing two‐unit dwelling, along with 
associated site improvements; Tree Removal  March 21,2018 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y Y 2:52:24 27 min, 21 sec Marshall Schneider Schneider Design Associates Approved



Project_ID Project_title Project_detail Meeting_date Design_review_yn Active_present_cox active_present_werner active_present_blair active_present_keegan active_present_Graef active_present_nichols
active_present_cleveland_kno
wles active_present_pierce active_present_kelman active_present_fried active_present_feller PC_vote number_denied number_continued number_approved Date_certain_or_uncertain draft_resolution_present_yn Heightened_review_yn start_time length_time number_opposition_letters number_support_letters

Opposition_attorney_present_
yn Sponsor_attorney_present_yn Opposition_attory_name Sponsor_attorney_name Sponsor_architect architect_firm variance_requested_yn vote_cox vote_cox_comments vote_werner vote_werner_comments vote_blair vote_blair_comments vote_keegin vote_keegin_comments vote_graef

CASCAIS COMPASS ROSE PLAZA 
MODIFICATION TO DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

Proposed changes to an approved project to 
modify the compass rose design to incorporate 
a seven‐foot diameter Portugese crest at the 
center of the compass, and to add donor and 
sign plaques and a temporary landscaping plan 
for the Praca De Cascais (public plaza) located 
in front of Bank of America at 700 Bridgeway. April 11,2018 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 10:29 37 min, 36 sec Approved

SAUSALITO CIVIC CENTER BEAUTIFICATION 
PROJECT / 420 LITHO STREET Staff: Calvin Chan

Capital Improvement Project at Sausalito Civic 
Center (City Hall). The project primarily 
includes landscape and hardscape 
enhancements to the Civic Center premises 
surrounding the City Hall building. The City's 
1999 Historic Resources Inventory identifies 
Sausalito City Hall (Central School) as a  May 9,2018 Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y N 1:24 1 hr, 1 min, 12 sec Approved

PRACA DE CASCAIS ‐ 700 BRIDGEWAY Staff: 
David Chursenoff

A Design Review Permit for permanent 
landscaping for a public enhancement project 
at the Praca De Cascais Plaza. The proposed 
plans include an assortment of trees, low 
shrubs and groundcover plants, and accent 
plants andlow stonewall. July 25,2018 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y Y 17:37 25 min, 30 sec Stanford Hughes Approved

416 NAPA STREET Staff: Calvin Chan

approval of the following: ‐Design Review 
Permit, subject to Heightened Design Review, 
to remodel and construct a two‐story western 
addition,an addition to the north (rear), and a 
covered deck to the south (front), for the 
existing single‐family residence at 416 Napa 
Street, along with associated site  July 25,2018 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Uncertain Y Y 1:46:50 50 min, 55 sec Michael Rex Michael Rex Architecture Continued

416 NAPA STREET Staff: Calvin Chan

approval of the following: ‐Design Review 
Permit to remodel and construct a two‐story 
western addition, an addition to the north 
(rear), and a covered deck tothe south (front), 
for the existing single‐family residence at 416 
Napa Street, along with associated site 
improvements. ‐Encroachment Agreement for  September 5,2018 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Uncertain Y Y 7:36 1 hr, 46 min, 39 sec Michael Rex Michael Rex Architecture Continued

101 CALEDONIA STREET / MARIN THEATER 
Staff: Calvin Chan

requested: modification to approved Design 
Review Permit for exterior renovations, 
renewal of Conditional Use Permit for 
establishment of a second‐level office within 
two years and a theater and restaurant within 
four years,renewal of Sign Permit for business 
identification signage and theater marquee,  October 3,2018 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 3 0:45:20 1 hr, 15 min, 30 sec Zac Rockett Ro / Rockett Design Approved

416 NAPA STREET (PROJECT ID: 2018‐00198)

approval of the following: ‐Design Review 
Permit to remodel and construct a two‐story 
western addition, an addition to the north 
(rear), and a covered deck tothe south (front), 
for the existing single‐family residence at 416 
Napa Street, along with associated site 
improvements. ‐Nonconformity Permit to  November 7,2018 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain Y N 5:00 48 min, 10 sec 2 1 Michael Rex Michael Rex Architects Continued

416 NAPA STREET (PROJECT ID: 2018‐00198) ‐ 
Continued Item from November 7, 2018

approval of the following: ‐Design Review 
Permit to remodel and construct a two‐story 
western addition, an addition to the north 
(rear), and a covered deck tothe south (front), 
for the existing single‐family residence at 416 
Napa Street, along with associated site 
improvements. ‐Nonconformity Permit to  December 5,2018 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 1 4 Y Y 4:10 1 hr, 9 mins, 40 sec 3 Michael Rex Michael Rex Architects Approved

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

approval of a retroactive Design Review Permit 
for the expansion of a second‐floor deck at 27 
Central Avenue. The project has been 
determined to be exempt from further 
environmental review under Section 15301 of 
the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). February 27,2019 Y Y Y Y Y Continued Date Certain 3:47 1 hr, 25 min, 17 sec 2 ARTEK Consulting Engineers Continued

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

approval of a retroactive Design Review Permit 
for the expansion of a second‐floor deck at 27 
Central Avenue. The project has been 
determined to be exempt from further 
environmental review under Section 15301 of 
the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). April 3,2019 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Certain N N 1:04:20 58 min, 51 sec 1 Continued

28 LOWER CRESCENT AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 
DR/LLA/TRP 17‐195

Loren Eskenazi,requests approval of a Design 
Review Permit for 1,517 square foot addition 
to an existing non‐conforming triplex and the 
conversion of a non‐conforming triplex into a 
duplex, a Tree Removal Permit for the removal 
of a 14.7‐inch DBH,multi‐trunk Coast Live Oak 
and a Lot Merger for the merging of parcels  April 3,2019 Y Y Y Y Continued 3 Date Uncertain Y N 1:12:30 2 hrs, 27 min, 27 sec David Witfield Continued

76 CAZNEAU AVENUE ‐ GAETANI RESIDENCE 
(PROJECT ID:2017‐00253)

A Design Review Permit and Encroachment 
Agreement are requested to construct a new 
642 square foot detached two‐car garage and 
associated reataining walls at 76 Cazneau 
Avenue. May 15,2019 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Certain Y N 3:37 1 hr, 21 min, 28 sec Patricia Arpini Velho PAVassociates Continued

76 CAZNEAU AVENUE ‐ GAETANI RESIDENCE 
(PROJECT ID:2017‐00253)

A Design Review Permit and Encroachment 
Agreement are requested to construct a new 
642 square foot detached two‐car garage and 
associated reataining walls at 76 Cazneau 
Avenue. The project was continued from the 
May15,2019 Planning Commission hearing. May 29,2019 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y N 9:35 15 min; 5 sec Patricia Arpini Velho PAVassociates Approved

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

approval of a retroactive Design Review Permit 
for the expansion of a second‐floor deck at 27 
Central Avenue. The project has been 
determined to be exempt from further 
environmental review under Section 15301 of 
the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). May 29,2019 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain Y N 0:25:40 1 hr, 10 min, 18 sec 1 ARTEK Consulting Engineers Continued

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

approval of a retroactive Design Review Permit 
for the expansion of a second‐floor deck at 27 
Central Avenue. The project has been 
determined to be exempt from further 
environmental review under Section 15301 of 
the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA). June 26,2019 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y N 0:02:20 48 min, 10 sec ARTEK Consulting Engineers Approved

61 WOLFBACK RIDGE ROAD / McIVER 
RESIDENCE / MODIFICATION TO APPROVED 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT DR 2019‐00159

Applicant Ted Sanders, on behalf of Sandra 
McIver, Trustee et al,property owners,requests 
approvalof a modification would substitute a 
Class A metal roof for the approved native 
grass green roof at 61 Wolfback Ridge Raod 
(APN 200‐310‐02 and 200‐310‐17). September 4,2019 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y N 2:14:10 45 min; 50 sec Tad Sanders Approved

70 GEORGE LANE / PAPPAS RESIDENCE / 
MODIFICATION TO APPROVED DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT DR/TRP 2019‐00033 / APN 064‐254‐
43).

approval of a Design Review Permit to 
construct a 362 square foot addition plus a 
detached two‐car garage for an existing single‐
family residence,and a Tree Removal Permit to 
remove two(2) heritage trees and three (3) 
unprotected trees from the property at 70 
George Lane (APN 064‐254‐43). September 4,2019 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 N N 3:06:59 31 min, 6 sec John Pappas,P.E. Approved

519 CALEDONIA STREET ‐ BRAUNINGER 
DUPLEX (Project ID: DR/EA 2019‐00150) APN: 
064‐162‐21

Design Review Permit and Encroachment 
Agreement to remodel the existing duplex at 
519 Caledonia Street, construct a 482 SF 
addition plus a detached two car garage at 519 
Caledonia Street, and construct a new 
driveway off of Napa Street for the benefit of 
the existing residence at 403 Napa Street. September 18,2019 Y Y Y Y Y Y Coninued 3 Date Uncertain Y N 3:42 2 hrs; 12 mins; 42 sec Michael Rex Michael Rex Architects Dissenting

610 COLOMA STREET – MARTIN LUTHER KING 
PARK SCHEMATIC TREE MASTER PLAN (Project 
ID: DR 2019‐00242) APN: 063‐170‐03

The Parks and Recreation Commission has 
requested that the Planning Commission 
review and approve the schematic tree master 
plan for the redevelopment of Martin Luther 
King, Jr. Park. September 18,2019 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y 2:16 25 min; 15 sec

CSW /ST2 Engineering 
Group Inc. Approved

4 CLOUD VIEW ROAD (2019‐00067) ‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW PERMIT, ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT

request by Andrew Pribuss of Richardson 
Architects on behalf of property owners Ed 
Carey & Holly Stewart for a Design Review 
Permit and an Encroachment Agreement to 
construct 240 square feet of new floor area 
and for roof eaves and existing driveway 
parking to encroach into the public right‐of‐ October 2,2019 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y 1:01:17 36 min, 48 sec Andrew Pribuss Richardson Architects Approved

30 Atwood Ave ‐ Hoerner Residence (Project 
ID: 2018‐00419)

requested to construct a new cantilevered 
deck at the back of the existing residence at 30 
Atwood Ave (APN 065‐203‐04). The Design 
Review Permit is required to allow the deck to 
extend into the rear yard setback. The Variance 
is required to allow the proposed deck to 
exceed the allowed building coverage limits for  October 16,2019 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain N N 19:35 1 min, 5 sec Julie Johnson DNM Architecture Continued

253 Glen Drive ‐ Levandov Residence (Project 
ID: 2019‐00063)

A Design Review Permit is requested to 
substantially demolish and reconstruct a single‐
family residential structure at 253 Glen Drive 
(APN 064‐243‐21) without substantially 
replicating the original structure. October 16,2019 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Uncertain Y N 1:06:05 1 hr, 20 min, 4 sec Sarah Reeves SAZED DESIGN Continued

556 Sausalito Boulevard ‐ Request for Design 
Review Permit and Encroachment Agreement 
(Project ID: 2019‐00114)

approved Design Review Permit 15‐171 for the 
construction of an interior remodel, the 
addition of a 74 square‐foot deck, and to 
increase the garage roof height by 2 feet for an 
existing two‐family residence located at 556 
Sausalito Boulevard. On February 23, 2016, the 
City Council approved an Encroachment  October 16,2019 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y N 2:30:55 25 min; 48 sec Drafting Green Approved

30 Atwood Avenue

requested to construct a new cantilevered 
deck at the back of the existing residence at 30 
Atwood Ave (APN 065‐203‐04). The Design 
Review Permit is required to allow the deck to 
extend into the rear yard setback. The Variance 
is required to allow the proposed deck to 
exceed the allowed building coverage limits for  November 6,2019 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Certain N N 6:56 1 hr, 8 min, 6 sec 4 1 David Matlock md architectures Y Continued

Wolfback Estates Lot 5

Tsedendamba Tserenpuntsag and Bazarsad 
Oigonjargal, requests approval of a Design 
Review Permit for the construction of a new 
single‐family residence at Lot 5 of Wolfback 
Estates (APN: 200‐310‐07, 200‐310‐13). The 
proposed project includes an approximately 
5,470 square‐foot main house and 1,490  November 6,2019 Y Y Y Y Y Continued 4 Date Uncertain 1:27:37 1 hr, 58 min, 33 sec Scott Couture Couture Architecture Continued

519 Caledonia Street Design Review 
Permit

Design Review Permit and Encroachment 
Agreement to remodel the existing duplex at 
519 Caledonia Street, construct a 482 SF 
addition plus a detached two car garage at 519 
Caledonia Street, and construct a new 
driveway off of Napa Street for the benefit of 
the existing residence at 403 Napa Street. December 4,2019 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved Y N 2:12:47 59 min, 33 sec Michael Rex Michael Rex Architects Approved

30 Atwood Avenue Deck Addition Design 
Review Permit & Variance DR‐VA 2018‐00419

requested to construct a new cantilevered 
deck at the back of the existing residence at 30 
Atwood Ave (APN 065‐203‐04). The Design 
Review Permit is required to allow the deck to 
extend into the rear yard setback. The Variance 
is required to allow the proposed deck to 
exceed the allowed building coverage limits for  December 4,2019 Y Y Y Y Y Y Denied 4 Y Y 3:03:32 1hr, 57 min, 46 sec Y NO

253 Glen Drive ‐ Levanadov Residence (Project 
ID: 2019‐00063)

A Design Review Permit is requested to 
substantially demolish and reconstruct a single‐
family residential structure at 253 Glen Drive 
(APN 064‐243‐21) without substantially 
replicating the original structure. December 18,2019 Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y N 2:20 36 min, 11 sec

BRIDGEWAY AT COLOMA STREET ‐ SAUSALITO‐
MARIN CITY SANITARY DISTRICT COLOMA 
PUMP STATION IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 
(PROJECT ID: 2019‐00084). THIS ITEM IS 
CONTINUED FROM DECEMBER 4, 2019.

Agreement, Conditional Use Permit, and Tree 
Removal Permit are requested to construct the 
Sausalito‐Marin City Sanitary District (SMCSD) 
Coloma Pump Station improvements. These 
would include demolishing the existing Scotties 
and Whiskey Springs pump stations and 
replace both with the new Coloma pump  February 19,2020 Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y 50:36:00 2 hrs 27 mins 27 sec 2

Shades of Green Landscape 
Architecture Approved

519 BONITA STREET - DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT (APN: 064-163-12; Project 
ID: 2019-00263)

A Design Review Permit and 
Encroachment Agreement have been 
requested for renovations to an existing 
two-car garage and concrete stairway that 
encroach approximately 3 feet into the 
Bonita Street right-of-way. 15-Apr-20 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y 3:11 1 hr 11 min 43 sec Ted Bonneau OXBSTUDIO ARCHITECTS Approved

40‐42 MARION AVE‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT/ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT 
(APN: : 065‐292‐19; Project ID: 2019‐00160)

Review Permit, an Accessory Dwelling Unit 
Permit, and an Encroachment Agreement to 
remodel an existing 2,059 SF duplex at 40/42 
Marion Avenue (APN 065‐292‐19) plus a 551 SF 
addition; remodel an existing carport to a 
garage plus convert 300 SF of storage space 
below the carport into an Accessory Dwelling  15-Apr-20 Y Y Y Y Y Y Study Session 1:24:25 1 hr 9 min 42 sec

40‐42 MARION AVE‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT/ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT 
(APN: : 065‐292‐19; Project ID: 2019‐00342)

Unit Permit, and an Encroachment Agreement 
have been requested to remodel an existing 
2,059 SF duplex at 40/42 Marion Avenue (APN 
065‐292‐19) plus a 551 SF addition; remodel an 
existing carport to a garage plus convert 300 SF 
of storage space below the carport into an 
Accessory Dwelling Unit; and construction of  May 6,2020 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain Y 15:09 2 hrs 7 min 52 sec Mike Stankus Michael Rex Architects Continued

MAIN STREET RIGHT‐OF‐WAY ADJACENT TO 
215 MAIN STREET AND PARKING DECK 
ADJACENT TO 558 BRIDGEWAY ‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT (APN: 
065‐271‐12 AND 065‐172‐12); PROJECT ID 
2020‐00063 AND 2020‐00064 RESPECTIVELY

Agreements have been requested for the 
Sausalito‐Marin City Sanitary District Generator 
Reliability Project, specifically to remove an 
existing underground fuel tank and replace it 
with an above‐ground tank for the Main Street 
Pump Station, and to relocate the project 
controls for the Princess Street Pump Station. May 6,2020 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y 2:23:01 59 min 4 sec Approved

40‐42 MARION AVE‐ DESIGN REVIEW/TREE 
REMOVAL PERMIT/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT/ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT 
(APN: : 065‐292‐19; Project ID: 2019‐00342)

Unit Permit, a Tree Removal Permit, and an 
Encroachment Agreement have been 
requested to remodel an existing 2,059 SF 
duplex at 40/42 Marion Avenue (APN 065‐292‐
19) plus a 727 SF addition; remodel an existing 
carport to a garage plus convert 300 SF of 
storage space below the carport into an  May 20,2020 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 3 Y 14:07 2 hrs 10 min 15 sec Mike Stankus Michael Rex Architects Approved

BRIDGEWAY AT COLOMA STREET ‐ BACKUP 
GENERATOR LOCATION, SAUSALITO‐MARIN 
CITY SANITARY DISTRICT COLOMA PUMP 
STATION IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT (PROJECT 
ID: 2019‐00084).

Agreement, Conditional Use Permit, and Tree 
Removal Permit were approved to construct 
the Sausalito‐Marin City Sanitary District 
(SMCSD) Coloma Pump Station improvements. 
The final location of the emergency backup 
generator and underground control building 
were subject to further negotiations between  May 20,2020 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 4 Y 2:24:22 2 hrs 7 min 23 sec Approved

74, 76, 78 CENTRAL AVENUE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT, ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT, 
VARIANCE & NONCONFORMITY PERMIT (APN: 
065‐202‐04; PROJECT ID: 2020‐00052)

for the proposed exterior refurbishment of the 
existing structure and reconfigured interior 
space, replacement of the exterior stucco 
finish and windows, and updated seismic and 
energy performance per modern codes; an 
Encroachment Agreement has been requested 
for a new off‐street parking space to be  24-Jun-20 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued 5 Date Certain Y Y 5:55 3 hrs 16 min 27 sec Gregory Lee Miller Gregory L.Miller Architect Y Continued

74, 76, 78 CENTRAL AVENUE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT, ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT, 
VARIANCE & NONCONFORMITY PERMIT (APN: 
065‐202‐04; PROJECT ID: 2020‐00052)

for the proposed exterior refurbishment of the 
existing structure and reconfigured interior 
space, replacement of the exterior stucco 
finish and windows, and updated seismic and 
energy performance per modern codes; an 
Encroachment Agreement has been requested 
for a new off‐street parking space to be  July 15,2020 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y Y 15:35 2 hrs 18 min 55 sec Gregory Lee Miller Gregory L. Miller Architect Y Approved

1‐3 HARBOR DRIVE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW AND 
TREE REMOVAL PERMIT (APN: 063‐140‐15; 
PROJECT ID: 2019‐00335)

A Design Review and Tree Removal Permit 
have been requested to remove 3 protected 
trees and install a new comprehensive 
landscape plan to include water‐efficient 
landscaping and replacement trees on the 
subject property. 16-Sep-20 Y Y Y Y Y Y Approved 5 Y 24:08:00 2 hrs 18 min 55 sec

Pedersen Associates 
Landscape Architects Approved

654 SAUSALITO BLVD ‐ DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT, TREE REMOVAL PERMIT, 
ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT; PROJECT ID: 
2019‐00184; APN 065‐163‐26

demolish an existing single‐family residence 
and construct a 3,666 square foot single family 
residence at 654 Sausalito Blvd; and a Tree 
Removal Permit to remove eight protected 
trees; and an Encroachment Agreement to 
construct upgrades to an existing driveway, 
entry stairway, and entry gate partially within  16-Sep-20 Y Y Y Y Y Y Continued Date Uncertain Y 1:23:36 2 hrs 58 min 10 sec

Mason Woodhams 
Architecture Corp. Continued



Project_ID Project_title

CUP/DR 99-111

CUP/DR 99‐111, Amendment of a Conditional 
Use Permit, Design Review Permit, Westcore 
Marin, 441‐475 Coloma Street

DR 08-003

DR 08‐003, Amendment to previously‐
approved Design Review Permit,Puntsag, 147 
Edwards Avenue

DR/TRP 13-135

DR/TRP 13‐135, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, City of Sausalito, (Lycee 
Francais) 100 Ebbtide Avenue

DR/SP 12-289

DR/SP 12‐289, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Schoonmaker Point Marina, 85 Liberty 
Ship Way

DR/SP 12-289

DR/SP 12‐289, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Schoonmaker Point Marina, 85 Liberty 
Ship Way

DR/EA/TM/TRP 13‐098, Design Review Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement,Tentative Minor 
Subdivision Map, Tree Removal Permit, 
Harrison Ventures,LLC, 100 Harrison Avenue.

DR/AMD 11‐362, Design Review Permit, Bank 
of America, 750 Bridgeway

DR/NCP 13‐262, Design Review Permit, Non‐
Conformity Permit, City of Sausalito, 500 Block 
of Bridgeway

CUP/DR 97‐03, Conditional Use Permit, Design 
Review Permit, California Department of 
Transportation, Rodeo and Highway 101

DR/VA/EA/TRP 13‐196, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Encroachment Agreement, Tree 
Removal Permit, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue

DR/NCP 13‐262, Design Review Permit, Non‐
Conformity Permit, City of Sausalito, 500 Block 
of Bridgeway

DR/VA/EA/TRP 13‐196, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Encroachment Agreement, Tree 
Removal Permit, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue

MODIFICATION OF DR/VA 05‐069, Design 
Review Permit, Variance, Abbassi, 315 North 
Street

DR/SP/EA 13‐276, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Encroachment Agreement, JCG Trust of 
2007 ETAL, 42‐42 1/2 Caledonia Street (APN 
065‐055‐06)

DR 13‐232,Design Review Permit, Yee, 619 
Coloma Street

DR 13‐198, Design Review Permit, Henry, 660 
Bridgeway

DR/SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, City of Suasilito, Various Locations

DR/SP 13‐213, Design Review Permit, 
Bridgeway Blvd., LLC,675 Bridgeway

DR/VA 05‐069, DesignReview Permit, Variance, 
Abbassi, 315 North Street

DR 13‐184, Design Review Permit,Solomon, 
130 Prospect Avenue

DR/TM/CUP/TR/EA 13‐071,Design Review 
Permit, Tentative Minor Subdivision Map, 
Conditional Use Permit, Tree Removal Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement,McGuire,60/62 
Marion Avenue

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit,Childs, 274 Glen Avenue

DR 13‐322, Design Review Permit, Levin,168 
Harrison Avenue

DR/NC 10‐377, Design Review Permit, Non‐
Conformity, CMSC Ventures, LLC,801 
Bridgeway

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit,Palmira Investments,LLC, 274 
Glen Drive

DR/EA 13‐297, Design Review 
Permit,Encroachment Agreement, Irwin‐Mark, 
509 Johnson Street

DR/VA 13‐235, Design Review Permit, 
Variance,Yee,619 Coloma Street

ZOA 10‐355, Standard for Mult‐Family Zoned 
Properties, City of Sausalito

DR/SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, City of Sausalito

DR/CUP/EA 13‐297, Design Review Permit, 
Conditional Use Permit,Encroachment 
Agreement, Irwin and Mark, 509 Johnson 
Street

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, Palmira Investments, 274 
Glen Avenue

DR/TRP 13‐122, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, Vanderlinden, 206 Third 
Street

DR/VA/TRP/EA 14‐006, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue.

DR/VA/TRP/EA 14‐006, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue.

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, McCurdy, 19 Toyon.

DR/VA/TRP 06‐069, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, McLaughlin, 
919, 921, 923 Bridgeway.

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review, Tree Removal 
Permit, Palmira Investments, 274 Glen Avenue.

DR/SP/EA 14‐030, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Encroachment Agreement, Nadjibi, 755 
Bridgeway

TM/CCP/DR/TRP/EA 13‐139, Tentative Map, 
Condo Conversion Permit, Design Review 
Permit, Tree Removal Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Rushford, 420 & 422 Napa Street 
& 114 Filbert Avenue

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA, General Plan 
Amendment, Zoning Ordinance Amendment, 
Planned Development, Tentative Map, Design 
Review Permit, Condominium Conversion, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street.

TM/CCP/DR/EA 13‐139, Tentative Map, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, Design 
Review Permit, Encroachment Agreement, 
Rushford, Russo, Johnson, Haitani, 420 & 422 
Napa Street & 114 Filbert Avenue

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Amendment, Zoning Ordinance 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA, General Plan 
Amendment, Zoning Ordinance Amendment, 
Planned Development Permit, Tentative Map, 
Design Review Permit, Condominium 
Conversion Permit, Encroachment Agreement, 
Kashef, 201 Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

DR/CUP 14‐113, Design Review Permit, 
Conditional Use Permit, Bridgeway Marina 
Corp. and City of Sausalito, 225 Locust 
Street/Foot of Locust Street/Humboldt Right‐of‐
Way

DR‐SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, City of Sausalito, WayFinding Sign 
Program

CUP/SP/DR/EA, Conditional Use Permit, Sign 
Permit, Design Review Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Madrigal Family Winery, 819 
Bridgeway

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

ZP 14‐074,Occuptional Use 
Permit,Nucifora,707 Bridgeway

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, Grattan and McCurdy, 19 
Toyon
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street.

DR/SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Way‐Finding Sign Program, City of 
Sausalito.

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, 19 Toyon Partners, 19 Toyon 
Lane

DR/VA 04‐038, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Woodrow, 9 Edwards Avenue.
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

DR/LLA 12‐295, Design Review Permit, Lot Line 
Adjustment, Cazneau LLC, 92/94 Cazneau 
Avenue

DR/VA 04‐038, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Woodrow, 9 Edwards Avenue

vote_grael_comments vote_nichols vote_nichols_comments vote_cleveland_knowles
vote_cleveland_knowles_com
ments vote_pierce vote_pierce_comments vote_kellman vote_kellman_comments vote_fried vote_fried_comments vote_feller vote_feller_comments cox_feel werner_feel blair_feel keegin_feel graef_feel nichols_feel Cleveland‐knowles_feel Pierce_feel Kellman_feel Fried_feel Feller_feel Cox_findings_not_met_1 Cox_findings_not_met_2 Cox_findings_not_met_3 Cox_findings_not_met_4 Cox_findings_not_met_5 Cox_findings_not_met_6 Cox_findings_not_met_7 Cox_findings_not_met_8 Cox_findings_not_met_9 Cox_findings_not_met_10 Cox_findings_not_met_11 Cox_findings_not_met_12 Cox_findings_not_met_13 werner_findings_not_met_1 werner_findings_not_met_2 werner_findings_not_met_3 werner_findings_not_met_4 werner_findings_not_met_5

Approved Approved

Approved Approved

Approved Approved

Continued

properly installed;provide 
information on the project's 
soils report and original 
conditional use permit;and 
investigate the anticipated 
project requirements by the Bay 
Conservation and Development  Continued

properly installed;provide 
information on the project's 
soils report and original 
conditional use permit;and 
investigate the anticipated 
project requirements by the Bay 
Conservation and Development 

Approved

Approved 1

Approved Approved 1

Denied

There is not enough time to get 
the proposed work done. There 
is also an issue in the blockage 
of public view. Denied

The proposed design is really 
cluttered along the sidewalk. 
Recommends a more open 
design to let the public see its 
importance. 1

Approved Approved

Denied

The proposed project is not 
consistent especially with the 
differences in variance. Denied

The proposed project is not 
consistent especially with the 
differences in variance; it could 
be problematic.

Approved

Approved

Continued

Additional Information is 
needed prior to the item being 
brought before the Planning 
Commission.

Approved

Approved Approved

Continued

To return on a future agenda 
with the sandwich board/a‐
frame signage issue. Continued

To return on a future agenda 
with the sandwich board/a‐
frame signage issue.

Approved Denied

We don't know where the signs 
are. The locations that are 
proposed are fairly far apart.

Approved Approved

Approved Approved

Denied

The houses in the area have 
been historic in the city and are 
noted to be not that big in 
terms of area. Denied

A little bit unclear with what the 
roofs effect is in terms of 
sunlight. Issues in having 
adequate light and air to pass 
through.

Continued

Applicant requested to move on 
January 22,2014 to allow 
additional time to consider 
public and primary issues. Continued

Applicant requested to move on 
January 22,2014 to allow 
additional time to consider 
public and primary issues.

Approved Approved

Approved Approved

Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns of the 
Commission including the 
carport roof and the height of 
the living room portion of the 
residence. Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns of the 
Commission including the 
carport roof and the height of 
the living room portion of the 
residence.

Continued

To correct a public noticing 
error regarding the applicant's 
request for a conditional use 
permit to allow tandem parking. Continued

To correct a public noticing 
error regarding the applicant's 
request for a conditional use 
permit to allow tandem parking.

NO (Didn't vote continue or 
deny) Didn't vote deny or continue Denied

Use of variances is a better 
policy but in this instance, it is 
not properly improved. X X X X

Approved Approved

NO (Didn't vote continue or 
deny)

NO (Didn't vote continue or 
deny)

Continued

Continued (public hearings for 
509 Johnson Street (Item 4) and 
206 Third Street (Item 5) Continued

Continued (public hearings for 
509 Johnson Street (Item 4) and 
206 Third Street (Item 5)

NO (Didn't vote continue or 
deny) Approved

Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns of the 
commission including the 
carport roof and height of living 
room. Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns of the 
commission including the 
carport roof and height of living 
room.

Approved

NO (Didn't vote continue or deny)

Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address the Heightened Design 
Review Findings. Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address the Heightened Design 
Review Findings.

Continued

Further time for applicant to 
address all concerns especially 
the Heightened Design Findings. Continued

Further time for applicant to 
address all concerns especially 
the Heightened Design Findings.

Continued
to allow Historic Landmarks 
Board review of the project. Continued

to allow Historic Landmarks 
Board review of the project.

Approved Approved

Approved Approved

Approved Approved

Continued

Staff recommended to continue 
hearing to a date uncertain in 
accordance w/applicant's 
request. Continued

Staff recommended to continue 
hearing to a date uncertain in 
accordance w/applicant's 
request.

Approved Approved

Approved Approved

Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
a Tentative Map and 
Condominium Conversion 
Permit to a date uncertain Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
a Tentative Map and 
Condominium Conversion 
Permit to a date uncertain

Continued

Commissioner Cleveland‐
Knowles requested the motion 
be amended to continue the 
hearing to the meeting of May 
28, 2014. Continued

Commissioner Cleveland‐
Knowles requested the motion 
be amended to continue the 
hearing to the meeting of May 
28, 2014.

Continued

To accept public comments & 
continue public hearing on May 
28. Continued

To accept public comments & 
continue public hearing on May 
28.

Continued

applicant had requested the 
public hearing for 225 Locust 
Street/Foot of Locust 
Street/Humboldt Right‐of‐Way 
be continued to a date 
uncertain Continued

applicant had requested the 
public hearing for 225 Locust 
Street/Foot of Locust 
Street/Humboldt Right‐of‐Way 
be continued to a date 
uncertain

Continued HLB did not have a quorum Continued HLB did not have a quorum

Approved Approved

Approved Approved

Continued

Staff recommended to continue 
the hearing on the IES/MND to 
June 4. Continued

Staff recommended to continue 
the hearing on the IES/MND to 
June 4.

Continued
Staff recommended the public 
hearing be continued Continued

Staff recommended the public 
hearing be continued

Continued

Director Graves indicated the 
item needed to be considered 
by the Historic Landmarks 
Board at its June 11, 2014 
meeting before coming to the 
Planning Commission and 
recommended the Commission 

Approved Approved

Continued
To continue for further 
evaluation. Continued

To continue for further 
evaluation.

Continued
To continue for further 
evaluation. Continued

To continue for further 
evaluation.

Continued Continued

Continued

Review the revised project 
plans and draft conditions of 
approval; provide direction on 
any appropriate modifications; 
and continue the hearing to 
Planning Commission meeting 
on July 2. Continued

Review the revised project 
plans and draft conditions of 
approval; provide direction on 
any appropriate modifications; 
and continue the hearing to 
Planning Commission meeting 
on July 2.

Continued

Community Development 
Director Graves indicated that 
the applicant had requested the 
public hearing for 92/94 
Cazneau Avenue be continued 
to the meeting of July 30, 2014.



Project_ID Project_title

DR 14‐089, Design Review Permit, City of 
Sausalito, 216 and 224 Bulkley Avenue
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

DR/VAR 10‐377, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, CMSC Ventures, LLC, 801 Bridgeway

DR/VA/TRP 04‐038, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, Woodrow, 9 
Edwards Avenue

UP/DR 98‐107, Conditional Use Permit, Design 
Review Permit, City of Sausalito, 300 Spencer 
Avenue

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, 19 Toyon Partners, LLC, 19 
Toyon Lane.

Woodrow Retaining Wall, 9 Edwards Avenue – 
Design Review Permit, Variances, Tree 
Removal Permit, DR/VA/TRP 04‐038.

VALHALLA RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS/201 
BRIDGEWAY & 206 SECOND STREET 
(GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150), Kashef, 
201 Bridgeway & 206 Second Street.

MCREYNOLDS RESIDENCE / 92‐94 CAZNEAU 
AVENUE (DR/LLA 12‐295)

STEPHENSON RESIDENCE / 403 BONITA STREET 
(DR 13‐303) David Spurgeon, Architect 
(Applicant) Susan Stephenson (Owner)

VANDERLINDEN RESIDENCE / 206 THIRD 
STREET (DR/TRP 13‐122) Michael Heacock 
Architects Inc (Applicant) Frits and Letty 
Vanderlinden (Owners)

VALHALLA RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS/201 
BRIDGEWAY & 206 SECOND STREET 
ENTITLEMENTS (GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 
13‐150) Staff: Noble (PlaceWorks) Alex Kashef, 
DDS, MD (Applicant/Owner)

WOODROW RETAINING WALL / 9 EDWARDS 
AVENUE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT, 
VARIANCES, AND TREE REMOVAL PERMIT 
(DR/VA/TRP 04‐038) Philip Woodrow 
(Applicant/Owner)

AUSTIN RESIDENCE / 40 MARIE STREET ‐ 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT (DR 14‐126) John 
McCoy (Applicant) Mary and Mattson Austin 
(Owners)

VALHALLA RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS / 
201 BRIDGEWAY & 206 SECOND STREET ‐ 
STREET ENTITLEMENTS 
(GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150) Alex 
Kashef, DDS, MD (Applicant/Owner)

AUSTIN RESIDENCE / 40 MARIE STREET – 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT (DR 14‐126) John 
McCoy (Applicant) Mary and Mattson Austin 
(Owners)

REMODEL AND ADDITION / 38 WOODWARD 
AVENUE – DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT, TREE 
REMOVAL PERMIT, AND ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT (DR‐TRP‐EA 14‐196) John McCoy 
(Applicant) Woodward Investments (Owner)

LEE RESIDENCE / 3 WOLFBACK RIDGE ROAD – 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT / TREE REMOVAL 
PERMIT (DR 14‐137) Staff: Chan Couture 
Architecture (Applicant/Architect) George Lee 
(Owner)

DR 14‐184, Design Review Permit,Clipper Yacht 
Company, LLC, 310 Harbor Drive

DR/TRP 14‐137, Design Review Permit,Lee,3 
Wolfback Ridge Road

DR 14‐233, Design Review Permit,Funk,605 
Coloma Street

CLIPPER YACHT RESTROOM FACILITY / 310 
HARBOR DRIVE – DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT (DR 
14‐184).

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT/CONDITIONAL USE 
PERMIT AMNEDMENT ‐ 99 HECHT AVENUE 
(Ammendment to DR/CUP 11‐373)

MONSEF RESIDENCE ‐ 60 RODEO AVENUE 
(DR/EA 14‐103)

BYLES RESIDENCE ‐ 67 MARIE STREET 
(DR/ADU/CUP/EA 14‐240)

MONSEF RESIDENCE / 60 RODEO AVENUE – 
(DR/EA 14‐103) Mike Monsef 
(Applicant/Owner) Staff: Chan

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT / CONDITIONAL USE 
PERMIT AMENDMENT – 99 HECHT AVENUE 
(Amendments to DR/CUP 11‐373) AT&T 
(Applicant) State of California (Owner) Staff: 
Schinsing

MURPHY‐QUINN RESIDENCE / 111 Fourth 
Street (DR 14‐342) Patrick Murphy and Martina 
Quinn (Applicants) Staff: Chan/Montemayor

Blue Water Yacht Club / 55 Liberty Ship Way 
(DR 14‐313) Christopher Lacey for Blue Water 
Yacht Harbor (Applicant) Staff: Chan

CAMPBELL RESIDENCE MODIFICATION / 101 
LINCOLN DRIVE (DR 13‐074) McCoy 
Architecture (Applicant) Jeannine 
Campbell(Owner) Staff: Walters

KARSEN RESIDENCE / 44 WOLFBACK RIDGE 
ROAD (DR 15‐083) Walker & Moody Architects 
(Applicant) Jeffry and Beth Karsen(Owner) 
Staff: Calvin Chan

TAZI DESIGNS / 2660 Bridgeway (DR 14‐295) 
Hicham Tazi (Owner/Applicant) Staff: Rebecca 
Walters

McCOY ARCHITECTURE /105BUCHANAN DRIVE 
(DR 15‐216) McCoy Architecture (Applicant) 
Staff: Rebecca Walters

FOTSCH RESIDENCE / 2 ALEXANDER AVENUE 
(ADR‐VA 13‐310)

VANDERLIN RESIDENCE / 206 THIRD STREET 
(DR‐TRP 15‐156) Michael Heacock Architects, 
Inc. (Applicant) Staff: Calvin Chan

TANGLEWOOD / 168 HARRISON AVENUE (DR‐
EACH‐ADU 15‐191) Michael Rex Architects 
(Applicant) Staff: Calvin Chan / Danny Castro

SAUSALITO TOWERS / 5‐65 RODEO AVENUE 
(DR‐CUP 14‐329) Peter Rose, Peter Rose 
Custom Homes (Applicant) Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

36 MARIE STREET (DR‐CUP 15‐249) Daniel 
Strening, Strening Architects (Applicant) Staff: 
Rebecca Walters

FOTSCH RESIDENCE / 2 ALEXANDER AVENUE 
(ADR‐VA 13‐310) Mid‐Cal Construction, Inc. 
(Applicant) Edward Fotsch (Property Owner) 
Janeane Moody and Cherie Sinclair (Appellant) 
Staff: Cha

KIMMELL RESIDENCE / 12 ROSE COURT (DR‐EA‐
CUP‐ADU‐TRP 15‐202) Michael Rex Associates 
(Applicant) Natasha Kimmell (Owner) Staff: 
Milan Nevajda

BROLLY RESIDENCE / 26 Cazneau Avenue (DR 
15‐219) RG‐Architecture (Applicant) Eugene 
Brolly (Owner) Staff: Milan Nevajda

FISHER RESIDENCE / 60 EDWARDS AVENUE (DR 
13‐311) Michael Fisher (Applicant) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayor

ICE HOUSE PLAZA / 780 Bridgeway (DR 15‐340) 
Applicant: Sausalito Historical Society / 
Sausalito Foundation Staff: Calvin Chan

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 
CRECIENTA DRIVE (DR 15‐319) Applicant: 
Michael Heckmann Staff: Joshua Montemayor

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE–168 SANTA 
ROSA AVENUE (DR 15‐355) Ray Cassidy 
(Applicant) Martin Coyne (Property Owner) 
Staff: Milan Nevajda

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 
CRECIENTA DRIVE (DR 15‐319) Michael 
Heckmann (Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC 
and National Housing Group, LLC Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

SPRINT WIRELESS COMMUNICATION FACILITY/ 
300 SPENCER AVENUE (DR/CUP 15‐362) 
Diamond Engineering Services (Applicant) City 
of Sausalito (Owner) Staff: Joshua Montemayor

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 
CRECIENTA DRIVE (DR 15‐319) Heckmann 
Architects (Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC 
and National Housing Group, LLC (Owner) 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT AND ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT – BRACH RESIDENCE, 112 
MARION AVENUE (DR‐EA 16‐012) Taylor Yang 
Inc. (Applicant) Darshan Brach (Owner) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayo

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT AND ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT – BRACH RESIDENCE, 112 
MARION AVENUE (DR‐EA 16‐012) 
(CONTINUED)
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT, CONDOMINIUM 
CONVERSION PERMIT, PARCEL MAP, 
ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT, AND TREE 
REMOVAL PERMIT – 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE 
McCoy Architecture, Inc. (Applicant) David 
Holub (Owner) Staff: Calvin Chan

COYNE RESIDENCE l 168 SANTA ROSA AVENUE l 
DR‐TRP 15‐355 Ray Cassidy (Applicant) Martin 
Coyne (Owner) Staff: Milan Nevajda

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE l 2 CRECIENTA 
DRIVE l DR‐TP 15‐319 Heckman Architects 
(Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC and 
National Housing Group, LLC (Owners) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayor

NEW SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 CRECIENTA 
DRIVE (DR‐TP 15‐319) Heckman Architects 
(Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC and 
National Housing Group, LLC (Owners) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayor

KARSEN RESIDENCE / 44 WOLFBACK RIDGE 
ROAD (DR 15‐083) Walker & Moody Architects 
(Applicant) Jeffry and Beth Karsen (Owners) 
Staff: Calvin Chan

ENGELBRECHT‐AVITTAL RESIDENCE / 211 WEST 
STREET (DR‐ADU 15‐ 228) Daren Iguchi 
(Applicant) Steve Engelbrecht and Anna Avittal 
(Owners) Staff: Joshua Montemayor

MANIES AND GALBREATH RESIDENCE / 12 
TOYON COURT (DR‐TRP 16‐ 039) MacCracken 
Architects (Applicant) Frank Manies and 
Carolyn Galbreath (Owners) Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

112 MARION AVENUE / DR‐EA 16‐012 Taylor 
Yang Inc.(Applicant) Datshan Brach (Owner) 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

220 CURREY LANE / DR‐EACH‐TRP 15‐162 Jazz 
Builders,Inc. Robert and Josephine Moretto 
2011 Living Trust (Owner) Staff: Calvin Chan

ENGELBRECHT‐AVITTAL RESIDENCE / 211 WEST 
STREET DR‐ADU 15‐228 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM JULY 20, 2016 Daren Iguchi (Applicant) 
Steven Engelbrecht and Anna Avittal (Owners) 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

HOLUB RESIDENCE / 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM JUNE 22, 2016 McCoy Architecture, Inc. 
(Applicant) David Holub (Owner) Staff: Calvin 
Chan

1 CLOUDVIEW CIRCLE | DR‐VA 16‐099 Staff: 
Milan Nevajda
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Approved

X X

Approved

Continued

To continue the public hearinh 
on the project's entitlement to 
July 30.

Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns/issues 
regarding the project.

Approved

Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns/issues 
regarding the project. Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns/issues 
regarding the project.

Continued

To continue the hearing to Sept 
3 to review the revised project, 
plans and modifications. Continued

To continue the hearing to Sept 
3 to review the revised project, 
plans and modifications.

Approved Approved

Approved Approved

Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns/issues 
regarding the project for its 
motion to approval. Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns/issues 
regarding the project for its 
motion to approval.

Approved Approved

Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns/issues 
regarding the project. Continued

To allow the applicant to 
address concerns/issues 
regarding the project.

Approved Approved

Approved Approved

Continued

To allow applicant to adress 
concerns/issues about the 
project. Continued

To allow applicant to adress 
concerns/issues about the 
project.

Continued

Chair Cox indicated the 
applicant had requested the 
public hearing for 3 Wolfback 
Ridge Road be continued to the 
meeting of December 3, 2014 Continued

Chair Cox indicated the 
applicant had requested the 
public hearing for 3 Wolfback 
Ridge Road be continued to the 
meeting of December 3, 2014

Continued
To allow applicant to work on 
design details and revisions. Continued

To allow applicant to work on 
design details and revisions.

Approved Approved

Approved Approved

Approved Approved

Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
issues/concerns about the 
project. Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
issues/concerns about the 
project.

Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
issues/concerns about the 
project. Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
issues/concerns about the 
project.

Approved Approved

Continued
To allow staff time to review 
the revised application. Continued

To allow staff time to review 
the revised application.

Approved Approved

NO (Didn't vote continue or 
deny) Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved

Approved Approved

Continued

Continue public hearing due to 
adjoining neighbors that would 
be raising concerns and explore 
alternatives at this site. Continued

Continue public hearing due to 
adjoining neighbors that would 
be raising concerns and explore 
alternatives at this site. Continued

Continue public hearing due to 
adjoining neighbors that would 
be raising concerns and explore 
alternatives at this site.

Approved Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved

Continued
Continue Public Hearing for 
further evaluation. Continued

Continue Public Hearing for 
further evaluation. Continued

Continue Public Hearing for 
further evaluation.

Approved Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved

Denied

The design is very incompatible 
with its surrounding 
community. Denied

Inconsistencies with the Design 
Review and Conditional Use 
Permit Findings. Denied

In terms of architectural 
timeline, the design proposed is 
went backwards instead of 
moving forward.

Approved Approved Approved

NO (Didn't vote continue or deny)

Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved

Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved

Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
concerns/issues on the project. Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
concerns/issues on the project. Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
concerns/issues on the project.

Continued
The applicant should conduct 
further neighborhood outreach. Continued

The applicant should conduct 
further neighborhood outreach. Continued

The applicant should conduct 
further neighborhood outreach.

Continued
Continue the project for 
additional information. Continued

Continue the project for 
additional information. Continued

Continue the project for 
additional information.

Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
concerns/issues on the project. Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
concerns/issues on the project. Continued

Request of the applicant to 
allow time to address 
concerns/issues on the project.

Continued
Continue the Public Hearing 
for further evaluation. Continued

Continue the Public Hearing 
for further evaluation. Continued

Continue the Public Hearing 
for further evaluation.

Continued
continue the public hearing for 
112 Marion Avenue Continued

continue the public hearing for 
112 Marion Avenue Continued

continue the public hearing for 
112 Marion Avenue

Continued

continue the public hearing for 
446/448 Sausalito Boulevard 
and 77 Crescent Avenue Continued

continue the public hearing for 
446/448 Sausalito Boulevard 
and 77 Crescent Avenue Continued

continue the public hearing for 
446/448 Sausalito Boulevard 
and 77 Crescent Avenue

Continued

To allow applicant to review 
and revise issues raised about 
the project. Continued

To allow applicant to review 
and revise issues raised about 
the project.

Denied

Particularly concerned with the 
privacy of the neighbors. The 
screening and some of the 
solutions that have been 
proposed are much more 
aesthetic than functional. Denied

What has been done by the 
applicant is strongly superficial 
with regards to the findings that 
should have been made. X X X

Approved Approved

Continued
Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation. Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation.

Continued
Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation. Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation.

Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved

Continued
Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation. Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation.

Continued
Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation. Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation.

Continued
Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation. Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
further evaluation.

Continued
To allow applicant to review 
findings. Continued

To allow applicant to review 
findings. Continued

To allow applicant to review 
findings.



Project_ID Project_title

MARIN THEATER | 101 CALEDONIA STREET | 
DR‐CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐214 Staff: Calvin Chan

MOLLIE STONE’S / 100 HARBOR DRIVE | DR‐
MUP 16‐118 Staff: Calvin Chan

KARSEN RESIDENCE | 44 WOLFBACK RIDGE 
ROAD DR 15‐083 | CONTINUED ITEM FROM 
JULY 20, 2016 Staff: Calvin Chan

ENGELBRECHT‐AVITTAL RESIDENCE | 211 
WEST STREET DR‐ADU 15‐228 | CONTINUED 
ITEM FROM SEPTEMBER 21, 2016 Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

TAZI DESIGN | 2660 BRIDGEWAY BOULEVARD | 
MODIFICATIONS TO DR 15‐083 Staff: Calvin 
Chan

676‐686 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐145

WECHSLER RESIDENCE / 1 CLOUD VIEW CIRCLE 
/ DR‐VA 16‐099 Staff: Milan Nevajda

HOLUB RESIDENCE / 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM SEPTEMBER 21, 2016 Staff: Calvin Chan

HOLUB RESIDENCE / 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM SEPTEMBER 21, 2016 Staff: Calvin Chan

WECHSLER RESIDENCE / 1 CLOUD VIEW CIRCLE 
/ DR‐VA 16‐099 Staff: Milan Nevajda

676‐686 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐145

BRIDGEWAY COMMONS RESIDENTIAL 
CONDOMINIUMS / 1755 BRIDGEWAY 
(INCLUDES PROPERTY/BUILDINGS WITH 
ADDRESSES: 1745/1751/1757 BRIDGEWAY 
AND 160 FILBERT AVENUE) DR‐TM‐TRP‐EA 14‐
021 Staff:Jayni Allsep

CASS GIDLEY MARINA GANGWAY / FOOT OF 
NAPA STREET / DR 16‐137 Staff: Milan Nevajda

BURTON RESIDENCE | 209 WEST STREET (DR 
16‐200) Staff: Joshua Montemayor

ONLY IN SAUSALITO / 676‐686 BRIDGEWAY (DR‐
CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐145) Staff: Calvin Chan

ICE HOUSE PLAZA PHASE II / 780 Bridgeway 
(DR 15‐340) Staff: Calvin Chan

NEW RESIDENCE /2 CRECIENTA (DR 16‐314) 
Staff: David Chursenoff

CLAYTON RESIDENCE / 33 WRAY AVENUE 
(DR/CUP/EA/TRP 16‐266) Staff: Milan Nevajda

COYNE RESIDENCE / 168 SANTA ROSA (DR‐TRP 
15‐355) Staff: Milan Nevajda

MASSEY RESIDENCE / 97SANTA ROSA AVENUE 
/ DR‐ADU 16‐345 Staff: David Chursenoff

NEW RESIDENCE /2 CRECIENTA (DR 16‐314) 
Staff: David Chursenoff

33 WRAY AVENUE ‐ TOTAL DEMOLITION, NEW 
CONSTRUCTION (DR‐EA‐TRP 16‐266) Staff: 
Milan Nevajda

71 GLEN DRIVE ‐ ADDITION TO SINGLE‐FAMILY 
RESIDENCE (DR 16‐077) Staff: Justin Shiu

DUNPHY PARK ‐ IMPROVEMENTS TO DUNPHY 
PARK (DR 17‐116) Staff: Justin Shiu

SOUTHVIEW PARK IMPROVEMENTS / CORNER 
OF NORTH STREET AND FOURTH STREET / DR 
17‐150 Staff: David Chursenoff

COYNE RESIDENCE/168 SANTA ROSE 
AVENUE/DR‐TRP 15‐355 Staff: Milan Nevajda

GOODSON RESIDENCE / 44 WRAY AVENUE / DR 
1 6‐319 Staff: David Chursenoff

HOLUB RESIDENCE/ 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234) Staff: Calvin Chan

CITY OF SAUSALITO/ TURNEY GANGWAY : 
Justin Shiu

BURTON RESIDENCE / 209 WEST STREET Staff: 
David Chursenoff

RESIDENCE ‐ 2 CRECIENTA DRIVE / CONTINUED 
ITEM FROM MARCH 22, 2017 Staff: David 
Chursenoff

MORRISON RESIDENCE / 217 WOODWARD 
AVENUE / DR 17‐147 Staff: David Chursenoff

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 220 CURREY 
LANE / DR‐EACH‐TRP15‐162 Staff: Calvin Chan

2 CRECIENTA DRIVE/DR16‐314/APN 064‐252‐
11 Staff: David Chursenoff

209 WEST STREET / DR 16‐200 / APN 065‐231‐
18 Staff: David Chursenoff

152 EDWARDS AVENUE / DR 16‐400 / APN 065‐
293‐01 Staff: Milan Nevajda

608 LOCUST STREET/ DR 17‐061 / APN 064‐211 
‐33 Staff: Katie Faulkner

2 CRECIENTA DRIVE / DR 16‐314 Staff: David 
Chursenoff

CLAYTON RESIDENCE / 33 WRAY AVENUE / DR‐
EA‐CUP‐TRP 16‐266 Staff: Milan Nevajda

MAAS RESIDENCE /130 CURREY AVENUE / DR 
16‐176 Staff: Katie Faulkner

THE VALHALLA ‐ 201 BRIDGEWAY AND SECOND 
STREET / DR‐CUP‐EATM 16‐401 Staff: Danny 
Castro / Calvin Chan

RACA DE CASCAIS / 700 BLOCK OF BRIDGEWAY 
(PUBLIC PLAZA) / CIP‐DR 17‐219 Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

CLAYTON RESIDENCE / 33 WRAY AVENUE Staff: 
Milan Nevajda

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 220 CURREY 
LANE / DR‐EA‐TRP 15‐ 162 Staff: Calvin Chan

86 SAN CARLOS AVENUE Staff: David 
Chursenoff

CASA MADRONA HOTEL & SPA / 777 & 801 
BRIDGEWAY / DR‐SP‐EA 17‐161 Staff: Calvin 
Chan

SOUTHVIEW PARK IMPROVEMENTS / CORNER 
OF NORTH STREET AND FOURTH STREET / DR 
17‐150 Staff: David Chursenoff

MAAS RESIDENCE /130 CURREY AVENUE / DR 
16‐176 CONTINUED ITEM FROM JULY 17, 2017 
Staff: Katie Faulkner

EAGLEEYE WIGGINS RESIDENCE / 121 THIRD 
STREET / DR 17‐020 Staff: Calvin Chan

BRIDGEWAY PARKLET / WEST SIDE OF 
BRIDGEWAY PUBLIC RIGHT‐OFWAY FRONTING 
621‐633 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐EA 16‐343 Staff: 
Calvin Chan

THE INN ABOVE TIDE / 30 EL PORTAL STREET / 
DR‐CUP 17‐346; MODIFICATION TO CUP 17‐
311 Staff: Joshua Montemayor

TORNQVIST RESIDENCE / 539 EASTERBY 
STREET / DR‐TM 15‐079 Staff: Katie Faulkner

FISH AND CHIPS/813 BRIDGEWAY Staff: Katie 
Faulkner

MARIN THEATER /101 CALEDONIA STREET (DR‐
CUP‐EA 16‐214) Staff: Calvin Chan

79 SAUSALITO BOULEVARD (DR 17‐097) Staff: 
David Chursenoff

FISH AND CHIPS / 813‐817 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐
TRP 17‐092 CONTINUED FROM DECEMBER 6, 
2017 Staff: Katie Faulkner

09 WEST STREET/BURTON RESIDENCE 
CONTINUED ITEM FROM JULY 5, 2017 Staff: 
David Chursenoff

21 THIRD STREET / EAGLEEYE WIGGINS 
RESIDENCE CONTINUED ITEM FROM 
DECEMBER 20, 2017 Staff: Calvin Chan

THE GATEKEEPER SCULPTURE / 19 TOYON 
LANE Staff: Katie Faulkner

FISH AND CHIPS / 813‐817 BRIDGEWAY (DR‐
TRP 17‐092) CONTINUED ITEM FROM 
DECEMBER 20, 2017 Staff: Katie Faulkner

FISH AND CHIPS / 813‐817 BRIDGEWAY (DR‐
TRP 17‐092) Staff: Katie Faulkner

200 SAUSALITO BOULEVARD Planner: Calvin 
Chan Project ID: 2018‐0059

vote_grael_comments vote_nichols vote_nichols_comments vote_cleveland_knowles
vote_cleveland_knowles_com
ments vote_pierce vote_pierce_comments vote_kellman vote_kellman_comments vote_fried vote_fried_comments vote_feller vote_feller_comments cox_feel werner_feel blair_feel keegin_feel graef_feel nichols_feel Cleveland‐knowles_feel Pierce_feel Kellman_feel Fried_feel Feller_feel Cox_findings_not_met_1 Cox_findings_not_met_2 Cox_findings_not_met_3 Cox_findings_not_met_4 Cox_findings_not_met_5 Cox_findings_not_met_6 Cox_findings_not_met_7 Cox_findings_not_met_8 Cox_findings_not_met_9 Cox_findings_not_met_10 Cox_findings_not_met_11 Cox_findings_not_met_12 Cox_findings_not_met_13 werner_findings_not_met_1 werner_findings_not_met_2 werner_findings_not_met_3 werner_findings_not_met_4 werner_findings_not_met_5

Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved

Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
the 44 Wolfback Ridge project 
(DR 15‐083) to a date uncertain. Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
the 44 Wolfback Ridge project 
(DR 15‐083) to a date uncertain. Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
the 44 Wolfback Ridge project 
(DR 15‐083) to a date uncertain.

Continued Continue the public hearing Continued Continue the public hearing Continued Continue the public hearing

Approved Approved Approved

Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
revisions as suggested by the 
Planning Commission. Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
revisions as suggested by the 
Planning Commission. Continued

Continue the public hearing for 
revisions as suggested by the 
Planning Commission.

Continued Continue the public hearing. Continued Continue the public hearing. Continued Continue the public hearing.

NO (Didn't vote approve or continue)

Denied

Third concern about the 
limitations has not been 
addressed at all. Denied

Project is not consistent with 
the Draft Resolution Findings; 
subject for Heightened Design 
Review. X X X

NO (Didn't vote approve or continue)

Denied

Project is not consistent with 
the Draft Resolution Findings; 
subject for Heightened Design 
Review. Denied

Project is not consistent with 
the Draft Resolution Findings; 
subject for Heightened Design 
Review. X X X X

Approved Approved Approved Approved

Continued

Continue the public hearing to 
the January 18, 2017 joint 
Planning Commission/Historic 
Landmarks Board meeting. Continued

Continue the public hearing to 
the January 18, 2017 joint 
Planning Commission/Historic 
Landmarks Board meeting. Continued

Continue the public hearing to 
the January 18, 2017 joint 
Planning Commission/Historic 
Landmarks Board meeting.

Approved Approved Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved Approved

Approved

Approve the design review 
permit with ammendment to 
the motion that once the 
construction of the windows is 
completed, the applicant should 
host a joint meeting to discuss 
the final colors. Approved Approved

Approve the design review permit with ammendment to the motion that once the construction of the windows is completed, the applicant should host a joint meeting to discuss the final colors.

Approved

move to approve the 
interpretive elements of the 
history timeline, donor panel, 
and signage. Approved Approved

move to approve the interpretive elements of the history timeline, donor panel, and signage.

Continued

Continue the public hearing. 
storey poles not placed 10 days 
before the hearing. Continued

Continue the public hearing. 
storey poles not placed 10 days 
before the hearing. Continued

Continue the public hearing. 
storey poles not placed 10 days 
before the hearing. Continued

Continue the public hearing. storey poles not placed 10 days before the hearing.

Continued
Sponsor will be submitting new 
plans. Continued

Sponsor will be submitting new 
plans. Continued

Sponsor will be submitting new 
plans. Continued

Sponsor will be submitting new plans.

Continued

Applicant request for 
continuance so they can explore 
design revisions. Continued

Applicant request for 
continuance so they can explore 
design revisions. Continued

Applicant request for 
continuance so they can explore 
design revisions. Continued

Applicant request for continuance so they can explore design revisions.

Approved Approved Approved Approved

director can see the distinction 
between the changes of the 
road today and who's 
responsible and how it gets 
sorted out vs. should having 
machinery further impact the 
road's reconstruction, how that 

Continued

Design revisions for the 
landscaping and make house 
smaller. Continued

Design revisions for the 
landscaping and make house 
smaller. Continued

Design revisions for the 
landscaping and make house 
smaller. Continued

Design revisions for the 
landscaping and make house 
smaller.

Continued
Applicant request because of 
outreach and revisions. Continued

Applicant request because of outreach and revisions.

Continued

Applicant request because of outreach and revisions.

Approved Approved

Conditions of hours of 
operation for the construction 
and updated G.O technical 
report prior to the approval of 
business permit. Approved

Conditions of hours of 
operation for the construction 
and updated G.O technical 
report prior to the approval of 
business permit.

Approved Approved Approved Approved

Continued
limited continuance to look at 
the programming of the park. Continued

limited continuance to look at 
the programming of the park. Continued

limited continuance to look at 
the programming of the park. Continued

limited continuance to look at the programming of the park.

Denied Denial without prejudice Denied Denial without prejudice Denied Denial without prejudice Denied Denial without prejudice

Approved Approved Approved Approved

Denied

City Council with the 
recommendation that the 
Planning Commission could not 
make Findings 1, 3, and 12 for 
the reasons discussed for 
446/448 Sausalito Boulevard 
and 77 Crescent Avenue. Denied

City Council with the 
recommendation that the 
Planning Commission could not 
make Findings 1, 3, and 12 for 
the reasons discussed for 
446/448 Sausalito Boulevard 
and 77 Crescent Avenue. Denied

City Council with the 
recommendation that the 
Planning Commission could not 
make Findings 1, 3, and 12 for 
the reasons discussed for 
446/448 Sausalito Boulevard 
and 77 Crescent Avenue. Denied

City Council with the 
recommendation that the 
Planning Commission could not 
make Findings 1, 3, and 12 for 
the reasons discussed for 
446/448 Sausalito Boulevard 
and 77 Crescent Avenue. X X

Approved Approved Approved Approved

Continued

Continue public hearing. 
Consider the willingness of 
the applicants to change the 
parking area. Continued

Continue public hearing. If 
lowering the roof line is 
helpful then that should be 
looked out to. Continued

Continue public hearing. 
There's some hiccups that 
needs to be addressed. One 
of it is the parking issue. Continued

Continue public hearing. Consider the willingness of the applicants to change the parking area.

NO (Didn't vote continue or deny)

Approved

Draft a motion of approval 
articulating the finding 
commmissions can make., 
comeback june 28 or july 5 
for a draft approval. Approved

Draft a motion of approval 
articulating the finding 
commmissions can make.. 
Comeback june 28 or july 5 
for a draft approval.

NO (Didn't vote continue or deny)

Approved

Removing the condition that restricts the lower floor to being used as a separate residential 

Approved

Removing the condition that 
restricts the lower floor to 
being used as a separate 
residential unit. Approved

Removing the condition that restricts the lower floor to being used as a separate residential unit.

and compatibility to neighborin

Continued

 Continue Public Hearing. Advise not to remove all the trees, vegetation selection on the landscaping planreducing the scale and mass of the structure to

Continued

 Continue Public Hearing. Advise not to remove all the trees, vegetation selection on the landscaping planreducing the scale and mass of the structure to enhance architectural interest and compatibility to neighboring houses; Minimize obstruction use both public and private.

Continued

planning commission and 
review the results of their 
investigations on the wall and 
modifications of the glazing to 
the roofline with the neighbor 
before submitting their 
application. Continued

planning commission and 
review the results of their 
investigations on the wall and 
modifications of the glazing to 
the roofline with the neighbor 
before submitting their 
application. Continued

planning commission and 
review the results of their 
investigations on the wall and 
modifications of the glazing to 
the roofline with the neighbor 
before submitting their 
application. Continued

planning commission and 
review the results of their 
investigations on the wall and 
modifications of the glazing to 
the roofline with the neighbor 
before submitting their 
application.

Continued Continue Public Hearing Continued Continue Public Hearing Continued Continue Public Hearing Continued Continue Public Hearing

Approved Approved Approved Approved

Continued Continue Public Hearing Continued

Continue Public Hearing. 
Applicant request for 
continuance to give more 
improvement on the update of 
the structure plan and what it 
looks like now. Continued Continue Public Hearing

NO (Didn't vote continue or 
deny)

Cannot make finding 3 on 
general scale of the building. Approved Approved

NO (Didn't vote continue or 
deny)

Cannot make finding 3 on 
general scale of the building.

Continued Continue Public Hearing Continued
Motion of continuance to date 
uncertain Continued

Motion of continuance to date 
uncertain

Continued
Motion for the comissioners to 
have a site visit. Continued

Motion for the comissioners to 
have a site visit. Continued

Motion for the comissioners to 
have a site visit. Continued

Motion for the comissioners to 
have a site visit.

Approved

Motion with direction for the 
community director to work for 
the applicant to reduce the size 
and mass of the gate. Approved

Motion with direction for the 
community director to work for 
the applicant to reduce the size 
and mass of the gate. Approved

Motion with direction for the 
community director to work 
for the applicant to reduce 
the size and mass of the 
gate. Approved

Motion with direction for the community director to work for the applicant to reduce the size and mass of the gate.

Approved
To ensure the conditions 
eliminated by staff. Approved

To ensure the conditions 
eliminated by staff. Approved

To ensure the conditions 
eliminated by staff. Approved

To ensure the conditions eliminated by staff.

NO (Didn't vote continue or deny)

Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved Approved

Approved

Motion to create a sub-
committee with 1 HLB 
member and 1 panning 
member to address the color 
difference, smoke stack. Approved

Motion to create a sub-
committee with 1 HLB 
member and 1 panning 
member to address the color 
difference, smoke stack. Approved

Motion to create a sub-committee with 1 HLB member and 1 panning member to address the color difference, smoke stack.

Approved Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved

Continued

Advice to have more 
community outreach and 
updated replace fence. Continued

Advice to have more 
community outreach and 
updated replace fence. Continued

Advice to have more 
community outreach and 
updated replace fence. Continued

Advice to have more 
community outreach and 
updated replace fence.

Continued

To discuss further about 
details specially the safety of 
the parklet and further 
evaluation about the project 
and polocies. Continued

To discuss further about 
details specially the safety of 
the parklet and further 
evaluation about the project 
and polocies. Continued

To discuss further about 
details specially the safety of 
the parklet and further 
evaluation about the project 
and polocies. Continued

To discuss further about 
details specially the safety of 
the parklet and further 
evaluation about the project 
and polocies.

Approved
With the same modifications to 
conditions 2 and 8. Approved

With the same modifications to 
conditions 2 and 8. Approved

With the same modifications to 
conditions 2 and 8. Approved

With the same modifications to 
conditions 2 and 8.

Approved Approved Approved Approved

Continued
Storey poles not yet errected 
on site. Continued

Storey poles not yet errected 
on site. Continued

Storey poles not yet errected 
on site. Continued

Storey poles not yet errected on site.

Approved Approved Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved

Continued

continue the public hearing for 813‐817 Bridgeway, with the suggestions made but not conditioned

Continued

continue the public hearing for 813‐817 Bridgeway, with the suggestions made but not conditioned

Approved Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved

Continue Public Hearing for 
project design revisions. Continued

Continue Public Hearing for project design revisions.

Continued
Continue Public Hearing for 
project design revisions. Continued

Continue Public Hearing for project design revisions.

Approved Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved Approved



Project_ID Project_title

CASCAIS COMPASS ROSE PLAZA 
MODIFICATION TO DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

SAUSALITO CIVIC CENTER BEAUTIFICATION 
PROJECT / 420 LITHO STREET Staff: Calvin Chan

PRACA DE CASCAIS ‐ 700 BRIDGEWAY Staff: 
David Chursenoff

416 NAPA STREET Staff: Calvin Chan

416 NAPA STREET Staff: Calvin Chan

101 CALEDONIA STREET / MARIN THEATER 
Staff: Calvin Chan

416 NAPA STREET (PROJECT ID: 2018‐00198)

416 NAPA STREET (PROJECT ID: 2018‐00198) ‐ 
Continued Item from November 7, 2018

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

28 LOWER CRESCENT AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 
DR/LLA/TRP 17‐195

76 CAZNEAU AVENUE ‐ GAETANI RESIDENCE 
(PROJECT ID:2017‐00253)

76 CAZNEAU AVENUE ‐ GAETANI RESIDENCE 
(PROJECT ID:2017‐00253)

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

61 WOLFBACK RIDGE ROAD / McIVER 
RESIDENCE / MODIFICATION TO APPROVED 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT DR 2019‐00159

70 GEORGE LANE / PAPPAS RESIDENCE / 
MODIFICATION TO APPROVED DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT DR/TRP 2019‐00033 / APN 064‐254‐
43).

519 CALEDONIA STREET ‐ BRAUNINGER 
DUPLEX (Project ID: DR/EA 2019‐00150) APN: 
064‐162‐21

610 COLOMA STREET – MARTIN LUTHER KING 
PARK SCHEMATIC TREE MASTER PLAN (Project 
ID: DR 2019‐00242) APN: 063‐170‐03

4 CLOUD VIEW ROAD (2019‐00067) ‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW PERMIT, ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT

30 Atwood Ave ‐ Hoerner Residence (Project 
ID: 2018‐00419)

253 Glen Drive ‐ Levandov Residence (Project 
ID: 2019‐00063)

556 Sausalito Boulevard ‐ Request for Design 
Review Permit and Encroachment Agreement 
(Project ID: 2019‐00114)

30 Atwood Avenue

Wolfback Estates Lot 5

519 Caledonia Street Design Review 
Permit

30 Atwood Avenue Deck Addition Design 
Review Permit & Variance DR‐VA 2018‐00419

253 Glen Drive ‐ Levanadov Residence (Project 
ID: 2019‐00063)

BRIDGEWAY AT COLOMA STREET ‐ SAUSALITO‐
MARIN CITY SANITARY DISTRICT COLOMA 
PUMP STATION IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 
(PROJECT ID: 2019‐00084). THIS ITEM IS 
CONTINUED FROM DECEMBER 4, 2019.

519 BONITA STREET - DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT (APN: 064-163-12; Project 
ID: 2019-00263)

40‐42 MARION AVE‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT/ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT 
(APN: : 065‐292‐19; Project ID: 2019‐00160)

40‐42 MARION AVE‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT/ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT 
(APN: : 065‐292‐19; Project ID: 2019‐00342)

MAIN STREET RIGHT‐OF‐WAY ADJACENT TO 
215 MAIN STREET AND PARKING DECK 
ADJACENT TO 558 BRIDGEWAY ‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT (APN: 
065‐271‐12 AND 065‐172‐12); PROJECT ID 
2020‐00063 AND 2020‐00064 RESPECTIVELY

40‐42 MARION AVE‐ DESIGN REVIEW/TREE 
REMOVAL PERMIT/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT/ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT 
(APN: : 065‐292‐19; Project ID: 2019‐00342)

BRIDGEWAY AT COLOMA STREET ‐ BACKUP 
GENERATOR LOCATION, SAUSALITO‐MARIN 
CITY SANITARY DISTRICT COLOMA PUMP 
STATION IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT (PROJECT 
ID: 2019‐00084).

74, 76, 78 CENTRAL AVENUE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT, ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT, 
VARIANCE & NONCONFORMITY PERMIT (APN: 
065‐202‐04; PROJECT ID: 2020‐00052)

74, 76, 78 CENTRAL AVENUE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT, ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT, 
VARIANCE & NONCONFORMITY PERMIT (APN: 
065‐202‐04; PROJECT ID: 2020‐00052)

1‐3 HARBOR DRIVE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW AND 
TREE REMOVAL PERMIT (APN: 063‐140‐15; 
PROJECT ID: 2019‐00335)

654 SAUSALITO BLVD ‐ DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT, TREE REMOVAL PERMIT, 
ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT; PROJECT ID: 
2019‐00184; APN 065‐163‐26

vote_grael_comments vote_nichols vote_nichols_comments vote_cleveland_knowles
vote_cleveland_knowles_com
ments vote_pierce vote_pierce_comments vote_kellman vote_kellman_comments vote_fried vote_fried_comments vote_feller vote_feller_comments cox_feel werner_feel blair_feel keegin_feel graef_feel nichols_feel Cleveland‐knowles_feel Pierce_feel Kellman_feel Fried_feel Feller_feel Cox_findings_not_met_1 Cox_findings_not_met_2 Cox_findings_not_met_3 Cox_findings_not_met_4 Cox_findings_not_met_5 Cox_findings_not_met_6 Cox_findings_not_met_7 Cox_findings_not_met_8 Cox_findings_not_met_9 Cox_findings_not_met_10 Cox_findings_not_met_11 Cox_findings_not_met_12 Cox_findings_not_met_13 werner_findings_not_met_1 werner_findings_not_met_2 werner_findings_not_met_3 werner_findings_not_met_4 werner_findings_not_met_5

Approved Approved Approved Approved

Condition that the leasing sign 
be moved east on harbor drive 
40 ft. Approved

Condition that the leasing sign be moved east on harbor drive 40 ft.

Approved

Condition that the leasing 
sign be moved east on 
harbor drive 40 ft.

Condition that the leasing sign be moved east on harbor drive 40 ft.

Approved Approved Approved

torey poles was not certified 
in time for the hearing. Continued

torey poles was not certified in time for the hearing.

Continued
torey poles was not certified 
in time for the hearing. Continued

torey poles was not certified in time for the hearing.

modifications on the property, 
specially the windows. Continued

modifications on the property, 
specially the windows. Continued

modifications on the property, 
specially the windows. Continued

modifications on the property, 
specially the windows. Continued

modifications on the property, specially the windows.

Denied
Finds the request for4 years of 
total time excessive. Approved Approved

Continued Continued Continued Continued

The facet of the skylight would 
be coated with a matfill. Approved Approved

The facet of the skylight would 
be coated with a matfill. Denied

Is not satisfied with the 
outcome on finding 13 Approved

The facet of the skylight would be coated with a matfill.

continue for modifications 
review Continued

continue for modifications 
review Continued

continue for modifications 
review Continued

continue for modifications review

Improvement of the deck 
design to solve the view 
impact. Continued

Improvement of the deck design to solve the view impact.

Continued

Improvement of the deck design to solve the view impact.

More information about site 
constraints, pathway, 
analysis on other homes. Continued

More information about site constraints, pathway, analysis on other homes.

Continued

More information about site constraints, pathway, analysis on other homes.

Improve design including 
lighting. Continued

Improve design including 
lighting. Continued

Improve design including 
lighting. Continued

Improve design including lighting.

Approved Approved ABSTAINING

not presernt during the previous hearing

Approved

Finding 1 and 4 be met. Continued Finding 1 and 4 be met. Continued Finding 1 and 4 be met. Continued Finding 1 and 4 be met. Continued

Finding 1 and 4 be met.

Approved Approved Approved Approved

The color to be determined 
with the assistance of the 
committee Approved

The color to be determined with the assistance of the committee

Approved

The color to be determined 
with the assistance of the 
committee Approved

The color to be determined with the assistance of the committee

Approved

The color to be determined with the assistance of the committee

Approved Approved Approved Approved

Continued

Work ways on the garage and storey poles.

Dissenting Continued

Work ways on the garage and storey poles.

Continued

Work ways on the garage and storey poles.

Approved Approved Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved

storey poles not installed 10 
day prior to the hearing. Continued

storey poles not installed 10 day prior to the hearing.

Continued
storey poles not installed 10 
day prior to the hearing. Continued

storey poles not installed 10 day prior to the hearing.

Continued

storey poles not installed 10 day prior to the hearing.

additional information be 
provided to HBC evaluation. Continued

additional information be provided to HBC evaluation.

Continued
additional information be 
provided to HBC evaluation. Continued

additional information be provided to HBC evaluation.

Continued

additional information be provided to HBC evaluation.

Approved Approved Approved Approved

To be heard by a full 
Commission 
(5Commissioners present) Continued

To be heard by a full Commission (5Commissioners present)

Continued

To be heard by a full Commission (5Commissioners present)

Continued

To be heard by a full Commission (5Commissioners present)

Commissioners need more 
information on the project. Continued

Commissioners need more information on the project.

Continued

Commissioners need more information on the project.

Continued

Commissioners need more information on the project.

Approved Approved Approved Approved

Didn't deny the project Denied Unable to make Finding A Denied Unable to make Finding A Denied Unable to make Finding A Denied

Unable to make Finding A

Approved Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved Approved

‐lack of clarity of the use of the 
parking space and more 
information on what this 
project is considered as a 
further development and what 
that might trigger. Continued

‐lack of clarity of the use of the 
parking space and more 
information on what this 
project is considered as a 
further development and what 
that might trigger. Continued

‐lack of clarity of the use of the 
parking space and more 
information on what this 
project is considered as a 
further development and what 
that might trigger. Continued

‐lack of clarity of the use of the 
parking space and more 
information on what this 
project is considered as a 
further development and what 
that might trigger. Continued

‐lack of clarity of the use of the 
parking space and more 
information on what this 
project is considered as a 
further development and what 
that might trigger.

Approved Approved Approved Approved

Approved Denied
Not in favor of the removal of 
the heritage tree. Denied

Not in favor of the removal of the heritage tree.

Approved

Approved Approved Approved NO
Didn't approve the motion 
with the amendments

Requested that plans could be 
turned around and responses to 
some questions could be 
provided Continued

Requested that plans could be 
turned around and responses to 
some questions could be 
provided Continued

Requested that plans could be 
turned around and responses to 
some questions could be 
provided Continued

Requested that plans could be 
turned around and responses to 
some questions could be 
provided Continued

Requested that plans could be 
turned around and responses to 
some questions could be 
provided

Approved Approved Approved Approved

Approved Approved Approved Approved

To return to the Planning 
Commission for a notice 
study session with the 
Planning Commission where 
they would derive design 
changes & address 
neighborhood concerns. Continued

To return to the Planning 
Commission for a notice 
study session with the 
Planning Commission where 
they would derive design 
changes & address 
neighborhood concerns. Continued

To return to the Planning 
Commission for a notice 
study session with the 
Planning Commission where 
they would derive design 
changes & address 
neighborhood concerns. Continued

To return to the Planning 
Commission for a notice 
study session with the 
Planning Commission where 
they wouldrevie design 
changes and address 
neighborhood concerns. Continued

To return to the Planning 
Commission for a notice 
study session with the 
Planning Commission where 
they would derive design 
changes & address 
neighborhood concerns.



Project_ID Project_title

CUP/DR 99-111

CUP/DR 99‐111, Amendment of a Conditional 
Use Permit, Design Review Permit, Westcore 
Marin, 441‐475 Coloma Street

DR 08-003

DR 08‐003, Amendment to previously‐
approved Design Review Permit,Puntsag, 147 
Edwards Avenue

DR/TRP 13-135

DR/TRP 13‐135, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, City of Sausalito, (Lycee 
Francais) 100 Ebbtide Avenue

DR/SP 12-289

DR/SP 12‐289, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Schoonmaker Point Marina, 85 Liberty 
Ship Way

DR/SP 12-289

DR/SP 12‐289, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Schoonmaker Point Marina, 85 Liberty 
Ship Way

DR/EA/TM/TRP 13‐098, Design Review Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement,Tentative Minor 
Subdivision Map, Tree Removal Permit, 
Harrison Ventures,LLC, 100 Harrison Avenue.

DR/AMD 11‐362, Design Review Permit, Bank 
of America, 750 Bridgeway

DR/NCP 13‐262, Design Review Permit, Non‐
Conformity Permit, City of Sausalito, 500 Block 
of Bridgeway

CUP/DR 97‐03, Conditional Use Permit, Design 
Review Permit, California Department of 
Transportation, Rodeo and Highway 101

DR/VA/EA/TRP 13‐196, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Encroachment Agreement, Tree 
Removal Permit, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue

DR/NCP 13‐262, Design Review Permit, Non‐
Conformity Permit, City of Sausalito, 500 Block 
of Bridgeway

DR/VA/EA/TRP 13‐196, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Encroachment Agreement, Tree 
Removal Permit, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue

MODIFICATION OF DR/VA 05‐069, Design 
Review Permit, Variance, Abbassi, 315 North 
Street

DR/SP/EA 13‐276, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Encroachment Agreement, JCG Trust of 
2007 ETAL, 42‐42 1/2 Caledonia Street (APN 
065‐055‐06)

DR 13‐232,Design Review Permit, Yee, 619 
Coloma Street

DR 13‐198, Design Review Permit, Henry, 660 
Bridgeway

DR/SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, City of Suasilito, Various Locations

DR/SP 13‐213, Design Review Permit, 
Bridgeway Blvd., LLC,675 Bridgeway

DR/VA 05‐069, DesignReview Permit, Variance, 
Abbassi, 315 North Street

DR 13‐184, Design Review Permit,Solomon, 
130 Prospect Avenue

DR/TM/CUP/TR/EA 13‐071,Design Review 
Permit, Tentative Minor Subdivision Map, 
Conditional Use Permit, Tree Removal Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement,McGuire,60/62 
Marion Avenue

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit,Childs, 274 Glen Avenue

DR 13‐322, Design Review Permit, Levin,168 
Harrison Avenue

DR/NC 10‐377, Design Review Permit, Non‐
Conformity, CMSC Ventures, LLC,801 
Bridgeway

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit,Palmira Investments,LLC, 274 
Glen Drive

DR/EA 13‐297, Design Review 
Permit,Encroachment Agreement, Irwin‐Mark, 
509 Johnson Street

DR/VA 13‐235, Design Review Permit, 
Variance,Yee,619 Coloma Street

ZOA 10‐355, Standard for Mult‐Family Zoned 
Properties, City of Sausalito

DR/SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, City of Sausalito

DR/CUP/EA 13‐297, Design Review Permit, 
Conditional Use Permit,Encroachment 
Agreement, Irwin and Mark, 509 Johnson 
Street

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, Palmira Investments, 274 
Glen Avenue

DR/TRP 13‐122, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, Vanderlinden, 206 Third 
Street

DR/VA/TRP/EA 14‐006, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue.

DR/VA/TRP/EA 14‐006, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue.

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, McCurdy, 19 Toyon.

DR/VA/TRP 06‐069, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, McLaughlin, 
919, 921, 923 Bridgeway.

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review, Tree Removal 
Permit, Palmira Investments, 274 Glen Avenue.

DR/SP/EA 14‐030, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Encroachment Agreement, Nadjibi, 755 
Bridgeway

TM/CCP/DR/TRP/EA 13‐139, Tentative Map, 
Condo Conversion Permit, Design Review 
Permit, Tree Removal Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Rushford, 420 & 422 Napa Street 
& 114 Filbert Avenue

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA, General Plan 
Amendment, Zoning Ordinance Amendment, 
Planned Development, Tentative Map, Design 
Review Permit, Condominium Conversion, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street.

TM/CCP/DR/EA 13‐139, Tentative Map, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, Design 
Review Permit, Encroachment Agreement, 
Rushford, Russo, Johnson, Haitani, 420 & 422 
Napa Street & 114 Filbert Avenue

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Amendment, Zoning Ordinance 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA, General Plan 
Amendment, Zoning Ordinance Amendment, 
Planned Development Permit, Tentative Map, 
Design Review Permit, Condominium 
Conversion Permit, Encroachment Agreement, 
Kashef, 201 Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

DR/CUP 14‐113, Design Review Permit, 
Conditional Use Permit, Bridgeway Marina 
Corp. and City of Sausalito, 225 Locust 
Street/Foot of Locust Street/Humboldt Right‐of‐
Way

DR‐SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, City of Sausalito, WayFinding Sign 
Program

CUP/SP/DR/EA, Conditional Use Permit, Sign 
Permit, Design Review Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Madrigal Family Winery, 819 
Bridgeway

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

ZP 14‐074,Occuptional Use 
Permit,Nucifora,707 Bridgeway

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, Grattan and McCurdy, 19 
Toyon
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street.

DR/SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Way‐Finding Sign Program, City of 
Sausalito.

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, 19 Toyon Partners, 19 Toyon 
Lane

DR/VA 04‐038, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Woodrow, 9 Edwards Avenue.
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

DR/LLA 12‐295, Design Review Permit, Lot Line 
Adjustment, Cazneau LLC, 92/94 Cazneau 
Avenue

DR/VA 04‐038, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Woodrow, 9 Edwards Avenue
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Project_ID Project_title

DR 14‐089, Design Review Permit, City of 
Sausalito, 216 and 224 Bulkley Avenue
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

DR/VAR 10‐377, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, CMSC Ventures, LLC, 801 Bridgeway

DR/VA/TRP 04‐038, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, Woodrow, 9 
Edwards Avenue

UP/DR 98‐107, Conditional Use Permit, Design 
Review Permit, City of Sausalito, 300 Spencer 
Avenue

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, 19 Toyon Partners, LLC, 19 
Toyon Lane.

Woodrow Retaining Wall, 9 Edwards Avenue – 
Design Review Permit, Variances, Tree 
Removal Permit, DR/VA/TRP 04‐038.

VALHALLA RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS/201 
BRIDGEWAY & 206 SECOND STREET 
(GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150), Kashef, 
201 Bridgeway & 206 Second Street.

MCREYNOLDS RESIDENCE / 92‐94 CAZNEAU 
AVENUE (DR/LLA 12‐295)

STEPHENSON RESIDENCE / 403 BONITA STREET 
(DR 13‐303) David Spurgeon, Architect 
(Applicant) Susan Stephenson (Owner)

VANDERLINDEN RESIDENCE / 206 THIRD 
STREET (DR/TRP 13‐122) Michael Heacock 
Architects Inc (Applicant) Frits and Letty 
Vanderlinden (Owners)

VALHALLA RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS/201 
BRIDGEWAY & 206 SECOND STREET 
ENTITLEMENTS (GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 
13‐150) Staff: Noble (PlaceWorks) Alex Kashef, 
DDS, MD (Applicant/Owner)

WOODROW RETAINING WALL / 9 EDWARDS 
AVENUE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT, 
VARIANCES, AND TREE REMOVAL PERMIT 
(DR/VA/TRP 04‐038) Philip Woodrow 
(Applicant/Owner)

AUSTIN RESIDENCE / 40 MARIE STREET ‐ 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT (DR 14‐126) John 
McCoy (Applicant) Mary and Mattson Austin 
(Owners)

VALHALLA RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS / 
201 BRIDGEWAY & 206 SECOND STREET ‐ 
STREET ENTITLEMENTS 
(GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150) Alex 
Kashef, DDS, MD (Applicant/Owner)

AUSTIN RESIDENCE / 40 MARIE STREET – 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT (DR 14‐126) John 
McCoy (Applicant) Mary and Mattson Austin 
(Owners)

REMODEL AND ADDITION / 38 WOODWARD 
AVENUE – DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT, TREE 
REMOVAL PERMIT, AND ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT (DR‐TRP‐EA 14‐196) John McCoy 
(Applicant) Woodward Investments (Owner)

LEE RESIDENCE / 3 WOLFBACK RIDGE ROAD – 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT / TREE REMOVAL 
PERMIT (DR 14‐137) Staff: Chan Couture 
Architecture (Applicant/Architect) George Lee 
(Owner)

DR 14‐184, Design Review Permit,Clipper Yacht 
Company, LLC, 310 Harbor Drive

DR/TRP 14‐137, Design Review Permit,Lee,3 
Wolfback Ridge Road

DR 14‐233, Design Review Permit,Funk,605 
Coloma Street

CLIPPER YACHT RESTROOM FACILITY / 310 
HARBOR DRIVE – DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT (DR 
14‐184).

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT/CONDITIONAL USE 
PERMIT AMNEDMENT ‐ 99 HECHT AVENUE 
(Ammendment to DR/CUP 11‐373)

MONSEF RESIDENCE ‐ 60 RODEO AVENUE 
(DR/EA 14‐103)

BYLES RESIDENCE ‐ 67 MARIE STREET 
(DR/ADU/CUP/EA 14‐240)

MONSEF RESIDENCE / 60 RODEO AVENUE – 
(DR/EA 14‐103) Mike Monsef 
(Applicant/Owner) Staff: Chan

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT / CONDITIONAL USE 
PERMIT AMENDMENT – 99 HECHT AVENUE 
(Amendments to DR/CUP 11‐373) AT&T 
(Applicant) State of California (Owner) Staff: 
Schinsing

MURPHY‐QUINN RESIDENCE / 111 Fourth 
Street (DR 14‐342) Patrick Murphy and Martina 
Quinn (Applicants) Staff: Chan/Montemayor

Blue Water Yacht Club / 55 Liberty Ship Way 
(DR 14‐313) Christopher Lacey for Blue Water 
Yacht Harbor (Applicant) Staff: Chan

CAMPBELL RESIDENCE MODIFICATION / 101 
LINCOLN DRIVE (DR 13‐074) McCoy 
Architecture (Applicant) Jeannine 
Campbell(Owner) Staff: Walters

KARSEN RESIDENCE / 44 WOLFBACK RIDGE 
ROAD (DR 15‐083) Walker & Moody Architects 
(Applicant) Jeffry and Beth Karsen(Owner) 
Staff: Calvin Chan

TAZI DESIGNS / 2660 Bridgeway (DR 14‐295) 
Hicham Tazi (Owner/Applicant) Staff: Rebecca 
Walters

McCOY ARCHITECTURE /105BUCHANAN DRIVE 
(DR 15‐216) McCoy Architecture (Applicant) 
Staff: Rebecca Walters

FOTSCH RESIDENCE / 2 ALEXANDER AVENUE 
(ADR‐VA 13‐310)

VANDERLIN RESIDENCE / 206 THIRD STREET 
(DR‐TRP 15‐156) Michael Heacock Architects, 
Inc. (Applicant) Staff: Calvin Chan

TANGLEWOOD / 168 HARRISON AVENUE (DR‐
EACH‐ADU 15‐191) Michael Rex Architects 
(Applicant) Staff: Calvin Chan / Danny Castro

SAUSALITO TOWERS / 5‐65 RODEO AVENUE 
(DR‐CUP 14‐329) Peter Rose, Peter Rose 
Custom Homes (Applicant) Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

36 MARIE STREET (DR‐CUP 15‐249) Daniel 
Strening, Strening Architects (Applicant) Staff: 
Rebecca Walters

FOTSCH RESIDENCE / 2 ALEXANDER AVENUE 
(ADR‐VA 13‐310) Mid‐Cal Construction, Inc. 
(Applicant) Edward Fotsch (Property Owner) 
Janeane Moody and Cherie Sinclair (Appellant) 
Staff: Cha

KIMMELL RESIDENCE / 12 ROSE COURT (DR‐EA‐
CUP‐ADU‐TRP 15‐202) Michael Rex Associates 
(Applicant) Natasha Kimmell (Owner) Staff: 
Milan Nevajda

BROLLY RESIDENCE / 26 Cazneau Avenue (DR 
15‐219) RG‐Architecture (Applicant) Eugene 
Brolly (Owner) Staff: Milan Nevajda

FISHER RESIDENCE / 60 EDWARDS AVENUE (DR 
13‐311) Michael Fisher (Applicant) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayor

ICE HOUSE PLAZA / 780 Bridgeway (DR 15‐340) 
Applicant: Sausalito Historical Society / 
Sausalito Foundation Staff: Calvin Chan

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 
CRECIENTA DRIVE (DR 15‐319) Applicant: 
Michael Heckmann Staff: Joshua Montemayor

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE–168 SANTA 
ROSA AVENUE (DR 15‐355) Ray Cassidy 
(Applicant) Martin Coyne (Property Owner) 
Staff: Milan Nevajda

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 
CRECIENTA DRIVE (DR 15‐319) Michael 
Heckmann (Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC 
and National Housing Group, LLC Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

SPRINT WIRELESS COMMUNICATION FACILITY/ 
300 SPENCER AVENUE (DR/CUP 15‐362) 
Diamond Engineering Services (Applicant) City 
of Sausalito (Owner) Staff: Joshua Montemayor

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 
CRECIENTA DRIVE (DR 15‐319) Heckmann 
Architects (Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC 
and National Housing Group, LLC (Owner) 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT AND ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT – BRACH RESIDENCE, 112 
MARION AVENUE (DR‐EA 16‐012) Taylor Yang 
Inc. (Applicant) Darshan Brach (Owner) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayo

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT AND ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT – BRACH RESIDENCE, 112 
MARION AVENUE (DR‐EA 16‐012) 
(CONTINUED)
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT, CONDOMINIUM 
CONVERSION PERMIT, PARCEL MAP, 
ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT, AND TREE 
REMOVAL PERMIT – 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE 
McCoy Architecture, Inc. (Applicant) David 
Holub (Owner) Staff: Calvin Chan

COYNE RESIDENCE l 168 SANTA ROSA AVENUE l 
DR‐TRP 15‐355 Ray Cassidy (Applicant) Martin 
Coyne (Owner) Staff: Milan Nevajda

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE l 2 CRECIENTA 
DRIVE l DR‐TP 15‐319 Heckman Architects 
(Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC and 
National Housing Group, LLC (Owners) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayor

NEW SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 CRECIENTA 
DRIVE (DR‐TP 15‐319) Heckman Architects 
(Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC and 
National Housing Group, LLC (Owners) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayor

KARSEN RESIDENCE / 44 WOLFBACK RIDGE 
ROAD (DR 15‐083) Walker & Moody Architects 
(Applicant) Jeffry and Beth Karsen (Owners) 
Staff: Calvin Chan

ENGELBRECHT‐AVITTAL RESIDENCE / 211 WEST 
STREET (DR‐ADU 15‐ 228) Daren Iguchi 
(Applicant) Steve Engelbrecht and Anna Avittal 
(Owners) Staff: Joshua Montemayor

MANIES AND GALBREATH RESIDENCE / 12 
TOYON COURT (DR‐TRP 16‐ 039) MacCracken 
Architects (Applicant) Frank Manies and 
Carolyn Galbreath (Owners) Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

112 MARION AVENUE / DR‐EA 16‐012 Taylor 
Yang Inc.(Applicant) Datshan Brach (Owner) 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

220 CURREY LANE / DR‐EACH‐TRP 15‐162 Jazz 
Builders,Inc. Robert and Josephine Moretto 
2011 Living Trust (Owner) Staff: Calvin Chan

ENGELBRECHT‐AVITTAL RESIDENCE / 211 WEST 
STREET DR‐ADU 15‐228 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM JULY 20, 2016 Daren Iguchi (Applicant) 
Steven Engelbrecht and Anna Avittal (Owners) 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

HOLUB RESIDENCE / 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM JUNE 22, 2016 McCoy Architecture, Inc. 
(Applicant) David Holub (Owner) Staff: Calvin 
Chan

1 CLOUDVIEW CIRCLE | DR‐VA 16‐099 Staff: 
Milan Nevajda
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MARIN THEATER | 101 CALEDONIA STREET | 
DR‐CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐214 Staff: Calvin Chan

MOLLIE STONE’S / 100 HARBOR DRIVE | DR‐
MUP 16‐118 Staff: Calvin Chan

KARSEN RESIDENCE | 44 WOLFBACK RIDGE 
ROAD DR 15‐083 | CONTINUED ITEM FROM 
JULY 20, 2016 Staff: Calvin Chan

ENGELBRECHT‐AVITTAL RESIDENCE | 211 
WEST STREET DR‐ADU 15‐228 | CONTINUED 
ITEM FROM SEPTEMBER 21, 2016 Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

TAZI DESIGN | 2660 BRIDGEWAY BOULEVARD | 
MODIFICATIONS TO DR 15‐083 Staff: Calvin 
Chan

676‐686 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐145

WECHSLER RESIDENCE / 1 CLOUD VIEW CIRCLE 
/ DR‐VA 16‐099 Staff: Milan Nevajda

HOLUB RESIDENCE / 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM SEPTEMBER 21, 2016 Staff: Calvin Chan

HOLUB RESIDENCE / 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM SEPTEMBER 21, 2016 Staff: Calvin Chan

WECHSLER RESIDENCE / 1 CLOUD VIEW CIRCLE 
/ DR‐VA 16‐099 Staff: Milan Nevajda

676‐686 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐145

BRIDGEWAY COMMONS RESIDENTIAL 
CONDOMINIUMS / 1755 BRIDGEWAY 
(INCLUDES PROPERTY/BUILDINGS WITH 
ADDRESSES: 1745/1751/1757 BRIDGEWAY 
AND 160 FILBERT AVENUE) DR‐TM‐TRP‐EA 14‐
021 Staff:Jayni Allsep

CASS GIDLEY MARINA GANGWAY / FOOT OF 
NAPA STREET / DR 16‐137 Staff: Milan Nevajda

BURTON RESIDENCE | 209 WEST STREET (DR 
16‐200) Staff: Joshua Montemayor

ONLY IN SAUSALITO / 676‐686 BRIDGEWAY (DR‐
CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐145) Staff: Calvin Chan

ICE HOUSE PLAZA PHASE II / 780 Bridgeway 
(DR 15‐340) Staff: Calvin Chan

NEW RESIDENCE /2 CRECIENTA (DR 16‐314) 
Staff: David Chursenoff

CLAYTON RESIDENCE / 33 WRAY AVENUE 
(DR/CUP/EA/TRP 16‐266) Staff: Milan Nevajda

COYNE RESIDENCE / 168 SANTA ROSA (DR‐TRP 
15‐355) Staff: Milan Nevajda

MASSEY RESIDENCE / 97SANTA ROSA AVENUE 
/ DR‐ADU 16‐345 Staff: David Chursenoff

NEW RESIDENCE /2 CRECIENTA (DR 16‐314) 
Staff: David Chursenoff

33 WRAY AVENUE ‐ TOTAL DEMOLITION, NEW 
CONSTRUCTION (DR‐EA‐TRP 16‐266) Staff: 
Milan Nevajda

71 GLEN DRIVE ‐ ADDITION TO SINGLE‐FAMILY 
RESIDENCE (DR 16‐077) Staff: Justin Shiu

DUNPHY PARK ‐ IMPROVEMENTS TO DUNPHY 
PARK (DR 17‐116) Staff: Justin Shiu

SOUTHVIEW PARK IMPROVEMENTS / CORNER 
OF NORTH STREET AND FOURTH STREET / DR 
17‐150 Staff: David Chursenoff

COYNE RESIDENCE/168 SANTA ROSE 
AVENUE/DR‐TRP 15‐355 Staff: Milan Nevajda

GOODSON RESIDENCE / 44 WRAY AVENUE / DR 
1 6‐319 Staff: David Chursenoff

HOLUB RESIDENCE/ 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234) Staff: Calvin Chan

CITY OF SAUSALITO/ TURNEY GANGWAY : 
Justin Shiu

BURTON RESIDENCE / 209 WEST STREET Staff: 
David Chursenoff

RESIDENCE ‐ 2 CRECIENTA DRIVE / CONTINUED 
ITEM FROM MARCH 22, 2017 Staff: David 
Chursenoff

MORRISON RESIDENCE / 217 WOODWARD 
AVENUE / DR 17‐147 Staff: David Chursenoff

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 220 CURREY 
LANE / DR‐EACH‐TRP15‐162 Staff: Calvin Chan

2 CRECIENTA DRIVE/DR16‐314/APN 064‐252‐
11 Staff: David Chursenoff

209 WEST STREET / DR 16‐200 / APN 065‐231‐
18 Staff: David Chursenoff

152 EDWARDS AVENUE / DR 16‐400 / APN 065‐
293‐01 Staff: Milan Nevajda

608 LOCUST STREET/ DR 17‐061 / APN 064‐211 
‐33 Staff: Katie Faulkner

2 CRECIENTA DRIVE / DR 16‐314 Staff: David 
Chursenoff

CLAYTON RESIDENCE / 33 WRAY AVENUE / DR‐
EA‐CUP‐TRP 16‐266 Staff: Milan Nevajda

MAAS RESIDENCE /130 CURREY AVENUE / DR 
16‐176 Staff: Katie Faulkner

THE VALHALLA ‐ 201 BRIDGEWAY AND SECOND 
STREET / DR‐CUP‐EATM 16‐401 Staff: Danny 
Castro / Calvin Chan

RACA DE CASCAIS / 700 BLOCK OF BRIDGEWAY 
(PUBLIC PLAZA) / CIP‐DR 17‐219 Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

CLAYTON RESIDENCE / 33 WRAY AVENUE Staff: 
Milan Nevajda

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 220 CURREY 
LANE / DR‐EA‐TRP 15‐ 162 Staff: Calvin Chan

86 SAN CARLOS AVENUE Staff: David 
Chursenoff

CASA MADRONA HOTEL & SPA / 777 & 801 
BRIDGEWAY / DR‐SP‐EA 17‐161 Staff: Calvin 
Chan

SOUTHVIEW PARK IMPROVEMENTS / CORNER 
OF NORTH STREET AND FOURTH STREET / DR 
17‐150 Staff: David Chursenoff

MAAS RESIDENCE /130 CURREY AVENUE / DR 
16‐176 CONTINUED ITEM FROM JULY 17, 2017 
Staff: Katie Faulkner

EAGLEEYE WIGGINS RESIDENCE / 121 THIRD 
STREET / DR 17‐020 Staff: Calvin Chan

BRIDGEWAY PARKLET / WEST SIDE OF 
BRIDGEWAY PUBLIC RIGHT‐OFWAY FRONTING 
621‐633 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐EA 16‐343 Staff: 
Calvin Chan

THE INN ABOVE TIDE / 30 EL PORTAL STREET / 
DR‐CUP 17‐346; MODIFICATION TO CUP 17‐
311 Staff: Joshua Montemayor

TORNQVIST RESIDENCE / 539 EASTERBY 
STREET / DR‐TM 15‐079 Staff: Katie Faulkner

FISH AND CHIPS/813 BRIDGEWAY Staff: Katie 
Faulkner

MARIN THEATER /101 CALEDONIA STREET (DR‐
CUP‐EA 16‐214) Staff: Calvin Chan

79 SAUSALITO BOULEVARD (DR 17‐097) Staff: 
David Chursenoff

FISH AND CHIPS / 813‐817 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐
TRP 17‐092 CONTINUED FROM DECEMBER 6, 
2017 Staff: Katie Faulkner

09 WEST STREET/BURTON RESIDENCE 
CONTINUED ITEM FROM JULY 5, 2017 Staff: 
David Chursenoff

21 THIRD STREET / EAGLEEYE WIGGINS 
RESIDENCE CONTINUED ITEM FROM 
DECEMBER 20, 2017 Staff: Calvin Chan

THE GATEKEEPER SCULPTURE / 19 TOYON 
LANE Staff: Katie Faulkner

FISH AND CHIPS / 813‐817 BRIDGEWAY (DR‐
TRP 17‐092) CONTINUED ITEM FROM 
DECEMBER 20, 2017 Staff: Katie Faulkner

FISH AND CHIPS / 813‐817 BRIDGEWAY (DR‐
TRP 17‐092) Staff: Katie Faulkner

200 SAUSALITO BOULEVARD Planner: Calvin 
Chan Project ID: 2018‐0059
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CASCAIS COMPASS ROSE PLAZA 
MODIFICATION TO DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

SAUSALITO CIVIC CENTER BEAUTIFICATION 
PROJECT / 420 LITHO STREET Staff: Calvin Chan

PRACA DE CASCAIS ‐ 700 BRIDGEWAY Staff: 
David Chursenoff

416 NAPA STREET Staff: Calvin Chan

416 NAPA STREET Staff: Calvin Chan

101 CALEDONIA STREET / MARIN THEATER 
Staff: Calvin Chan

416 NAPA STREET (PROJECT ID: 2018‐00198)

416 NAPA STREET (PROJECT ID: 2018‐00198) ‐ 
Continued Item from November 7, 2018

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

28 LOWER CRESCENT AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 
DR/LLA/TRP 17‐195

76 CAZNEAU AVENUE ‐ GAETANI RESIDENCE 
(PROJECT ID:2017‐00253)

76 CAZNEAU AVENUE ‐ GAETANI RESIDENCE 
(PROJECT ID:2017‐00253)

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

61 WOLFBACK RIDGE ROAD / McIVER 
RESIDENCE / MODIFICATION TO APPROVED 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT DR 2019‐00159

70 GEORGE LANE / PAPPAS RESIDENCE / 
MODIFICATION TO APPROVED DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT DR/TRP 2019‐00033 / APN 064‐254‐
43).

519 CALEDONIA STREET ‐ BRAUNINGER 
DUPLEX (Project ID: DR/EA 2019‐00150) APN: 
064‐162‐21

610 COLOMA STREET – MARTIN LUTHER KING 
PARK SCHEMATIC TREE MASTER PLAN (Project 
ID: DR 2019‐00242) APN: 063‐170‐03

4 CLOUD VIEW ROAD (2019‐00067) ‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW PERMIT, ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT

30 Atwood Ave ‐ Hoerner Residence (Project 
ID: 2018‐00419)

253 Glen Drive ‐ Levandov Residence (Project 
ID: 2019‐00063)

556 Sausalito Boulevard ‐ Request for Design 
Review Permit and Encroachment Agreement 
(Project ID: 2019‐00114)

30 Atwood Avenue

Wolfback Estates Lot 5

519 Caledonia Street Design Review 
Permit

30 Atwood Avenue Deck Addition Design 
Review Permit & Variance DR‐VA 2018‐00419

253 Glen Drive ‐ Levanadov Residence (Project 
ID: 2019‐00063)

BRIDGEWAY AT COLOMA STREET ‐ SAUSALITO‐
MARIN CITY SANITARY DISTRICT COLOMA 
PUMP STATION IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 
(PROJECT ID: 2019‐00084). THIS ITEM IS 
CONTINUED FROM DECEMBER 4, 2019.

519 BONITA STREET - DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT (APN: 064-163-12; Project 
ID: 2019-00263)

40‐42 MARION AVE‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT/ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT 
(APN: : 065‐292‐19; Project ID: 2019‐00160)

40‐42 MARION AVE‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT/ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT 
(APN: : 065‐292‐19; Project ID: 2019‐00342)

MAIN STREET RIGHT‐OF‐WAY ADJACENT TO 
215 MAIN STREET AND PARKING DECK 
ADJACENT TO 558 BRIDGEWAY ‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT (APN: 
065‐271‐12 AND 065‐172‐12); PROJECT ID 
2020‐00063 AND 2020‐00064 RESPECTIVELY

40‐42 MARION AVE‐ DESIGN REVIEW/TREE 
REMOVAL PERMIT/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT/ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT 
(APN: : 065‐292‐19; Project ID: 2019‐00342)

BRIDGEWAY AT COLOMA STREET ‐ BACKUP 
GENERATOR LOCATION, SAUSALITO‐MARIN 
CITY SANITARY DISTRICT COLOMA PUMP 
STATION IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT (PROJECT 
ID: 2019‐00084).

74, 76, 78 CENTRAL AVENUE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT, ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT, 
VARIANCE & NONCONFORMITY PERMIT (APN: 
065‐202‐04; PROJECT ID: 2020‐00052)

74, 76, 78 CENTRAL AVENUE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT, ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT, 
VARIANCE & NONCONFORMITY PERMIT (APN: 
065‐202‐04; PROJECT ID: 2020‐00052)

1‐3 HARBOR DRIVE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW AND 
TREE REMOVAL PERMIT (APN: 063‐140‐15; 
PROJECT ID: 2019‐00335)

654 SAUSALITO BLVD ‐ DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT, TREE REMOVAL PERMIT, 
ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT; PROJECT ID: 
2019‐00184; APN 065‐163‐26
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CUP/DR 99-111

CUP/DR 99‐111, Amendment of a Conditional 
Use Permit, Design Review Permit, Westcore 
Marin, 441‐475 Coloma Street

DR 08-003

DR 08‐003, Amendment to previously‐
approved Design Review Permit,Puntsag, 147 
Edwards Avenue

DR/TRP 13-135

DR/TRP 13‐135, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, City of Sausalito, (Lycee 
Francais) 100 Ebbtide Avenue

DR/SP 12-289

DR/SP 12‐289, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Schoonmaker Point Marina, 85 Liberty 
Ship Way

DR/SP 12-289

DR/SP 12‐289, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Schoonmaker Point Marina, 85 Liberty 
Ship Way

DR/EA/TM/TRP 13‐098, Design Review Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement,Tentative Minor 
Subdivision Map, Tree Removal Permit, 
Harrison Ventures,LLC, 100 Harrison Avenue.

DR/AMD 11‐362, Design Review Permit, Bank 
of America, 750 Bridgeway

DR/NCP 13‐262, Design Review Permit, Non‐
Conformity Permit, City of Sausalito, 500 Block 
of Bridgeway

CUP/DR 97‐03, Conditional Use Permit, Design 
Review Permit, California Department of 
Transportation, Rodeo and Highway 101

DR/VA/EA/TRP 13‐196, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Encroachment Agreement, Tree 
Removal Permit, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue

DR/NCP 13‐262, Design Review Permit, Non‐
Conformity Permit, City of Sausalito, 500 Block 
of Bridgeway

DR/VA/EA/TRP 13‐196, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Encroachment Agreement, Tree 
Removal Permit, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue

MODIFICATION OF DR/VA 05‐069, Design 
Review Permit, Variance, Abbassi, 315 North 
Street

DR/SP/EA 13‐276, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Encroachment Agreement, JCG Trust of 
2007 ETAL, 42‐42 1/2 Caledonia Street (APN 
065‐055‐06)

DR 13‐232,Design Review Permit, Yee, 619 
Coloma Street

DR 13‐198, Design Review Permit, Henry, 660 
Bridgeway

DR/SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, City of Suasilito, Various Locations

DR/SP 13‐213, Design Review Permit, 
Bridgeway Blvd., LLC,675 Bridgeway

DR/VA 05‐069, DesignReview Permit, Variance, 
Abbassi, 315 North Street

DR 13‐184, Design Review Permit,Solomon, 
130 Prospect Avenue

DR/TM/CUP/TR/EA 13‐071,Design Review 
Permit, Tentative Minor Subdivision Map, 
Conditional Use Permit, Tree Removal Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement,McGuire,60/62 
Marion Avenue

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit,Childs, 274 Glen Avenue

DR 13‐322, Design Review Permit, Levin,168 
Harrison Avenue

DR/NC 10‐377, Design Review Permit, Non‐
Conformity, CMSC Ventures, LLC,801 
Bridgeway

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit,Palmira Investments,LLC, 274 
Glen Drive

DR/EA 13‐297, Design Review 
Permit,Encroachment Agreement, Irwin‐Mark, 
509 Johnson Street

DR/VA 13‐235, Design Review Permit, 
Variance,Yee,619 Coloma Street

ZOA 10‐355, Standard for Mult‐Family Zoned 
Properties, City of Sausalito

DR/SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, City of Sausalito

DR/CUP/EA 13‐297, Design Review Permit, 
Conditional Use Permit,Encroachment 
Agreement, Irwin and Mark, 509 Johnson 
Street

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, Palmira Investments, 274 
Glen Avenue

DR/TRP 13‐122, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, Vanderlinden, 206 Third 
Street

DR/VA/TRP/EA 14‐006, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue.

DR/VA/TRP/EA 14‐006, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue.

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, McCurdy, 19 Toyon.

DR/VA/TRP 06‐069, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, McLaughlin, 
919, 921, 923 Bridgeway.

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review, Tree Removal 
Permit, Palmira Investments, 274 Glen Avenue.

DR/SP/EA 14‐030, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Encroachment Agreement, Nadjibi, 755 
Bridgeway

TM/CCP/DR/TRP/EA 13‐139, Tentative Map, 
Condo Conversion Permit, Design Review 
Permit, Tree Removal Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Rushford, 420 & 422 Napa Street 
& 114 Filbert Avenue

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA, General Plan 
Amendment, Zoning Ordinance Amendment, 
Planned Development, Tentative Map, Design 
Review Permit, Condominium Conversion, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street.

TM/CCP/DR/EA 13‐139, Tentative Map, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, Design 
Review Permit, Encroachment Agreement, 
Rushford, Russo, Johnson, Haitani, 420 & 422 
Napa Street & 114 Filbert Avenue

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Amendment, Zoning Ordinance 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA, General Plan 
Amendment, Zoning Ordinance Amendment, 
Planned Development Permit, Tentative Map, 
Design Review Permit, Condominium 
Conversion Permit, Encroachment Agreement, 
Kashef, 201 Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

DR/CUP 14‐113, Design Review Permit, 
Conditional Use Permit, Bridgeway Marina 
Corp. and City of Sausalito, 225 Locust 
Street/Foot of Locust Street/Humboldt Right‐of‐
Way

DR‐SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, City of Sausalito, WayFinding Sign 
Program

CUP/SP/DR/EA, Conditional Use Permit, Sign 
Permit, Design Review Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Madrigal Family Winery, 819 
Bridgeway

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

ZP 14‐074,Occuptional Use 
Permit,Nucifora,707 Bridgeway

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, Grattan and McCurdy, 19 
Toyon
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street.

DR/SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Way‐Finding Sign Program, City of 
Sausalito.

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, 19 Toyon Partners, 19 Toyon 
Lane

DR/VA 04‐038, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Woodrow, 9 Edwards Avenue.
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

DR/LLA 12‐295, Design Review Permit, Lot Line 
Adjustment, Cazneau LLC, 92/94 Cazneau 
Avenue

DR/VA 04‐038, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Woodrow, 9 Edwards Avenue
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DR 14‐089, Design Review Permit, City of 
Sausalito, 216 and 224 Bulkley Avenue
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

DR/VAR 10‐377, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, CMSC Ventures, LLC, 801 Bridgeway

DR/VA/TRP 04‐038, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, Woodrow, 9 
Edwards Avenue

UP/DR 98‐107, Conditional Use Permit, Design 
Review Permit, City of Sausalito, 300 Spencer 
Avenue

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, 19 Toyon Partners, LLC, 19 
Toyon Lane.

Woodrow Retaining Wall, 9 Edwards Avenue – 
Design Review Permit, Variances, Tree 
Removal Permit, DR/VA/TRP 04‐038.

VALHALLA RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS/201 
BRIDGEWAY & 206 SECOND STREET 
(GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150), Kashef, 
201 Bridgeway & 206 Second Street.

MCREYNOLDS RESIDENCE / 92‐94 CAZNEAU 
AVENUE (DR/LLA 12‐295)

STEPHENSON RESIDENCE / 403 BONITA STREET 
(DR 13‐303) David Spurgeon, Architect 
(Applicant) Susan Stephenson (Owner)

VANDERLINDEN RESIDENCE / 206 THIRD 
STREET (DR/TRP 13‐122) Michael Heacock 
Architects Inc (Applicant) Frits and Letty 
Vanderlinden (Owners)

VALHALLA RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS/201 
BRIDGEWAY & 206 SECOND STREET 
ENTITLEMENTS (GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 
13‐150) Staff: Noble (PlaceWorks) Alex Kashef, 
DDS, MD (Applicant/Owner)

WOODROW RETAINING WALL / 9 EDWARDS 
AVENUE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT, 
VARIANCES, AND TREE REMOVAL PERMIT 
(DR/VA/TRP 04‐038) Philip Woodrow 
(Applicant/Owner)

AUSTIN RESIDENCE / 40 MARIE STREET ‐ 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT (DR 14‐126) John 
McCoy (Applicant) Mary and Mattson Austin 
(Owners)

VALHALLA RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS / 
201 BRIDGEWAY & 206 SECOND STREET ‐ 
STREET ENTITLEMENTS 
(GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150) Alex 
Kashef, DDS, MD (Applicant/Owner)

AUSTIN RESIDENCE / 40 MARIE STREET – 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT (DR 14‐126) John 
McCoy (Applicant) Mary and Mattson Austin 
(Owners)

REMODEL AND ADDITION / 38 WOODWARD 
AVENUE – DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT, TREE 
REMOVAL PERMIT, AND ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT (DR‐TRP‐EA 14‐196) John McCoy 
(Applicant) Woodward Investments (Owner)

LEE RESIDENCE / 3 WOLFBACK RIDGE ROAD – 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT / TREE REMOVAL 
PERMIT (DR 14‐137) Staff: Chan Couture 
Architecture (Applicant/Architect) George Lee 
(Owner)

DR 14‐184, Design Review Permit,Clipper Yacht 
Company, LLC, 310 Harbor Drive

DR/TRP 14‐137, Design Review Permit,Lee,3 
Wolfback Ridge Road

DR 14‐233, Design Review Permit,Funk,605 
Coloma Street

CLIPPER YACHT RESTROOM FACILITY / 310 
HARBOR DRIVE – DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT (DR 
14‐184).

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT/CONDITIONAL USE 
PERMIT AMNEDMENT ‐ 99 HECHT AVENUE 
(Ammendment to DR/CUP 11‐373)

MONSEF RESIDENCE ‐ 60 RODEO AVENUE 
(DR/EA 14‐103)

BYLES RESIDENCE ‐ 67 MARIE STREET 
(DR/ADU/CUP/EA 14‐240)

MONSEF RESIDENCE / 60 RODEO AVENUE – 
(DR/EA 14‐103) Mike Monsef 
(Applicant/Owner) Staff: Chan

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT / CONDITIONAL USE 
PERMIT AMENDMENT – 99 HECHT AVENUE 
(Amendments to DR/CUP 11‐373) AT&T 
(Applicant) State of California (Owner) Staff: 
Schinsing

MURPHY‐QUINN RESIDENCE / 111 Fourth 
Street (DR 14‐342) Patrick Murphy and Martina 
Quinn (Applicants) Staff: Chan/Montemayor

Blue Water Yacht Club / 55 Liberty Ship Way 
(DR 14‐313) Christopher Lacey for Blue Water 
Yacht Harbor (Applicant) Staff: Chan

CAMPBELL RESIDENCE MODIFICATION / 101 
LINCOLN DRIVE (DR 13‐074) McCoy 
Architecture (Applicant) Jeannine 
Campbell(Owner) Staff: Walters

KARSEN RESIDENCE / 44 WOLFBACK RIDGE 
ROAD (DR 15‐083) Walker & Moody Architects 
(Applicant) Jeffry and Beth Karsen(Owner) 
Staff: Calvin Chan

TAZI DESIGNS / 2660 Bridgeway (DR 14‐295) 
Hicham Tazi (Owner/Applicant) Staff: Rebecca 
Walters

McCOY ARCHITECTURE /105BUCHANAN DRIVE 
(DR 15‐216) McCoy Architecture (Applicant) 
Staff: Rebecca Walters

FOTSCH RESIDENCE / 2 ALEXANDER AVENUE 
(ADR‐VA 13‐310)

VANDERLIN RESIDENCE / 206 THIRD STREET 
(DR‐TRP 15‐156) Michael Heacock Architects, 
Inc. (Applicant) Staff: Calvin Chan

TANGLEWOOD / 168 HARRISON AVENUE (DR‐
EACH‐ADU 15‐191) Michael Rex Architects 
(Applicant) Staff: Calvin Chan / Danny Castro

SAUSALITO TOWERS / 5‐65 RODEO AVENUE 
(DR‐CUP 14‐329) Peter Rose, Peter Rose 
Custom Homes (Applicant) Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

36 MARIE STREET (DR‐CUP 15‐249) Daniel 
Strening, Strening Architects (Applicant) Staff: 
Rebecca Walters

FOTSCH RESIDENCE / 2 ALEXANDER AVENUE 
(ADR‐VA 13‐310) Mid‐Cal Construction, Inc. 
(Applicant) Edward Fotsch (Property Owner) 
Janeane Moody and Cherie Sinclair (Appellant) 
Staff: Cha

KIMMELL RESIDENCE / 12 ROSE COURT (DR‐EA‐
CUP‐ADU‐TRP 15‐202) Michael Rex Associates 
(Applicant) Natasha Kimmell (Owner) Staff: 
Milan Nevajda

BROLLY RESIDENCE / 26 Cazneau Avenue (DR 
15‐219) RG‐Architecture (Applicant) Eugene 
Brolly (Owner) Staff: Milan Nevajda

FISHER RESIDENCE / 60 EDWARDS AVENUE (DR 
13‐311) Michael Fisher (Applicant) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayor

ICE HOUSE PLAZA / 780 Bridgeway (DR 15‐340) 
Applicant: Sausalito Historical Society / 
Sausalito Foundation Staff: Calvin Chan

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 
CRECIENTA DRIVE (DR 15‐319) Applicant: 
Michael Heckmann Staff: Joshua Montemayor

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE–168 SANTA 
ROSA AVENUE (DR 15‐355) Ray Cassidy 
(Applicant) Martin Coyne (Property Owner) 
Staff: Milan Nevajda

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 
CRECIENTA DRIVE (DR 15‐319) Michael 
Heckmann (Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC 
and National Housing Group, LLC Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

SPRINT WIRELESS COMMUNICATION FACILITY/ 
300 SPENCER AVENUE (DR/CUP 15‐362) 
Diamond Engineering Services (Applicant) City 
of Sausalito (Owner) Staff: Joshua Montemayor

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 
CRECIENTA DRIVE (DR 15‐319) Heckmann 
Architects (Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC 
and National Housing Group, LLC (Owner) 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT AND ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT – BRACH RESIDENCE, 112 
MARION AVENUE (DR‐EA 16‐012) Taylor Yang 
Inc. (Applicant) Darshan Brach (Owner) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayo

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT AND ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT – BRACH RESIDENCE, 112 
MARION AVENUE (DR‐EA 16‐012) 
(CONTINUED)
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT, CONDOMINIUM 
CONVERSION PERMIT, PARCEL MAP, 
ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT, AND TREE 
REMOVAL PERMIT – 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE 
McCoy Architecture, Inc. (Applicant) David 
Holub (Owner) Staff: Calvin Chan

COYNE RESIDENCE l 168 SANTA ROSA AVENUE l 
DR‐TRP 15‐355 Ray Cassidy (Applicant) Martin 
Coyne (Owner) Staff: Milan Nevajda

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE l 2 CRECIENTA 
DRIVE l DR‐TP 15‐319 Heckman Architects 
(Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC and 
National Housing Group, LLC (Owners) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayor

NEW SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 CRECIENTA 
DRIVE (DR‐TP 15‐319) Heckman Architects 
(Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC and 
National Housing Group, LLC (Owners) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayor

KARSEN RESIDENCE / 44 WOLFBACK RIDGE 
ROAD (DR 15‐083) Walker & Moody Architects 
(Applicant) Jeffry and Beth Karsen (Owners) 
Staff: Calvin Chan

ENGELBRECHT‐AVITTAL RESIDENCE / 211 WEST 
STREET (DR‐ADU 15‐ 228) Daren Iguchi 
(Applicant) Steve Engelbrecht and Anna Avittal 
(Owners) Staff: Joshua Montemayor

MANIES AND GALBREATH RESIDENCE / 12 
TOYON COURT (DR‐TRP 16‐ 039) MacCracken 
Architects (Applicant) Frank Manies and 
Carolyn Galbreath (Owners) Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

112 MARION AVENUE / DR‐EA 16‐012 Taylor 
Yang Inc.(Applicant) Datshan Brach (Owner) 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

220 CURREY LANE / DR‐EACH‐TRP 15‐162 Jazz 
Builders,Inc. Robert and Josephine Moretto 
2011 Living Trust (Owner) Staff: Calvin Chan

ENGELBRECHT‐AVITTAL RESIDENCE / 211 WEST 
STREET DR‐ADU 15‐228 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM JULY 20, 2016 Daren Iguchi (Applicant) 
Steven Engelbrecht and Anna Avittal (Owners) 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

HOLUB RESIDENCE / 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM JUNE 22, 2016 McCoy Architecture, Inc. 
(Applicant) David Holub (Owner) Staff: Calvin 
Chan

1 CLOUDVIEW CIRCLE | DR‐VA 16‐099 Staff: 
Milan Nevajda
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MARIN THEATER | 101 CALEDONIA STREET | 
DR‐CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐214 Staff: Calvin Chan

MOLLIE STONE’S / 100 HARBOR DRIVE | DR‐
MUP 16‐118 Staff: Calvin Chan

KARSEN RESIDENCE | 44 WOLFBACK RIDGE 
ROAD DR 15‐083 | CONTINUED ITEM FROM 
JULY 20, 2016 Staff: Calvin Chan

ENGELBRECHT‐AVITTAL RESIDENCE | 211 
WEST STREET DR‐ADU 15‐228 | CONTINUED 
ITEM FROM SEPTEMBER 21, 2016 Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

TAZI DESIGN | 2660 BRIDGEWAY BOULEVARD | 
MODIFICATIONS TO DR 15‐083 Staff: Calvin 
Chan

676‐686 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐145

WECHSLER RESIDENCE / 1 CLOUD VIEW CIRCLE 
/ DR‐VA 16‐099 Staff: Milan Nevajda

HOLUB RESIDENCE / 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM SEPTEMBER 21, 2016 Staff: Calvin Chan

HOLUB RESIDENCE / 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM SEPTEMBER 21, 2016 Staff: Calvin Chan

WECHSLER RESIDENCE / 1 CLOUD VIEW CIRCLE 
/ DR‐VA 16‐099 Staff: Milan Nevajda

676‐686 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐145

BRIDGEWAY COMMONS RESIDENTIAL 
CONDOMINIUMS / 1755 BRIDGEWAY 
(INCLUDES PROPERTY/BUILDINGS WITH 
ADDRESSES: 1745/1751/1757 BRIDGEWAY 
AND 160 FILBERT AVENUE) DR‐TM‐TRP‐EA 14‐
021 Staff:Jayni Allsep

CASS GIDLEY MARINA GANGWAY / FOOT OF 
NAPA STREET / DR 16‐137 Staff: Milan Nevajda

BURTON RESIDENCE | 209 WEST STREET (DR 
16‐200) Staff: Joshua Montemayor

ONLY IN SAUSALITO / 676‐686 BRIDGEWAY (DR‐
CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐145) Staff: Calvin Chan

ICE HOUSE PLAZA PHASE II / 780 Bridgeway 
(DR 15‐340) Staff: Calvin Chan

NEW RESIDENCE /2 CRECIENTA (DR 16‐314) 
Staff: David Chursenoff

CLAYTON RESIDENCE / 33 WRAY AVENUE 
(DR/CUP/EA/TRP 16‐266) Staff: Milan Nevajda

COYNE RESIDENCE / 168 SANTA ROSA (DR‐TRP 
15‐355) Staff: Milan Nevajda

MASSEY RESIDENCE / 97SANTA ROSA AVENUE 
/ DR‐ADU 16‐345 Staff: David Chursenoff

NEW RESIDENCE /2 CRECIENTA (DR 16‐314) 
Staff: David Chursenoff

33 WRAY AVENUE ‐ TOTAL DEMOLITION, NEW 
CONSTRUCTION (DR‐EA‐TRP 16‐266) Staff: 
Milan Nevajda

71 GLEN DRIVE ‐ ADDITION TO SINGLE‐FAMILY 
RESIDENCE (DR 16‐077) Staff: Justin Shiu

DUNPHY PARK ‐ IMPROVEMENTS TO DUNPHY 
PARK (DR 17‐116) Staff: Justin Shiu

SOUTHVIEW PARK IMPROVEMENTS / CORNER 
OF NORTH STREET AND FOURTH STREET / DR 
17‐150 Staff: David Chursenoff

COYNE RESIDENCE/168 SANTA ROSE 
AVENUE/DR‐TRP 15‐355 Staff: Milan Nevajda

GOODSON RESIDENCE / 44 WRAY AVENUE / DR 
1 6‐319 Staff: David Chursenoff

HOLUB RESIDENCE/ 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234) Staff: Calvin Chan

CITY OF SAUSALITO/ TURNEY GANGWAY : 
Justin Shiu

BURTON RESIDENCE / 209 WEST STREET Staff: 
David Chursenoff

RESIDENCE ‐ 2 CRECIENTA DRIVE / CONTINUED 
ITEM FROM MARCH 22, 2017 Staff: David 
Chursenoff

MORRISON RESIDENCE / 217 WOODWARD 
AVENUE / DR 17‐147 Staff: David Chursenoff

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 220 CURREY 
LANE / DR‐EACH‐TRP15‐162 Staff: Calvin Chan

2 CRECIENTA DRIVE/DR16‐314/APN 064‐252‐
11 Staff: David Chursenoff

209 WEST STREET / DR 16‐200 / APN 065‐231‐
18 Staff: David Chursenoff

152 EDWARDS AVENUE / DR 16‐400 / APN 065‐
293‐01 Staff: Milan Nevajda

608 LOCUST STREET/ DR 17‐061 / APN 064‐211 
‐33 Staff: Katie Faulkner

2 CRECIENTA DRIVE / DR 16‐314 Staff: David 
Chursenoff

CLAYTON RESIDENCE / 33 WRAY AVENUE / DR‐
EA‐CUP‐TRP 16‐266 Staff: Milan Nevajda

MAAS RESIDENCE /130 CURREY AVENUE / DR 
16‐176 Staff: Katie Faulkner

THE VALHALLA ‐ 201 BRIDGEWAY AND SECOND 
STREET / DR‐CUP‐EATM 16‐401 Staff: Danny 
Castro / Calvin Chan

RACA DE CASCAIS / 700 BLOCK OF BRIDGEWAY 
(PUBLIC PLAZA) / CIP‐DR 17‐219 Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

CLAYTON RESIDENCE / 33 WRAY AVENUE Staff: 
Milan Nevajda

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 220 CURREY 
LANE / DR‐EA‐TRP 15‐ 162 Staff: Calvin Chan

86 SAN CARLOS AVENUE Staff: David 
Chursenoff

CASA MADRONA HOTEL & SPA / 777 & 801 
BRIDGEWAY / DR‐SP‐EA 17‐161 Staff: Calvin 
Chan

SOUTHVIEW PARK IMPROVEMENTS / CORNER 
OF NORTH STREET AND FOURTH STREET / DR 
17‐150 Staff: David Chursenoff

MAAS RESIDENCE /130 CURREY AVENUE / DR 
16‐176 CONTINUED ITEM FROM JULY 17, 2017 
Staff: Katie Faulkner

EAGLEEYE WIGGINS RESIDENCE / 121 THIRD 
STREET / DR 17‐020 Staff: Calvin Chan

BRIDGEWAY PARKLET / WEST SIDE OF 
BRIDGEWAY PUBLIC RIGHT‐OFWAY FRONTING 
621‐633 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐EA 16‐343 Staff: 
Calvin Chan

THE INN ABOVE TIDE / 30 EL PORTAL STREET / 
DR‐CUP 17‐346; MODIFICATION TO CUP 17‐
311 Staff: Joshua Montemayor

TORNQVIST RESIDENCE / 539 EASTERBY 
STREET / DR‐TM 15‐079 Staff: Katie Faulkner

FISH AND CHIPS/813 BRIDGEWAY Staff: Katie 
Faulkner

MARIN THEATER /101 CALEDONIA STREET (DR‐
CUP‐EA 16‐214) Staff: Calvin Chan

79 SAUSALITO BOULEVARD (DR 17‐097) Staff: 
David Chursenoff

FISH AND CHIPS / 813‐817 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐
TRP 17‐092 CONTINUED FROM DECEMBER 6, 
2017 Staff: Katie Faulkner

09 WEST STREET/BURTON RESIDENCE 
CONTINUED ITEM FROM JULY 5, 2017 Staff: 
David Chursenoff

21 THIRD STREET / EAGLEEYE WIGGINS 
RESIDENCE CONTINUED ITEM FROM 
DECEMBER 20, 2017 Staff: Calvin Chan

THE GATEKEEPER SCULPTURE / 19 TOYON 
LANE Staff: Katie Faulkner

FISH AND CHIPS / 813‐817 BRIDGEWAY (DR‐
TRP 17‐092) CONTINUED ITEM FROM 
DECEMBER 20, 2017 Staff: Katie Faulkner

FISH AND CHIPS / 813‐817 BRIDGEWAY (DR‐
TRP 17‐092) Staff: Katie Faulkner

200 SAUSALITO BOULEVARD Planner: Calvin 
Chan Project ID: 2018‐0059
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CASCAIS COMPASS ROSE PLAZA 
MODIFICATION TO DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

SAUSALITO CIVIC CENTER BEAUTIFICATION 
PROJECT / 420 LITHO STREET Staff: Calvin Chan

PRACA DE CASCAIS ‐ 700 BRIDGEWAY Staff: 
David Chursenoff

416 NAPA STREET Staff: Calvin Chan

416 NAPA STREET Staff: Calvin Chan

101 CALEDONIA STREET / MARIN THEATER 
Staff: Calvin Chan

416 NAPA STREET (PROJECT ID: 2018‐00198)

416 NAPA STREET (PROJECT ID: 2018‐00198) ‐ 
Continued Item from November 7, 2018

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

28 LOWER CRESCENT AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 
DR/LLA/TRP 17‐195

76 CAZNEAU AVENUE ‐ GAETANI RESIDENCE 
(PROJECT ID:2017‐00253)

76 CAZNEAU AVENUE ‐ GAETANI RESIDENCE 
(PROJECT ID:2017‐00253)

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

61 WOLFBACK RIDGE ROAD / McIVER 
RESIDENCE / MODIFICATION TO APPROVED 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT DR 2019‐00159

70 GEORGE LANE / PAPPAS RESIDENCE / 
MODIFICATION TO APPROVED DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT DR/TRP 2019‐00033 / APN 064‐254‐
43).

519 CALEDONIA STREET ‐ BRAUNINGER 
DUPLEX (Project ID: DR/EA 2019‐00150) APN: 
064‐162‐21

610 COLOMA STREET – MARTIN LUTHER KING 
PARK SCHEMATIC TREE MASTER PLAN (Project 
ID: DR 2019‐00242) APN: 063‐170‐03

4 CLOUD VIEW ROAD (2019‐00067) ‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW PERMIT, ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT

30 Atwood Ave ‐ Hoerner Residence (Project 
ID: 2018‐00419)

253 Glen Drive ‐ Levandov Residence (Project 
ID: 2019‐00063)

556 Sausalito Boulevard ‐ Request for Design 
Review Permit and Encroachment Agreement 
(Project ID: 2019‐00114)

30 Atwood Avenue

Wolfback Estates Lot 5

519 Caledonia Street Design Review 
Permit

30 Atwood Avenue Deck Addition Design 
Review Permit & Variance DR‐VA 2018‐00419

253 Glen Drive ‐ Levanadov Residence (Project 
ID: 2019‐00063)

BRIDGEWAY AT COLOMA STREET ‐ SAUSALITO‐
MARIN CITY SANITARY DISTRICT COLOMA 
PUMP STATION IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 
(PROJECT ID: 2019‐00084). THIS ITEM IS 
CONTINUED FROM DECEMBER 4, 2019.

519 BONITA STREET - DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT (APN: 064-163-12; Project 
ID: 2019-00263)

40‐42 MARION AVE‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT/ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT 
(APN: : 065‐292‐19; Project ID: 2019‐00160)

40‐42 MARION AVE‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT/ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT 
(APN: : 065‐292‐19; Project ID: 2019‐00342)

MAIN STREET RIGHT‐OF‐WAY ADJACENT TO 
215 MAIN STREET AND PARKING DECK 
ADJACENT TO 558 BRIDGEWAY ‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT (APN: 
065‐271‐12 AND 065‐172‐12); PROJECT ID 
2020‐00063 AND 2020‐00064 RESPECTIVELY

40‐42 MARION AVE‐ DESIGN REVIEW/TREE 
REMOVAL PERMIT/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT/ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT 
(APN: : 065‐292‐19; Project ID: 2019‐00342)

BRIDGEWAY AT COLOMA STREET ‐ BACKUP 
GENERATOR LOCATION, SAUSALITO‐MARIN 
CITY SANITARY DISTRICT COLOMA PUMP 
STATION IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT (PROJECT 
ID: 2019‐00084).

74, 76, 78 CENTRAL AVENUE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT, ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT, 
VARIANCE & NONCONFORMITY PERMIT (APN: 
065‐202‐04; PROJECT ID: 2020‐00052)

74, 76, 78 CENTRAL AVENUE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT, ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT, 
VARIANCE & NONCONFORMITY PERMIT (APN: 
065‐202‐04; PROJECT ID: 2020‐00052)

1‐3 HARBOR DRIVE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW AND 
TREE REMOVAL PERMIT (APN: 063‐140‐15; 
PROJECT ID: 2019‐00335)

654 SAUSALITO BLVD ‐ DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT, TREE REMOVAL PERMIT, 
ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT; PROJECT ID: 
2019‐00184; APN 065‐163‐26
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CUP/DR 99-111

CUP/DR 99‐111, Amendment of a Conditional 
Use Permit, Design Review Permit, Westcore 
Marin, 441‐475 Coloma Street

DR 08-003

DR 08‐003, Amendment to previously‐
approved Design Review Permit,Puntsag, 147 
Edwards Avenue

DR/TRP 13-135

DR/TRP 13‐135, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, City of Sausalito, (Lycee 
Francais) 100 Ebbtide Avenue

DR/SP 12-289

DR/SP 12‐289, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Schoonmaker Point Marina, 85 Liberty 
Ship Way

DR/SP 12-289

DR/SP 12‐289, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Schoonmaker Point Marina, 85 Liberty 
Ship Way

DR/EA/TM/TRP 13‐098, Design Review Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement,Tentative Minor 
Subdivision Map, Tree Removal Permit, 
Harrison Ventures,LLC, 100 Harrison Avenue.

DR/AMD 11‐362, Design Review Permit, Bank 
of America, 750 Bridgeway

DR/NCP 13‐262, Design Review Permit, Non‐
Conformity Permit, City of Sausalito, 500 Block 
of Bridgeway

CUP/DR 97‐03, Conditional Use Permit, Design 
Review Permit, California Department of 
Transportation, Rodeo and Highway 101

DR/VA/EA/TRP 13‐196, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Encroachment Agreement, Tree 
Removal Permit, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue

DR/NCP 13‐262, Design Review Permit, Non‐
Conformity Permit, City of Sausalito, 500 Block 
of Bridgeway

DR/VA/EA/TRP 13‐196, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Encroachment Agreement, Tree 
Removal Permit, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue

MODIFICATION OF DR/VA 05‐069, Design 
Review Permit, Variance, Abbassi, 315 North 
Street

DR/SP/EA 13‐276, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Encroachment Agreement, JCG Trust of 
2007 ETAL, 42‐42 1/2 Caledonia Street (APN 
065‐055‐06)

DR 13‐232,Design Review Permit, Yee, 619 
Coloma Street

DR 13‐198, Design Review Permit, Henry, 660 
Bridgeway

DR/SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, City of Suasilito, Various Locations

DR/SP 13‐213, Design Review Permit, 
Bridgeway Blvd., LLC,675 Bridgeway

DR/VA 05‐069, DesignReview Permit, Variance, 
Abbassi, 315 North Street

DR 13‐184, Design Review Permit,Solomon, 
130 Prospect Avenue

DR/TM/CUP/TR/EA 13‐071,Design Review 
Permit, Tentative Minor Subdivision Map, 
Conditional Use Permit, Tree Removal Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement,McGuire,60/62 
Marion Avenue

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit,Childs, 274 Glen Avenue

DR 13‐322, Design Review Permit, Levin,168 
Harrison Avenue

DR/NC 10‐377, Design Review Permit, Non‐
Conformity, CMSC Ventures, LLC,801 
Bridgeway

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit,Palmira Investments,LLC, 274 
Glen Drive

DR/EA 13‐297, Design Review 
Permit,Encroachment Agreement, Irwin‐Mark, 
509 Johnson Street

DR/VA 13‐235, Design Review Permit, 
Variance,Yee,619 Coloma Street

ZOA 10‐355, Standard for Mult‐Family Zoned 
Properties, City of Sausalito

DR/SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, City of Sausalito

DR/CUP/EA 13‐297, Design Review Permit, 
Conditional Use Permit,Encroachment 
Agreement, Irwin and Mark, 509 Johnson 
Street

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, Palmira Investments, 274 
Glen Avenue

DR/TRP 13‐122, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, Vanderlinden, 206 Third 
Street

DR/VA/TRP/EA 14‐006, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue.

DR/VA/TRP/EA 14‐006, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Figel, 22 Atwood Avenue.

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, McCurdy, 19 Toyon.

DR/VA/TRP 06‐069, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, McLaughlin, 
919, 921, 923 Bridgeway.

DR/TRP 13‐175, Design Review, Tree Removal 
Permit, Palmira Investments, 274 Glen Avenue.

DR/SP/EA 14‐030, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Encroachment Agreement, Nadjibi, 755 
Bridgeway

TM/CCP/DR/TRP/EA 13‐139, Tentative Map, 
Condo Conversion Permit, Design Review 
Permit, Tree Removal Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Rushford, 420 & 422 Napa Street 
& 114 Filbert Avenue

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA, General Plan 
Amendment, Zoning Ordinance Amendment, 
Planned Development, Tentative Map, Design 
Review Permit, Condominium Conversion, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street.

TM/CCP/DR/EA 13‐139, Tentative Map, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, Design 
Review Permit, Encroachment Agreement, 
Rushford, Russo, Johnson, Haitani, 420 & 422 
Napa Street & 114 Filbert Avenue

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Amendment, Zoning Ordinance 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA, General Plan 
Amendment, Zoning Ordinance Amendment, 
Planned Development Permit, Tentative Map, 
Design Review Permit, Condominium 
Conversion Permit, Encroachment Agreement, 
Kashef, 201 Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

DR/CUP 14‐113, Design Review Permit, 
Conditional Use Permit, Bridgeway Marina 
Corp. and City of Sausalito, 225 Locust 
Street/Foot of Locust Street/Humboldt Right‐of‐
Way

DR‐SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, City of Sausalito, WayFinding Sign 
Program

CUP/SP/DR/EA, Conditional Use Permit, Sign 
Permit, Design Review Permit, Encroachment 
Agreement, Madrigal Family Winery, 819 
Bridgeway

GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

ZP 14‐074,Occuptional Use 
Permit,Nucifora,707 Bridgeway

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, Grattan and McCurdy, 19 
Toyon
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street.

DR/SP 13‐197, Design Review Permit, Sign 
Permit, Way‐Finding Sign Program, City of 
Sausalito.

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, 19 Toyon Partners, 19 Toyon 
Lane

DR/VA 04‐038, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Woodrow, 9 Edwards Avenue.
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

DR/LLA 12‐295, Design Review Permit, Lot Line 
Adjustment, Cazneau LLC, 92/94 Cazneau 
Avenue

DR/VA 04‐038, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Woodrow, 9 Edwards Avenue
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DR 14‐089, Design Review Permit, City of 
Sausalito, 216 and 224 Bulkley Avenue
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street
GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150, General 
Plan Land Use Map Amendment, Zoning Map 
Amendment, Planned Development Permit, 
Tentative Map, Design Review Permit, 
Condominium Conversion Permit, 
Encroachment Agreement, Kashef, 201 
Bridgeway & 206 Second Street

DR/VAR 10‐377, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, CMSC Ventures, LLC, 801 Bridgeway

DR/VA/TRP 04‐038, Design Review Permit, 
Variance, Tree Removal Permit, Woodrow, 9 
Edwards Avenue

UP/DR 98‐107, Conditional Use Permit, Design 
Review Permit, City of Sausalito, 300 Spencer 
Avenue

DR/TRP 13‐273, Design Review Permit, Tree 
Removal Permit, 19 Toyon Partners, LLC, 19 
Toyon Lane.

Woodrow Retaining Wall, 9 Edwards Avenue – 
Design Review Permit, Variances, Tree 
Removal Permit, DR/VA/TRP 04‐038.

VALHALLA RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS/201 
BRIDGEWAY & 206 SECOND STREET 
(GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150), Kashef, 
201 Bridgeway & 206 Second Street.

MCREYNOLDS RESIDENCE / 92‐94 CAZNEAU 
AVENUE (DR/LLA 12‐295)

STEPHENSON RESIDENCE / 403 BONITA STREET 
(DR 13‐303) David Spurgeon, Architect 
(Applicant) Susan Stephenson (Owner)

VANDERLINDEN RESIDENCE / 206 THIRD 
STREET (DR/TRP 13‐122) Michael Heacock 
Architects Inc (Applicant) Frits and Letty 
Vanderlinden (Owners)

VALHALLA RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS/201 
BRIDGEWAY & 206 SECOND STREET 
ENTITLEMENTS (GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 
13‐150) Staff: Noble (PlaceWorks) Alex Kashef, 
DDS, MD (Applicant/Owner)

WOODROW RETAINING WALL / 9 EDWARDS 
AVENUE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT, 
VARIANCES, AND TREE REMOVAL PERMIT 
(DR/VA/TRP 04‐038) Philip Woodrow 
(Applicant/Owner)

AUSTIN RESIDENCE / 40 MARIE STREET ‐ 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT (DR 14‐126) John 
McCoy (Applicant) Mary and Mattson Austin 
(Owners)

VALHALLA RESIDENTIAL CONDOMINIUMS / 
201 BRIDGEWAY & 206 SECOND STREET ‐ 
STREET ENTITLEMENTS 
(GPA/ZOA/PD/TM/DR/CC/EA 13‐150) Alex 
Kashef, DDS, MD (Applicant/Owner)

AUSTIN RESIDENCE / 40 MARIE STREET – 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT (DR 14‐126) John 
McCoy (Applicant) Mary and Mattson Austin 
(Owners)

REMODEL AND ADDITION / 38 WOODWARD 
AVENUE – DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT, TREE 
REMOVAL PERMIT, AND ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT (DR‐TRP‐EA 14‐196) John McCoy 
(Applicant) Woodward Investments (Owner)

LEE RESIDENCE / 3 WOLFBACK RIDGE ROAD – 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT / TREE REMOVAL 
PERMIT (DR 14‐137) Staff: Chan Couture 
Architecture (Applicant/Architect) George Lee 
(Owner)

DR 14‐184, Design Review Permit,Clipper Yacht 
Company, LLC, 310 Harbor Drive

DR/TRP 14‐137, Design Review Permit,Lee,3 
Wolfback Ridge Road

DR 14‐233, Design Review Permit,Funk,605 
Coloma Street

CLIPPER YACHT RESTROOM FACILITY / 310 
HARBOR DRIVE – DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT (DR 
14‐184).

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT/CONDITIONAL USE 
PERMIT AMNEDMENT ‐ 99 HECHT AVENUE 
(Ammendment to DR/CUP 11‐373)

MONSEF RESIDENCE ‐ 60 RODEO AVENUE 
(DR/EA 14‐103)

BYLES RESIDENCE ‐ 67 MARIE STREET 
(DR/ADU/CUP/EA 14‐240)

MONSEF RESIDENCE / 60 RODEO AVENUE – 
(DR/EA 14‐103) Mike Monsef 
(Applicant/Owner) Staff: Chan

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT / CONDITIONAL USE 
PERMIT AMENDMENT – 99 HECHT AVENUE 
(Amendments to DR/CUP 11‐373) AT&T 
(Applicant) State of California (Owner) Staff: 
Schinsing

MURPHY‐QUINN RESIDENCE / 111 Fourth 
Street (DR 14‐342) Patrick Murphy and Martina 
Quinn (Applicants) Staff: Chan/Montemayor

Blue Water Yacht Club / 55 Liberty Ship Way 
(DR 14‐313) Christopher Lacey for Blue Water 
Yacht Harbor (Applicant) Staff: Chan

CAMPBELL RESIDENCE MODIFICATION / 101 
LINCOLN DRIVE (DR 13‐074) McCoy 
Architecture (Applicant) Jeannine 
Campbell(Owner) Staff: Walters

KARSEN RESIDENCE / 44 WOLFBACK RIDGE 
ROAD (DR 15‐083) Walker & Moody Architects 
(Applicant) Jeffry and Beth Karsen(Owner) 
Staff: Calvin Chan

TAZI DESIGNS / 2660 Bridgeway (DR 14‐295) 
Hicham Tazi (Owner/Applicant) Staff: Rebecca 
Walters

McCOY ARCHITECTURE /105BUCHANAN DRIVE 
(DR 15‐216) McCoy Architecture (Applicant) 
Staff: Rebecca Walters

FOTSCH RESIDENCE / 2 ALEXANDER AVENUE 
(ADR‐VA 13‐310)

VANDERLIN RESIDENCE / 206 THIRD STREET 
(DR‐TRP 15‐156) Michael Heacock Architects, 
Inc. (Applicant) Staff: Calvin Chan

TANGLEWOOD / 168 HARRISON AVENUE (DR‐
EACH‐ADU 15‐191) Michael Rex Architects 
(Applicant) Staff: Calvin Chan / Danny Castro

SAUSALITO TOWERS / 5‐65 RODEO AVENUE 
(DR‐CUP 14‐329) Peter Rose, Peter Rose 
Custom Homes (Applicant) Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

36 MARIE STREET (DR‐CUP 15‐249) Daniel 
Strening, Strening Architects (Applicant) Staff: 
Rebecca Walters

FOTSCH RESIDENCE / 2 ALEXANDER AVENUE 
(ADR‐VA 13‐310) Mid‐Cal Construction, Inc. 
(Applicant) Edward Fotsch (Property Owner) 
Janeane Moody and Cherie Sinclair (Appellant) 
Staff: Cha

KIMMELL RESIDENCE / 12 ROSE COURT (DR‐EA‐
CUP‐ADU‐TRP 15‐202) Michael Rex Associates 
(Applicant) Natasha Kimmell (Owner) Staff: 
Milan Nevajda

BROLLY RESIDENCE / 26 Cazneau Avenue (DR 
15‐219) RG‐Architecture (Applicant) Eugene 
Brolly (Owner) Staff: Milan Nevajda

FISHER RESIDENCE / 60 EDWARDS AVENUE (DR 
13‐311) Michael Fisher (Applicant) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayor

ICE HOUSE PLAZA / 780 Bridgeway (DR 15‐340) 
Applicant: Sausalito Historical Society / 
Sausalito Foundation Staff: Calvin Chan

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 
CRECIENTA DRIVE (DR 15‐319) Applicant: 
Michael Heckmann Staff: Joshua Montemayor

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE–168 SANTA 
ROSA AVENUE (DR 15‐355) Ray Cassidy 
(Applicant) Martin Coyne (Property Owner) 
Staff: Milan Nevajda

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 
CRECIENTA DRIVE (DR 15‐319) Michael 
Heckmann (Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC 
and National Housing Group, LLC Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

SPRINT WIRELESS COMMUNICATION FACILITY/ 
300 SPENCER AVENUE (DR/CUP 15‐362) 
Diamond Engineering Services (Applicant) City 
of Sausalito (Owner) Staff: Joshua Montemayor

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 
CRECIENTA DRIVE (DR 15‐319) Heckmann 
Architects (Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC 
and National Housing Group, LLC (Owner) 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT AND ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT – BRACH RESIDENCE, 112 
MARION AVENUE (DR‐EA 16‐012) Taylor Yang 
Inc. (Applicant) Darshan Brach (Owner) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayo

DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT AND ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT – BRACH RESIDENCE, 112 
MARION AVENUE (DR‐EA 16‐012) 
(CONTINUED)
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT, CONDOMINIUM 
CONVERSION PERMIT, PARCEL MAP, 
ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT, AND TREE 
REMOVAL PERMIT – 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE 
McCoy Architecture, Inc. (Applicant) David 
Holub (Owner) Staff: Calvin Chan

COYNE RESIDENCE l 168 SANTA ROSA AVENUE l 
DR‐TRP 15‐355 Ray Cassidy (Applicant) Martin 
Coyne (Owner) Staff: Milan Nevajda

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE l 2 CRECIENTA 
DRIVE l DR‐TP 15‐319 Heckman Architects 
(Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC and 
National Housing Group, LLC (Owners) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayor

NEW SINGLE FAMILY RESIDENCE / 2 CRECIENTA 
DRIVE (DR‐TP 15‐319) Heckman Architects 
(Applicant) Familia De Frijoles, LLC and 
National Housing Group, LLC (Owners) Staff: 
Joshua Montemayor

KARSEN RESIDENCE / 44 WOLFBACK RIDGE 
ROAD (DR 15‐083) Walker & Moody Architects 
(Applicant) Jeffry and Beth Karsen (Owners) 
Staff: Calvin Chan

ENGELBRECHT‐AVITTAL RESIDENCE / 211 WEST 
STREET (DR‐ADU 15‐ 228) Daren Iguchi 
(Applicant) Steve Engelbrecht and Anna Avittal 
(Owners) Staff: Joshua Montemayor

MANIES AND GALBREATH RESIDENCE / 12 
TOYON COURT (DR‐TRP 16‐ 039) MacCracken 
Architects (Applicant) Frank Manies and 
Carolyn Galbreath (Owners) Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

112 MARION AVENUE / DR‐EA 16‐012 Taylor 
Yang Inc.(Applicant) Datshan Brach (Owner) 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

220 CURREY LANE / DR‐EACH‐TRP 15‐162 Jazz 
Builders,Inc. Robert and Josephine Moretto 
2011 Living Trust (Owner) Staff: Calvin Chan

ENGELBRECHT‐AVITTAL RESIDENCE / 211 WEST 
STREET DR‐ADU 15‐228 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM JULY 20, 2016 Daren Iguchi (Applicant) 
Steven Engelbrecht and Anna Avittal (Owners) 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

HOLUB RESIDENCE / 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM JUNE 22, 2016 McCoy Architecture, Inc. 
(Applicant) David Holub (Owner) Staff: Calvin 
Chan

1 CLOUDVIEW CIRCLE | DR‐VA 16‐099 Staff: 
Milan Nevajda
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MARIN THEATER | 101 CALEDONIA STREET | 
DR‐CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐214 Staff: Calvin Chan

MOLLIE STONE’S / 100 HARBOR DRIVE | DR‐
MUP 16‐118 Staff: Calvin Chan

KARSEN RESIDENCE | 44 WOLFBACK RIDGE 
ROAD DR 15‐083 | CONTINUED ITEM FROM 
JULY 20, 2016 Staff: Calvin Chan

ENGELBRECHT‐AVITTAL RESIDENCE | 211 
WEST STREET DR‐ADU 15‐228 | CONTINUED 
ITEM FROM SEPTEMBER 21, 2016 Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

TAZI DESIGN | 2660 BRIDGEWAY BOULEVARD | 
MODIFICATIONS TO DR 15‐083 Staff: Calvin 
Chan

676‐686 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐145

WECHSLER RESIDENCE / 1 CLOUD VIEW CIRCLE 
/ DR‐VA 16‐099 Staff: Milan Nevajda

HOLUB RESIDENCE / 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM SEPTEMBER 21, 2016 Staff: Calvin Chan

HOLUB RESIDENCE / 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234 / CONTINUED ITEM 
FROM SEPTEMBER 21, 2016 Staff: Calvin Chan

WECHSLER RESIDENCE / 1 CLOUD VIEW CIRCLE 
/ DR‐VA 16‐099 Staff: Milan Nevajda

676‐686 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐145

BRIDGEWAY COMMONS RESIDENTIAL 
CONDOMINIUMS / 1755 BRIDGEWAY 
(INCLUDES PROPERTY/BUILDINGS WITH 
ADDRESSES: 1745/1751/1757 BRIDGEWAY 
AND 160 FILBERT AVENUE) DR‐TM‐TRP‐EA 14‐
021 Staff:Jayni Allsep

CASS GIDLEY MARINA GANGWAY / FOOT OF 
NAPA STREET / DR 16‐137 Staff: Milan Nevajda

BURTON RESIDENCE | 209 WEST STREET (DR 
16‐200) Staff: Joshua Montemayor

ONLY IN SAUSALITO / 676‐686 BRIDGEWAY (DR‐
CUP‐SP‐EA 16‐145) Staff: Calvin Chan

ICE HOUSE PLAZA PHASE II / 780 Bridgeway 
(DR 15‐340) Staff: Calvin Chan

NEW RESIDENCE /2 CRECIENTA (DR 16‐314) 
Staff: David Chursenoff

CLAYTON RESIDENCE / 33 WRAY AVENUE 
(DR/CUP/EA/TRP 16‐266) Staff: Milan Nevajda

COYNE RESIDENCE / 168 SANTA ROSA (DR‐TRP 
15‐355) Staff: Milan Nevajda

MASSEY RESIDENCE / 97SANTA ROSA AVENUE 
/ DR‐ADU 16‐345 Staff: David Chursenoff

NEW RESIDENCE /2 CRECIENTA (DR 16‐314) 
Staff: David Chursenoff

33 WRAY AVENUE ‐ TOTAL DEMOLITION, NEW 
CONSTRUCTION (DR‐EA‐TRP 16‐266) Staff: 
Milan Nevajda

71 GLEN DRIVE ‐ ADDITION TO SINGLE‐FAMILY 
RESIDENCE (DR 16‐077) Staff: Justin Shiu

DUNPHY PARK ‐ IMPROVEMENTS TO DUNPHY 
PARK (DR 17‐116) Staff: Justin Shiu

SOUTHVIEW PARK IMPROVEMENTS / CORNER 
OF NORTH STREET AND FOURTH STREET / DR 
17‐150 Staff: David Chursenoff

COYNE RESIDENCE/168 SANTA ROSE 
AVENUE/DR‐TRP 15‐355 Staff: Milan Nevajda

GOODSON RESIDENCE / 44 WRAY AVENUE / DR 
1 6‐319 Staff: David Chursenoff

HOLUB RESIDENCE/ 446/448 SAUSALITO 
BOULEVARD AND 77 CRESCENT AVENUE / DR‐
CCP‐PM‐EA‐TRP 15‐234) Staff: Calvin Chan

CITY OF SAUSALITO/ TURNEY GANGWAY : 
Justin Shiu

BURTON RESIDENCE / 209 WEST STREET Staff: 
David Chursenoff

RESIDENCE ‐ 2 CRECIENTA DRIVE / CONTINUED 
ITEM FROM MARCH 22, 2017 Staff: David 
Chursenoff

MORRISON RESIDENCE / 217 WOODWARD 
AVENUE / DR 17‐147 Staff: David Chursenoff

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 220 CURREY 
LANE / DR‐EACH‐TRP15‐162 Staff: Calvin Chan

2 CRECIENTA DRIVE/DR16‐314/APN 064‐252‐
11 Staff: David Chursenoff

209 WEST STREET / DR 16‐200 / APN 065‐231‐
18 Staff: David Chursenoff

152 EDWARDS AVENUE / DR 16‐400 / APN 065‐
293‐01 Staff: Milan Nevajda

608 LOCUST STREET/ DR 17‐061 / APN 064‐211 
‐33 Staff: Katie Faulkner

2 CRECIENTA DRIVE / DR 16‐314 Staff: David 
Chursenoff

CLAYTON RESIDENCE / 33 WRAY AVENUE / DR‐
EA‐CUP‐TRP 16‐266 Staff: Milan Nevajda

MAAS RESIDENCE /130 CURREY AVENUE / DR 
16‐176 Staff: Katie Faulkner

THE VALHALLA ‐ 201 BRIDGEWAY AND SECOND 
STREET / DR‐CUP‐EATM 16‐401 Staff: Danny 
Castro / Calvin Chan

RACA DE CASCAIS / 700 BLOCK OF BRIDGEWAY 
(PUBLIC PLAZA) / CIP‐DR 17‐219 Staff: Joshua 
Montemayor

CLAYTON RESIDENCE / 33 WRAY AVENUE Staff: 
Milan Nevajda

NEW SINGLE‐FAMILY RESIDENCE / 220 CURREY 
LANE / DR‐EA‐TRP 15‐ 162 Staff: Calvin Chan

86 SAN CARLOS AVENUE Staff: David 
Chursenoff

CASA MADRONA HOTEL & SPA / 777 & 801 
BRIDGEWAY / DR‐SP‐EA 17‐161 Staff: Calvin 
Chan

SOUTHVIEW PARK IMPROVEMENTS / CORNER 
OF NORTH STREET AND FOURTH STREET / DR 
17‐150 Staff: David Chursenoff

MAAS RESIDENCE /130 CURREY AVENUE / DR 
16‐176 CONTINUED ITEM FROM JULY 17, 2017 
Staff: Katie Faulkner

EAGLEEYE WIGGINS RESIDENCE / 121 THIRD 
STREET / DR 17‐020 Staff: Calvin Chan

BRIDGEWAY PARKLET / WEST SIDE OF 
BRIDGEWAY PUBLIC RIGHT‐OFWAY FRONTING 
621‐633 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐EA 16‐343 Staff: 
Calvin Chan

THE INN ABOVE TIDE / 30 EL PORTAL STREET / 
DR‐CUP 17‐346; MODIFICATION TO CUP 17‐
311 Staff: Joshua Montemayor

TORNQVIST RESIDENCE / 539 EASTERBY 
STREET / DR‐TM 15‐079 Staff: Katie Faulkner

FISH AND CHIPS/813 BRIDGEWAY Staff: Katie 
Faulkner

MARIN THEATER /101 CALEDONIA STREET (DR‐
CUP‐EA 16‐214) Staff: Calvin Chan

79 SAUSALITO BOULEVARD (DR 17‐097) Staff: 
David Chursenoff

FISH AND CHIPS / 813‐817 BRIDGEWAY / DR‐
TRP 17‐092 CONTINUED FROM DECEMBER 6, 
2017 Staff: Katie Faulkner

09 WEST STREET/BURTON RESIDENCE 
CONTINUED ITEM FROM JULY 5, 2017 Staff: 
David Chursenoff

21 THIRD STREET / EAGLEEYE WIGGINS 
RESIDENCE CONTINUED ITEM FROM 
DECEMBER 20, 2017 Staff: Calvin Chan

THE GATEKEEPER SCULPTURE / 19 TOYON 
LANE Staff: Katie Faulkner

FISH AND CHIPS / 813‐817 BRIDGEWAY (DR‐
TRP 17‐092) CONTINUED ITEM FROM 
DECEMBER 20, 2017 Staff: Katie Faulkner

FISH AND CHIPS / 813‐817 BRIDGEWAY (DR‐
TRP 17‐092) Staff: Katie Faulkner

200 SAUSALITO BOULEVARD Planner: Calvin 
Chan Project ID: 2018‐0059
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Project_ID Project_title

CASCAIS COMPASS ROSE PLAZA 
MODIFICATION TO DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT 
Staff: Joshua Montemayor

SAUSALITO CIVIC CENTER BEAUTIFICATION 
PROJECT / 420 LITHO STREET Staff: Calvin Chan

PRACA DE CASCAIS ‐ 700 BRIDGEWAY Staff: 
David Chursenoff

416 NAPA STREET Staff: Calvin Chan

416 NAPA STREET Staff: Calvin Chan

101 CALEDONIA STREET / MARIN THEATER 
Staff: Calvin Chan

416 NAPA STREET (PROJECT ID: 2018‐00198)

416 NAPA STREET (PROJECT ID: 2018‐00198) ‐ 
Continued Item from November 7, 2018

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

28 LOWER CRESCENT AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 
DR/LLA/TRP 17‐195

76 CAZNEAU AVENUE ‐ GAETANI RESIDENCE 
(PROJECT ID:2017‐00253)

76 CAZNEAU AVENUE ‐ GAETANI RESIDENCE 
(PROJECT ID:2017‐00253)

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

27 CENTRAL AVENUE (PROJECT ID: 2018‐
00379)

61 WOLFBACK RIDGE ROAD / McIVER 
RESIDENCE / MODIFICATION TO APPROVED 
DESIGN REVIEW PERMIT DR 2019‐00159

70 GEORGE LANE / PAPPAS RESIDENCE / 
MODIFICATION TO APPROVED DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT DR/TRP 2019‐00033 / APN 064‐254‐
43).

519 CALEDONIA STREET ‐ BRAUNINGER 
DUPLEX (Project ID: DR/EA 2019‐00150) APN: 
064‐162‐21

610 COLOMA STREET – MARTIN LUTHER KING 
PARK SCHEMATIC TREE MASTER PLAN (Project 
ID: DR 2019‐00242) APN: 063‐170‐03

4 CLOUD VIEW ROAD (2019‐00067) ‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW PERMIT, ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT

30 Atwood Ave ‐ Hoerner Residence (Project 
ID: 2018‐00419)

253 Glen Drive ‐ Levandov Residence (Project 
ID: 2019‐00063)

556 Sausalito Boulevard ‐ Request for Design 
Review Permit and Encroachment Agreement 
(Project ID: 2019‐00114)

30 Atwood Avenue

Wolfback Estates Lot 5

519 Caledonia Street Design Review 
Permit

30 Atwood Avenue Deck Addition Design 
Review Permit & Variance DR‐VA 2018‐00419

253 Glen Drive ‐ Levanadov Residence (Project 
ID: 2019‐00063)

BRIDGEWAY AT COLOMA STREET ‐ SAUSALITO‐
MARIN CITY SANITARY DISTRICT COLOMA 
PUMP STATION IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT 
(PROJECT ID: 2019‐00084). THIS ITEM IS 
CONTINUED FROM DECEMBER 4, 2019.

519 BONITA STREET - DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT (APN: 064-163-12; Project 
ID: 2019-00263)

40‐42 MARION AVE‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT/ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT 
(APN: : 065‐292‐19; Project ID: 2019‐00160)

40‐42 MARION AVE‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT/ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT 
(APN: : 065‐292‐19; Project ID: 2019‐00342)

MAIN STREET RIGHT‐OF‐WAY ADJACENT TO 
215 MAIN STREET AND PARKING DECK 
ADJACENT TO 558 BRIDGEWAY ‐ DESIGN 
REVIEW/ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT (APN: 
065‐271‐12 AND 065‐172‐12); PROJECT ID 
2020‐00063 AND 2020‐00064 RESPECTIVELY

40‐42 MARION AVE‐ DESIGN REVIEW/TREE 
REMOVAL PERMIT/ENCROACHMENT 
AGREEMENT/ACCESSORY DWELLING UNIT 
(APN: : 065‐292‐19; Project ID: 2019‐00342)

BRIDGEWAY AT COLOMA STREET ‐ BACKUP 
GENERATOR LOCATION, SAUSALITO‐MARIN 
CITY SANITARY DISTRICT COLOMA PUMP 
STATION IMPROVEMENTS PROJECT (PROJECT 
ID: 2019‐00084).

74, 76, 78 CENTRAL AVENUE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT, ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT, 
VARIANCE & NONCONFORMITY PERMIT (APN: 
065‐202‐04; PROJECT ID: 2020‐00052)

74, 76, 78 CENTRAL AVENUE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT, ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT, 
VARIANCE & NONCONFORMITY PERMIT (APN: 
065‐202‐04; PROJECT ID: 2020‐00052)

1‐3 HARBOR DRIVE ‐ DESIGN REVIEW AND 
TREE REMOVAL PERMIT (APN: 063‐140‐15; 
PROJECT ID: 2019‐00335)

654 SAUSALITO BLVD ‐ DESIGN REVIEW 
PERMIT, TREE REMOVAL PERMIT, 
ENCROACHMENT AGREEMENT; PROJECT ID: 
2019‐00184; APN 065‐163‐26
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������������	�
� �������
��������������������������		�����������������

���� ���!���"�����"#�!�!������	�$�%&'����	(�)	*��+&��* ��#�&���*��!���,&����,�-.���)'�	(��/��)	�	)(	)* �!��&! ��-.���)'�	(��/�0 ��'

123425436�784�9:7;�92<=>:?�@AB�=27�:=C23D4E�F:74�GHH�@AB�A�?A74�AEE:7:2=6�=27�5:B:74E6�=27�54774E�C23�B:74�>2=B73A:=7B�23�4543�=27:>4E�C23I<J?:>�>2DD4=7K�L=M=2@:=N?;6�784�9:7;�92<=>:?�5274E�OPQ�=27�72�34D254�A=;�D234�B:74B�C32D�784�R3AC7�SII237<=:7;�T4>2DD4=E4EU:B7K�V=�4A3?;�W<?;�V�@AB�784�C:3B7�72�?4A3=�XX�1A3:2=�Y54=<4�8AE�J44=�AEE4E�72�784�T4>2DD4=E4E�F:74�V=54=723;�B<JD:774E�72�784�9:7;92<=>:?KV�BI2M4�@:78�784�C4@�=4:N8J23B�@82�@434�:=�72@=Z�D2B7�@434�2=�5A>A7:2=6�2=�@23M�ABB:N=D4=7B�23�27843@:B4�<=A5A:?AJ?4K�[4:N8J23822E2@=43B�A34�:=>34E<?2<B�78A7�784�2@=43�2C�XX�1A3:2=�8AE�34\<4B74E�V=74=B4�T4]2=:=NKV=�1:EPYI3:?6�1BK�F72EEA3E�A<78234E6�4DA:?4E6�M=2>M4E�2=�E223B�A=E�I43B2=A??;�E:B73:J<74E�72�2<3�DA:?J2̂4B�A�D4D2�2<7?:=:=N�784=4NA7:54�>2=B4\<4=>4B�2C�T4]2=:=N�2=�784�_IAI43�B73447̀6�A�B8237�E:B7A=>4�E2@=�784�J?2>MK�a4?2@�:B�1BK�F72EEA3EbB�:=:7:A?�4DA:?�E4B>3:J:=N�843�2@=�2II2B:=N�cSd�72�T4]2=:=N�:=�2<3�[4:N8J23822E�e�fghij�khlmnopjqrisqitlup�lq�lv�unh�wjpxhqq�py�swziulvm�unhlj�{hvhjit�|tiv�ivz�lq�xpvqlzhjlvm�jh}~pvlvm�psjvhlmnopjnppz�up�ittp��sw�up��}��svluq�whj�tpu���risqitlup�lq�jh�sljhz�up�lzhvuly��qluhq�upixxp��pziuh�iv�izzlulpvit�����npsqlvm�svluq�ypj�unh�����}�����wtivvlvm�whjlpz���nh�qluhq�ijhjh�sljhz�up�ixxp��pziuh��hj��tp���tp����pzhjiuh�ivz�iop�h��pzhjiuh}lvxp�h�th�htq���sj�itjhiz��zhvqh�vhlmnopjnppz��lun�ulmnu�zhiz�hvz�qujhhuq�xpstz�ohxp�h�lvxjhiqlvmt���pjhxpvmhquhz���pjh�zlyylxstu�up�h�ixsiuh�lv�unh�xiqh�py�iv�h�hjmhvx��ivz��pstz�xnivmh�unh�xnij�ivz�xnijixuhj�py�psj�vhlmnopjnppz�ypjh�hj���iv��ps�l�imlvh�qhhlvm�i��}svlu�iwiju�hvu�xp�wth�ohlvm�osltu�vh�u�zppj�up��ps��gpv�u�unlv��unlq�xiv�u�niwwhv���tt�lu�ui�hq�lq�ypj�qp�hpvh�upwsjxniqh�i�tpu�vh�u�zppj�up��ps�ivz�osltu�lu���pqu�py�unh�qluhq�lv�psj�vhlmnopjnppz�ijh�itjhiz�zswth�hq��xiv��ps�l�imlvh�uniu�zhvqlu��ujlwtlvm�p�hj�unh��hijq�inhiz��y��ps�ijh�xpvxhjvhz�ivz��ivu��psj�po�hxulpvq�nhijz�jhmijzlvm�jh}~pvlvm�psj�ijhi�ypj�nlmnhjzhvqlu��zh�htpw�hvu�wthiqh��jluh�up�unh��psqlvm��th�hvu�xppjzlviupj��hlzh�rxpoth�iunqxpoth�qisqitlup�mp��o���wjlt���un�ly�wpqqloth���q��uniu�qnh�ypj�ijz��psj�thuuhj�pj�h�ilt�up�unh�psqlvm��th�hvu��p��luuhh�iq�qppv�iq�wpqqloth���uuixnhz�ijh�qp�h�ostthu�wplvu�luh�q�uniu��ps�lmnu��ivu�up�xpvqlzhj�lv��psj�xpjjhqwpvzhvxh����hqu��hmijzq��l��rupzzijz�qupzzijz�l���m�ilt�xp�����ijlpv���h�risqitlup��������� �� ����}���¡¢a47@44=�W<?;�GH78�P�G£78�6�V�A=E�B4543A?�=4:N8J23822E�2@=43B�@3274�784�¤¥Y9�72�4̂I?A:=�2<3�>2=>43=B�2543�2J5:2<B�F:74�92=B73A:=7BK�¦84�¤¥Y9�34BI2=E4E�J;�=27:=N�:=�784�YN4=EA�14D2�2C�W<?;�QH786�78A7�F:74�GHH�8AE�J44=�:=>2334>7?;�:E4=7:C:4E�AB�T4>2DD4=E4E�A=E@2<?E�J4�A=�YN4=EA�V74D�C23�784�W<?;�Q§78�D447:=NK�¦84�4̂I?A=A7:2=�N:54=�@AB�78A7�784�2@=43�2C�XX�1A3:2=�8AE�=4543�34BI2=E4E�72�784:=:7:A?�:=\<:3;�2C�:=7434B7K�¦8:B�>2=C?:>7B�@:78�784�¤¥Y9�E2><D4=7�78A7�:=E:>A74E�784�2@=43�8AE�34I?:4E�[S�:=7434B7�:=�1A3>8̈YI3:?K�V:=\<:34E�7@:>4�C23�A=�4̂I?A=A7:2=�C32D�a478�¦82DIB2=�A=E�9:7;�B7ACC�A=E�784;�8A54�=4543�34BI2=E4EK��Y7�784�J4N:==:=N�2C�784�W<?;�Q§�D447:=N6�F:74�GHH�@AB�D254E�72�784�4=E�2C�784�YN4=EA�E4BI:74��DA=;�=4:N8J23B��2=�784�>A??�:=74=7�72AEE34BB�784�:BB<4�C23�784�C:3B7�7:D4K��c<J?:>�>2DD4=7�2=�F:74�GHH�@AB�C:=A??;�:=5:74E�Q�82<3B�:=72�784�D447:=NK��Y7�784�>2DI?47:2=�2Cc<J?:>�>2DD4=76�C23D43�1A;23�W2A=�92̂�>AD4�2=�784�©22D�72�34>2DD4=E�784�B:74�E:B><BB:2=�J4�7AJ?4E�A=E�78A7�A�BI4>:A?�D447:=NBI4>:C:>�72�F:74�GHH�J4�>A??4EK��¦8:B�BI4>:A?�D447:=N�@AB�34B47�C23�Y<N<B7�OKV�AD�=27�CAD:?:A3�@:78�_3<?4B�2C�23E43̀�J<7�784�C23D43�DA;23�B44D:=N?;�34E:34>7:=N�A=E�?4AE:=N�[4̂7�F74IB�C23�784�F:74�B73<>M�D4�AB�2EEKF:74�GHH�@AB�A�BI4>:C:>�YN4=EA�:74DK�¦84�¤¥Y9�8AE�34>4:54E�DA=;�?47743B�C32D�I32I437;�2@=43B�4̂I34BB:=N�@4??�E454?2I4E�>2=>43=B@8;�F:74�GHH�@AB�L=B<:7AJ?4�C23�F4?4>7:54�T4]2=:=NKª2??2@:=N�784�W<?;�Q§78�D447:=N6�V�B4=7�A�?:B7�2C�\<4B7:2=B�72�a478�¦82DIB2=�A=E�72�U<M4�U:=E4=J<B>8�B44M:=N�A=B@43B�78A7�4:7843@434=b7�:=�23�V�>2<?E=b7�?2>A74�:=�784�¤¥Y9�E2><D4=7BK�V�34\<4B74E�E:34>7:2=�2=�@8434�72�C:=E�A=B@43B�78A7�@2<?E�J4�84?IC<?�72�J4A>><3A74?;�:=C23D4E�C23�IA37:>:IA7:=N�:=�784�Y<N<B7�O�D447:=NK�V�34>4:54E�=2�34BI2=B4K�



������������	�
� �������
��������������������������		�����������������

���� ���!���"�����"#�!�!������	�$�%&'����	(�)	*��+&��* ��#�&���*��!���,&����,�-.���)'�	(��/��)	�	)(	)* �!��&! ��-.���)'�	(��/�0 ��'

12�3456�78�9:;�<=4>=5?9@�A4BB;29>�C4D5?>:;E�9:;�F@55@G?2HI�J�K:;��LMNOAP�Q@RR?99;;�G?55�Q@2>?E;B�9:;�?2Q54>?@2�@F�SS�T=B?@2�OU;V�G:?Q:�G=>�?2Q@BB;Q956�?E;29?F?;E�?2�E@Q4R;29>�CB;C=B;E�F@B�9:;A?96�A@42Q?5�@2�342;�WX9:YZ�[4B9:;BV�MNOA�149C49�G=>�>C;Q?F?Q=556�B;\4;>9;E�?2�9:;�OH;2E=�G:?Q:�>9=9;>��IJ<?2Q;�<?9;�W]]�G=>�?2Q@BB;Q956�B;C@B9;E�9@�9:;�A?96�A@42Q?5V�>:@45E�<?9;�W]]�D;�̂;C9�@B�B;R@U;E�FB@R�9:;�M@4>?2H�N5;R;29_Y��O9�9:;�O4H4>9�̀�R;;9?2H�9:=9�E?E�2@9�:=CC;2ZK:;�O4H4>9�OH;2E=�G=>�B;=BB=2H;E�9@�=EEB;>>�<?9;�W]]�5=>9Z��T;RD;B�<4>=2�A5;U;5=2Eab2@G5;>�D;H=2�E?>Q4>>?@2�D6�B=?>?2H�=JCB@Q;E4B=5Y�\4;>9?@2�G:;9:;B�<?9;�W]]�2;;E;E�9@�D;�=Q9;E�@2Z�<:;�=>̂;E�G:;9:;B�B;R@U?2H�9:?>�>?9;�R?H:9�E;5=6�9:;�CB@Q;>>Z��<:;�9:;2=>̂;E�9:;�C=B9?Q?C=9?2H�=99@B2;6V�<;BH?@�c=BQ?=V�:?>�@C?2?@2Z�TBZ�c=BQ?=�=2>G;B;E�9@�9:;�;FF;Q9�9:=9�=Q9?@2�@2�9:?>�>?9;�R=6�:=U;�9@�H@�D=Q̂9@�9:;�A?96�A@42Q?5�=2E�<?9;�W]]�2;;E�2@9�D;�=Q9;E�4C@2�=9�9:?>�9?R;Z�A@2Q54>?@2K:;�2;9�B;>459�@F�9:;�MNOA�CB@Q;>>�9@�E=9;�?>�<?9;�W]]�B;R=?2>�d;Q@RR;2E;EZ�e�=2E�9:;�@9:;B�CB@C;B96�@G2;B>�@2�T=B?@2�OU;�=2E<@49:�<9B;;9>�E@�2@9�42E;B>9=2E�9:;�JCB@Q;E4B=5�\4;>9?@2Y�2@B�E@�G;�=HB;;�G?9:�TBZ�c=BQ?=f>�=EU?Q;�9:=9�<?9;�W]]�J2;;E�2@9�D;�=Q9;E4C@2YZ�e9�?>�Q@RR@2�>;2>;�9:=9�=�>?9;�=EE;E�D6�JR?>9=̂;Y�>:@45E�2@9�D;�@2�9:;�d;Q@RR;2E;E�5?>9�?2�9:;�F?B>9�C5=Q;Z�K:?>�?>�9:;�@256JR?>9=̂;Y�@2�9:=9�5?>9Z��K:;�A?96�A@42Q?5f>�̀a7��U@9;�2@9�9@�B;R@U;�=26�@F�9:;�d;Q@RR;2E;E�<?9;>�E@;>2f9�=CC56�9@�<?9;�W]]Z���K:;B;�?>�2@�2;9�D;2;F?9�9@�9:;�M@4>?2H�N5;R;29�=2E�9:;�A?96�?2�d;g@2?2H�<?9;�W]]�9:=9�@49G;?H:>�9:;�>4D>9=29?=5�2;H=9?U;�@49Q@R;�9@�9:;2;?H:D@B:@@E�@F�d;g@2?2HZ�K:;B;�=B;�2@�5;99;B>�@F�>4CC@B9�FB@R�=26�?E;29?F?;E�d;>?E;29>�@F�@4B�:?55>?E;h�NEG=BE>V�T=B?@2V�M?ai?>9=�@B�<@49:�<9B;;9>Z�K:;�@G2;Bf>;R=?5�=D@U;�=HB;;>�9:=9�9:;�2;?H:D@B:@@E�?>�j2>4?9=D5;�F@B�d;g@2?2HZK:;�@256�<4?9=D?5?96�AB?9;B?=�9:?>�<?9;�R;;9>�?>�?9>�=CC=B;29�j2E;Bj9?5?g;E�<?g;Z�e9>�=Q94=5�E;U;5@C=D5;�>?g;�?>�F=B�5;>>�E4;�9@�9:;�AB;;̂�=2E<5@C;�A@2>9B=?29>Z�K:;�@G2;Bf>�>9=9;E�B=9?@2=5�F@B�9:;�d;g@2?2H�9@�:=U;�E;>?H2�F5;k?D?5?96�?>�=U=?5=D5;�42E;B�;k?>9?2H�g@2?2H�G?9:@49;2E=2H;B?2H�9:;�>=F;96�=2E�G;55aD;?2H�@F�9:;�B;>?E;29>�@2�T=B?@2�OU;24;�=2E�<@49:�<9B;;9Ze�B;>C;Q9F4556�B;\4;>9�<?9;�W]]�D;�B;R@U;E�D6�9:;�MNOA��F@B�d;g@2?2HZ�e2�Q5@>?2H�T=6@B�b;55R=2�=2E�A:=?B�b;55;BV�9:;�Q:=55;2H;�@F�?E;29?F6?2H�G:;B;�9@�:@4>;�=2E�:@G�D;>9�9@�>=F;56�=2E�9:@4H:9F4556�C@>?9?@2<=4>=5?9@�F@B�=�C@C45=9?@2�?2QB;=>;�@F�̀]l�?>�42CB;Q;E;29;EZ�e�:@C;�9:;�A?96�=2E�=55�B;>?E;29>�=B;�>4CC@B9?U;�@F�49?5?g?2H�9:;�D;>9VQB;=9?U;V�;kC;B?;2Q;E�9:?2̂?2H�=2E�;kC;B9?>;�=2E�=55�A?96�B;>@4BQ;>�?2�F?2=5?g?2H�9:?>�6;=B>�5@2H�;FF@B9Z�e�=R�Q;B9=?2�R=26�B;>?E;29>�V?2Q54E?2H�R6>;5F�G@45E�D;�G?55?2H�9@�5;2E�>4CC@B9V�;kC;B9?>;�@B�9?R;�=2E�>G;=9�9@�=>>?>9�9:?>�A@RR?99;;�=2E�9:;�A@42Q?5�?2�=26�G=62;;E;EZ�K:;�2;k9�c;2;B=9?@2�?>�Q@429?2H�@2�=55�@F�4>�9@�H;9�9:?>�B?H:9ZT@>9�<?2Q;B;56Vm=R;5=�TQn?Q̂5;Wo8�NEG=BE>�OU;24;<=4>=5?9@�V�pXpSo878aX7]a8q8pC>RQ2?Q̂5;rHR=?5ZQ@R��
�����stuuvwx�yz�s{|}�~����y��|wv{�|��w}��}w{���{|����t{|v��}�zyw��}�y�{��WZ�s}w{yt���{w}��{���y�����}v�������v�vw�yt��s|w}}|���w}�}�|��v����v��}�|v��}��t��{��svz}|x����t}��T=B?@2�OU;�=2E�<@49:<9B;;9�=B;�:=g=BE@4>�2=BB@G�E;=E�>9B;;9>�G?9:�>:=BC�4C:?55�Q4BU;>V�=D499?2H�9:;�ccndO�?2�=�M?H:�[?B;�<;U;B?96��@2;�G?9:�=2E>5?E;�B?>̂Z�K:;B;�=B;�2@�94B2=B@42E>�=9�9:;�;2E�@F�;?9:;B�>9B;;9Z���{��{��|�}�y��x��{|}�y��|�}�w}�yuu}��}���{�|�yzy��yw|t�{|x��{|}���{|���tu}wyt���v�vw�yt���{w}�svz}|x��y��|wv{�|����T=26�>;Q9?@2>�@F�9:;�>9B;;9>�=B;�2@9�G?E;�;2@4H:�9@C=>>�;R;BH;2Q6�U;:?Q5;>Z��@9:�>9B;;9>�:=U;�U?>?D56�QB4RD5?2H�B@=ED;E>�Z��7�:@R;>�@2��T=B?@2�OU;�D4B2;E�9@�9:;�HB@42E�>?2Q;WpqSV�D;Q=4>;�F?B;�9B4Q̂>�G;B;�42=D5;�9@�B;=Q:�9:;?B�5@Q=9?@2>�=9�=55�@B�G;B;�E;5=6;EZ��K:;�@G2;B�@F�SS�T=B?@2�OU;�F?5;E�=�5;99;BF@B�9:;�O4H4>9�̀�MNOA�R;;9?2H�=>>;B9?2H�Q;B9=?2�=>>4B=2Q;>�D6�<T[��=D@49�@4B�[?B;�<=F;96�Z��K:;�CB@C;B96�@G2;B>��>9B@2H56E?>=HB;;�G?9:�9:@>;�=>>;B9?@2>�=2E�:=U;�Q@29=Q9;E�<T[��[?B;�A:?;FV�[B;E�M?55?=BE�F@B�Q5=B?F?Q=9?@2Z�7Z����������w}}��|�v|��{�}�|��s{|}�~����{|��v�����yy|� {�}�s}|�v����{��{z{�v�|�x�w}�t�}��|�}��}¡}�y�v��}���w}v�}���K:;Q@2>459=29f>�F@BR45=�F@B�E;9;BR?2?2H�9:;�24RD;B�@F�=EE?9?@2=5�42?9>�9:=9�Q=2�D;�E;U;5@C;E�@2�<?9;�W]]�?>�@U;B>9=9;E�D;Q=4>;�@F9:;�QB;;̂�Q@2>9B=?29>Z�e�:=U;�C;B>@2=5�̂2@G5;EH;�=2E�;kC;B?;2Q;�G?9:�9:;�>;9D=Q̂�=2E�9:;�Q@2>9B=?29>�G:;2�C;BR?99?2H�F@B�=24CE=9;�9@�qS�T=B?@2�OU;24;�?2�7]W8Z����{��{��|�}�y��x��wy�y�}��y��yw|t�{|x��{|}��{|��v��w}}���}|�v�����d;9=?2?2H�9:;



������������	�
� �������
��������������������������		�����������������

���� ���!���"�����"#�!�!������	�$�%&'����	(�)	*��+&��* ��#�&���*��!���,&����,�-.���)'�	(��/��)	�	)(	)* �!��&! ��-.���)'�	(��/�0 '�'
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September 12, 2022 

 
Mayor Kellman and City Council 
City of Sausalito 
420 Litho Street 
Sausalito, CA 94965. 
 

Dear Mayor Kellman: 
 
The Marin Environmental Housing Collaborative (MEHC) is a multi-disciplinary 
consortium of advocates generating support for projects and policies that 
advance affordable housing, environmental integrity, and social justice. We 
are writing to comment on Sausalito’s draft 6th Cycle Housing Element.  
 
We commend the city for a series of programs that will be particularly 
important for accomplishing Sausalito’s housing goals, including – 

• 1. Home Rehabilitation, Energy Efficiency, and Improvement / Code 
Enforcement outlines a thorough, aggressive code enforcement program with 
linkage to funding sources and annual accountability reporting. 

• 2. Preservation of Existing Affordable Housing is a well-designed and 
critical program for protecting affordable housing. 

• 3. Condominium Conversion Regulations strikes a reasonable balance 

between renter protections and increasing homeownership opportunities. 

• 5. Replacement Housing is required by the Government Code as a 
measure to preserve the housing rental stock. 

• 9. Liveaboard Housing is a thorough-going program that will preserve 
housing opportunities in the city’s marinas and has the potential to increase 

the number of affordable units. 

• 11. Local Affordable Housing Fund is an excellent proposal. 
Commercial/non-residential workforce housing impact fees are a particularly 
important source of funds and should be pursued vigorously. 

• 14. Housing Choice Voucher Rental Assistance helps to promote the 

availability of section 8 vouchers – an effective housing affordability program. 

• 15. Inclusionary Housing Regulations will strengthen the inclusionary 
program. We support the existing 20% inclusionary rate and the program to 
set minimum inclusionary rates for very low and low-income units. 

• 17. Density Bonus and Other Incentives will have the city amend the 
zoning ordinance to include a series of bonuses that will promote affordable 

housing. The program should be revised to specify a time-certain for 
amending the ordinance such as December 2023. 

• 21. Fair Housing Services will continue the city’s partnership with Fair 
Housing Advocates of Northern California. 
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• 24. Home Sharing and Matching Opportunities is a cost-effective approach to creating 
housing opportunity, especially for lower income persons, while increasing the occupancy 
of housing that would be otherwise under-utilized.  

• 25. Reasonable Accommodation Procedures is a reasonable and effective program for 
responding to the special needs of disabled persons. 

• 26. Universal Design / Visitability is an important initiative for assuring quality housing for 
people of all abilities. 

• 27. Workforce and Affordable Housing includes marketing in Marin City. This is an 

important initiative for promoting AFFH goals. 

• 28. Homeless Continuum of Care appropriately commits the city to working with the 
County and the other municipalities on a regional approach to homelessness. 

That being said, we find that the draft Housing Element is fundamentally deficient in 
three areas: 

1. The Element does not provide a realistic plan for zoning sufficient sites to achieve 
Sausalito’s Regional Housing Needs Allocation.  

2. The draft plan does not provide adequate protections for renters. 
3. Due to the deficiencies cited above, policies to affirmatively further fair housing cannot 

fully address the needs of protected groups. 
 
The city’s 6th cycle RHNA is for 724 new housing units. Program 4. Ensure Inventory of Sites 
Accommodates RHNA Throughout Planning Period sets the basic zoning strategy for 
establishing an inventory of sites to meet the city’s RHNA allocation. The RHNA Sites Strategy is 
itemized in Table 1 (page HP-11). The table lists 259 housing units in approved or entitled 

projects (25 units), the inventory of existing sites (118 units), and projected ADU and SB 9 
projects (116 units). The RHNA sites strategy also shows that 613 units could be developed on 
“opportunity sites” that would be made available by rezoning. Program 4 projects 872 potential 
units (259 + 613 = 872) to accommodate the city’s RHNA allocation of 724 units.  
 
However, the discussion of Program 4 objectives (also on page HP-11) notes that some of the 
opportunity sites proposed for rezoning are subject to a vote of the electorate under Ordinance 
1022 and Ordinance 1288. These sites include 402 potential units. If the voters do not allow the 
Program 4 rezonings, total yield for the RHNA sites strategy would be reduced to 470 units, a 

shortfall of 254 units. Our analysis is summarized in the following table (page 2). 
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RHNA 724 

Approved/entitled projects 25 

Inventory of Existing residential sites 118 

ADU & SB 9 projected units 116 

Opportunity sites  

Housing Opportunity – 49 du/ac 127 

Housing Opportunity – 70 du/ac 186 

Mixed Use Overlay 300 

Subtotal 872 

Minus Ordinance 1022 and Ordinance 1288 sites - 402 

Total 470 

Shortfall 254 

 
Program 4 states that the city will initiate an election to allow the rezonings. This is not a policy. 
Housing Element policies should be commitments by the city to take specific actions to promote 
housing opportunity. Passing this responsibility on to the voters is not a commitment by the 
city. MEHC recommends that Sausalito revise the draft Housing Element to identify additional 
properties for rezoning that are not subject to Ordinances 1022 and 1288. The backup plan 
should designate additional sites for rezoning sufficient to support the RHNA with at least a 

15% “buffer” to make up for sites that may not develop during the 6th cycle. 
 

Almost 45% of Sausalito households are renters. The draft Housing Element proposes several 
renter protections, but more protections can and should be provided, including – 

• rent stabilization 
• just cause eviction protections 

• a Tenants’ Bill of Rights as shown in Marin County’s Housing Element 
 
A potentially effective Affirmatively Further Fair Housing program is described in Program 22 
put it cannot succeed without a realistic inventory of sites to support the RHNA and renter 
protections. 
 

Our recommendations along with comments on the organizational structure of the plan and 
specific programs follow. 
 
Recommendations 
We recommend the following revisions to the draft Housing Element: 

• Program 4. Ensure Inventory of Sites Accommodates RHNA throughout the Planning 
Period: revise the draft Housing Element to identify additional properties for rezoning 

that are not subject to Ordinances 1022 and 1288. The backup plan should designate 
additional sites for rezoning sufficient to support the RHNA with at least a 15% “buffer” 
to make up for sites that may not develop during the 6th cycle. 

• Program 6 Accessory Dwelling Units and Junior Accessory Dwelling Units: modify to 
include a mid-cycle review of approved ADU’s to verify that units are being used for 
housing and to determine rental rates. 

• Program 7 SB 9 Mapping Tool: edit to explain the purpose and utility of the proposed SB 
9 mapping tool more clearly. 
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• Program 10 Affordable Housing Development Assistance: revise to include the following 
measures: 

− Review all affordable housing development applications against ODDS. 

− Apply ministerial review and by-right approval to all affordable housing development 
applications. 

− Specify a shortened review time, such as 90 days from the date the application is 

deemed complete. 
• Program 12 Partnerships for Affordable: edit the program text to reference specific 

customized development standards, concessions and incentives discussed in other 
implementation programs, including Programs 10, 13, 17 and 19 

• Program 16. Zoning Ordinance Amendments: modify this program to state the city will 
adopt and implement the Objective Design and Development Standards tool kit that is 

currently under development with Marin County. Revise the program to require that all 
residential and mixed-use development applications shall be reviewed against the ODDS 
in a stream-lined, by-right ministerial approval process.  

• Program 19. Development Review Procedures: modify to apply a streamlined review and 
approval process to all residential and mixed-use projects, and include a ministerial, by-
right approval with a specified timeline for approval or denial. 

Organizational structure 

The Housing Plan is organized in a way that is difficult to follow. The four goal statements are 
clear, and in most cases the policy statements relate to the respective goals under which they 
are listed. However, the policies are frequently vague. Rather than commit to specific direction, 
many policies “support,” “encourage,” “prioritize,” or “explore” actions. Such terms are 
ambiguous and do not promote accountability.  
 
The implementation programs are listed separately from the goals and policies. This makes it 
difficult to discern which policies a given program is meant to implement. For example, Policy 
H-1.1 Housing Design (page HP-3) is listed under Goal H-1: Preserving housing and 
neighborhood assets. Policy H-1.1 calls for the city to review housing proposals for compliance 
with objective design standards. The implementation programs for Goal H-1 begin five pages 
later (HP-8) and continue for three pages, but design is not mentioned or referenced in any 
way. While programs can meet different policies and goals, it would be helpful to citizens and 
organizations to clearly see which programs meet which policies. It is not the responsibility of 
readers to sift through the programs to check that each policy is supported by a particular 
program. The organizational structure creates ambiguity, makes the plan difficult to understand 
and hinders accountability. The plan should be reorganized to group implementation programs 
with the goals and policies they are meant to implement. 

 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Sausalito draft Housing Element. We hope 
that our criticisms are helpful to City as it refines its updated housing element in a manner than 
will lead to the addition of the required 724 units of housing over the next 8 years. 
 

Sincerely,  

 
Board Chair 

C 

CC: California Department of Housing and Community Development 
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Dear Neighbors –


Sausalito is in the process of updating their General Plan and is considering re-zoning our 
neighborhood to allow up to 4-6 units per lot.  Sausalito is required to identify sites to 
accommodate an additional 724 housing units for the 2021-2031 planning period. The sites are 
required to accommodate very low, low, moderate and above moderate-income levels. 


Our already dense neighborhood with tight dead end streets could become increasingly more 
congested, more difficult to evacuate in the case of an emergency and would change the 
charm and character of our neighborhood forever. Can you imagine seeing a 6-unit apartment 
complex being built next door to you? Don’t think this can’t happen. All it takes is for someone 
to purchase a lot next door to you and built it. Most of the sites in our neighborhood are 
already duplexes; can you imagine that density tripling over the years ahead?


If you are concerned and want your objections heard regarding re-zoning our area for higher 
density development please write to the Housing Element coordinator Heide Scoble at 
hscoble@sausalito.gov by April 20th if possible. Ask that she forward your letter or email to the 
Housing Element Committee as soon as possible. Attached are some bullet point items that 
you might want to consider in your correspondence.  


Best Regards,


Kim Stoddard 

stoddardkim1@gmail.com

66 Marion Ave.

Sausalito, CA 94965

415 309-3438

Attachment to Page Vitousek 8/24/22 letter
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PUBLIC TESTIMONY 
HOUSING ELEMENT COMMITTEE  

September 14, 2022 
 

City of Sausalito 
 
Attn:  Heidi Scoble, Interim Housing Director and Housing Element Committee Members 
     
On behalf of the owners of a vacant parcel in Sausalito on 177 Cazneau, please accept this letter 
as public written testimony and recommendations for policy consideration of housing element 
update.   
 
In 2017, we purchased a vacant parcel in the hopes of becoming productive residents of the 
City of Sausalito.  We submitted our plans for our residence along with a 405 sq. ft. accessory 
dwelling unit.  Our parcel was zoned R-1-6. Since our submission five years, we have had to pay 
two home mortgages, and gave birth to three children, while our permit process lingered 
without resolve until Spring 2022, when some of the staff that was handling our permits left the 
City.   
 
During the last five years, for our residence and junior accessory dwelling unit plan review, we 
were required to provide two surveys, three arborist reports, two landscape plans, two 
geotechnical studies, a full CEQA study, two drainage/stormwater  reports, which was  
requested by staff who was also developing  the amended Housing Element and Community 
Development Plan.   
 
I examined all files of Cazneau Avenue both online and  City in-house files, and discovered 
previous  owner approvals for a residence, their studies, additional surveys records incorrectly  
referenced, misfiled and/or erroneous addresses and assessor parcel numbers, consequently, 
unavailable to applicant. We recommend the City allow the use of previous studies, 
geotechnical reports and surveys so that each owner does not have to re-survey their lot for 
the fourth time, as was in our case. 
 
I also examined the 2015-2022 Housing Element filed with the California Housing and 
Community Development and discovered our specific parcel was approved for six residential 
units in 2015 in the citywide general plan update with an environmental review, and currently 
proposed for 7.5 units.  In all that review period of changing strategies, we were not told of this 
highest and best use, and instead,  were subjected to the lengthy CEQA and CUP discretionary 
review, portions of which were ruled null and void and only required ministerial review under 
SB330.   
 
We were required to submit a survey in 2017 and story pole plan done twice and yet again 
another survey for building review.  It’s important to note that three other surveys were 
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submitted to the City on our parcel in the past, and not in our files including story poles, parcel 
boundaries and tentative maps, which assumed a residence is an allowable use.  Even an urban 
lot split today would not require a survey, but that option was never told to us.  Our due 
diligence located them in County Records, and later found them in city files but misfiled under 
other addresses.  
 
In 2017, our original application we paid  a Fixed-Fee planning permit deposit of $9,471.  

In November 2019, we sent a letter to the city to recognize the Permit Streamline Act (PSA), 
because there was no movement on our permit since July 2019.  We were not told that the 
laws had changed and a CUP and CEQA were not required under new state law for residences 
with accessory dwelling units.   Instead we languished with little communication for six more 
months. 

On  May 29, 2020 we received notice from Lilly Whalen that our application had to change from 
Fixed-Fee basis to Full Cost Recovery fee basis. We were given two options: (1) Sign the cost 
recovery agreement, and apply remaining Fixed deposit credit of $5209 (since our project was 
45% complete) toward deposit for full cost of project processing.; or (2) Withdraw my 
application to terminate processing.  We had no other option but to sign the cost recovery 
agreement. During the third planning review process, the City staff assigned us to an outside 
consultant, MIG, and we had to pay them again to review. MIG admitted their staff was not 
skilled enough to review, and informed us of their need to hire a senior planner at our expense. 
Under the full cost recovery process, our fees paid was $78,080 for the planning entitlement 
process and CEQA. Then the COVID shutdown for the last two years added additional delays.  
City and MIG staff needed training on the new state legislation and local codes and training 
should not be at the applicant’s expense.   

 
Up until April 2022, no staff had followed the Housing Element nor inform us of other City 
approved options for highest and best use of our parcel. We asked for a full accounting 
breakdown and have yet to receive it from MIG.  This committee can recommend a transparent 
accountability process.  We wish to thank the interim planning directors Heidi Scoble and Dan 
Hortert for reaching out in April 2022, properly adhering to the state laws and local housing 
element ordinance, creating a path that we are now in SB-330 and SB-9 process, they sincerely 
shifted the tide. Reluctantly we withdrew our original application, and applied for a residence, 
JADU and ADU consistent with the Housing Element, SB 330 and SB9, without waiving 
jurisdiction to address further remedies.  We have requested in the current application a waiver 
of fees. 
 
Excess fees for staff time is competing with the private sector since we also have to pay for 
resubmittal services.  We have had to pay separately for private consultants, engineers, 
architects and experts only to have the City compete with city sponsored duplication of 
services.  In addition we pay a higher building permit fee not at a fixed rate but at a cost of 
construction.  Imagine how it feels to be required to estimate the cost of construction, which 
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alters the building permit process fees, taxing you before you even get to construct.  Perhaps 
the Committee can eliminate the duplication of services so that previous studies suffice. 
 
We recognize the city’s dilemma of meeting the infrastructure needs and the constitutional 
issues these new laws raise.  Please remember these young families also need to live where 
they work, and the city can help make businesses successful by creating affordable employee 
housing models to fit the price range of their workforce.  
 
Recommendations: 
 
1. We request the committee approve a recommendation for a full accounting process to 
 monitor staff expenditures of time and fees structures to reduce redundancy. 
 
2. We also request to be reimbursed for excess planning fees from MIG mismanagement, 
 planning staff turnover, staff retraining and re-review delaying our permit process. We 
 also request a waiver of the building permit fees as an incentive to meet the Housing 
 Element goals for this parcel. 
 
3.  On residential applications with accessory dwelling units, the committee should 
 consider an internship program, improving the indexing of matching database records to 
 current addresses for applicant accessibility as ordered by the Marin Grand Jury in 2000 
 and the Attorney General at that time.  If one report is done, it should not be required 
 again.   
 
4. If the City’s policies conflict with state law, the City should defer to the intent of the 
 State housing legislation. The housing crisis is real, and we need to be part of the tide, as 
 it changes toward more affordability not less. The City can apply for infrastructure 
 grants for more equitable application of ADU/JADU costs. Overburdening a new 
 applicant is not the sustainable way to fix antiquated sewer, gas and waterline repairs of 
 the older neighborhoods. 
 
5.  Return to affordable fixed fees for residential permits that include Accessory Dwelling 
 Units. 
 
Please help young families feel welcome in our City’s permitting process, and improve 
opportunities for community cohesion for all types of housing.  Imagine a future community of 
transparency and collaboration,  kindness and assistance, measurable and practical outcomes, 
expediency and accountability, may go a long way toward that welcoming environment.   
 
Respectfully submitted, 

 
Patricia Elton, Agent for Owners, F.Husein, R. Zalatimo 



San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission 
375 Beale Street, Suite 510, San Francisco, California 94105 tel 415 352 3600 fax 888 348 5190 

State of California | Gavin Newsom – Governor | info@bcdc.ca.gov | www.bcdc.ca.gov  

September 16, 2022 

Via electronic mail only: heac@sausalito.gov 

Luke Lindenbusch  
Interim Housing Policy Planner  
City of Sausalito  
Community Development Department 
420 Litho Street  
Sausalito, CA 94965 

SUBJECT:   BCDC Comments for the Public Review Draft of the City of Sausalito’s 2023-2031 
Housing Element 

Dear Luke Lindenbusch: 

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Public Review Draft of the City of Sausalito’s (City) 
2023-2031 Housing Element Update (Element), dated August 12, 2022. The goal of this letter is 
to highlight some San Francisco Bay Plan policies that are relevant to the Element. Specifically, 
the Element contains actions related to liveaboard boat berths in recreational marinas that 
raise issues under the San Francisco Bay Plan and the McAteer-Petris Act. 

Increasing Liveaboard Boat Berths. 
Goal H-2, Program 9 of the Element, on Liveaboard Housing, provides for “[a]llowing marinas to 
increase their capacity of Liveaboard and houseboat berths by 5% (up to 15% total) and 
consider a rent control program for new berths to ensure that rents remain naturally affordable 
to lower and moderate income households.” 

The McAteer-Petris Act empowers the Commission to grant a permit for placing fill, extracting 
materials, or making any substantial change in use of any water, land or structure within the 
Commission’s jurisdiction. Further, Section 66605 lays out the requirements that must be met 
in order for the Commission to issue a permit for a project for which fill is proposed. Among 
these requirements include the requirement that fill is for a water-oriented use, (such as ports, 
water-related industry, airports, bridges, wildlife refuges, water-oriented recreation, and public 
assembly, water intake and discharge lines for desalinization plants and power generating 
plants requiring large amounts of water for cooling purposes) and there is no alternative upland 
location for the fill. Residential uses are not water-oriented uses, and therefore fill in the Bay 
may not be used for a residential use under the terms of the McAteer-Petris Act. Furthermore, 
residential uses on the Bay are not consistent with the public trust. 
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Liveaboard boats are defined pursuant to California Code of Regulations Section 10128 as “a 
boat that is not a transient boat, that is capable of being used for active self-propelled 
navigation, and that is occupied as a residence as that term is defined in California Government 
Code Section 244.” The Commission’s regulations define houseboats in Section 10127 as “a 
boat that is used for a residential or other nonwater-oriented purpose and that is not capable 
of being used for active navigation.” 

The use of a marina for berthing recreational boats is a water-oriented use pursuant to the 
McAteer-Petris Act. However, the use of recreational boats in marina berths as a residence (i.e., 
a liveaboard boats) is generally inconsistent with the requirements of the McAteer-Petris Act, 
the provisions of the San Francisco Bay Plan, and the public trust, in part, because liveaboard 
boats constitute a residential use and are not a water-oriented use, and residential uses in the 
Bay generally have an alternative upland location. Notwithstanding this tenet, the San Francisco 
Bay Plan Recreation Policies provide that liveaboard boat use at a recreational marina may be 
authorized by the Commission in limited circumstances as follows.  

As described in the Bay Plan policies on Recreation, liveaboard boats are “…designed and used for 
active navigation but are distinguished from other navigable boats in that they are also used as a 
primary place of residence. Although residential use is neither a water-oriented nor a public trust 
use, liveaboard boats can be converted easily to a navigable, recreational use and, when properly 
located within a recreational boat marina, can provide a degree of security to the marina.”  

The San Francisco Bay Plan Recreation Policy 3.c. further states:  

“[l]ive-aboard boats should be allowed only in marinas and only if: (1) The number 
would not exceed ten percent of the total authorized boat berths unless the applicant 
can demonstrate clearly that a greater number of liveaboard boats is necessary to 
provide security or other use incidental to the marina use; (2) The boats would promote 
and further the recreational boating use of the marina (for example, providing a degree 
of security), and are located within the marina consistent with such purpose; (3) The 
marina would provide, on land, sufficient and conveniently located restrooms, showers, 
garbage disposal facilities, and parking adequate to serve liveaboard boat occupants and 
guests; (4) The marina would provide and maintain an adequate number of vessel 
sewage pumpout facilities in locations that are convenient in location and time of 
operation to all boats in the marina, particularly liveaboard boats, and would provide 
the service free of charge or at a reasonable fee; and (5) There would be adequate tidal 
circulation in the marina to mix, dilute, and carry away any possible wastewater 
discharge. Liveaboard boats moored in a marina on July 1, 1985, but unauthorized by 
the Commission, should be allowed to remain in the marina provided the tests of (2), 
(3), (4), and (5) above are met.  

Where existing liveaboard boats in a marina exceed ten percent of the authorized 
berths, or a greater number is demonstrated to be clearly necessary to provide security 
or other use incidental to the marina use, no new liveaboard boats should be authorized 
until the number is reduced below that number and then only if the project is in 
conformance with tests (1), (2), (3), (4), and (5) above.” 
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Although the use of recreational vessels as residences is not a water-oriented use and is not 
consistent with the public trust, the Bay Plan Recreation policies provide for a limited exception 
for liveaboards within a recreational marina because the Commission has determined that the 
security benefits of up to ten percent of the total berths at a marina to be used as liveaboard 
boats is incidental to the marina use (which is a public trust use) and in furtherance of a 
statewide purpose of providing security at the recreational facility.  

Pursuant to the Bay Plan Recreation policies, a marina can apply to increase the allotment of 
liveaboard boat berths over 10% of the total berths by demonstrating “clearly that a greater 
number of liveaboard boats is necessary to provide security or other use incidental to the 
marina use.” (emphasis added). Providing additional housing to the City of Sausalito to provide 
affordable housing in order to meet the City’s Regional Housing Needs Allocation obligations  
would not satisfy this requirement. Providing housing is not a use incidental to the marina use 
and does not support a public trust use. As a result, this action, as described in the Element, 
would not be consistent with the San Francisco Bay Plan. 

Other Liveaboard Goals in the Element. 
Several other actions provided in Program 9 of the Element, related to Live-Aboard Housing, 
provide for allocating existing live-aboard berths within recreational marinas for affordable 
housing. These elements may in whole or in part be inconsistent with the Bay Plan and the 
public trust. Again, providing affordable housing, while a worthwhile goal, is not a use 
incidental to a marina use and does not support the public trust. We request that these actions 
be clarified that they only apply to liveaboards that are fully consistent with BCDC law and 
policy. 

Regionwide Permits and Land-Based Housing. 
The Element includes proposed language intending to develop “a regionwide permit to 
streamline approvals within BCDC's jurisdictional area for land-based housing that is consistent 
with the State-approved Regional Housing Needs Allocation. The permit will provide standards 
for such housing that may include identification of specific areas where permanent housing 
opportunities are permitted, requirements for housing developments to include access to the 
shoreline and water-based uses, a minimum percentage of the local waterfront workforce that 
will receive priority for new housing within the BCDC jurisdictional area, and requirements for 
local jurisdictions to identify in their Housing Elements that such housing is necessary to 
accommodate their RHNA in any given planning period.” 

In the 100-foot shoreline band, BCDC may only deny a permit if the project does not provide 
maximum feasible public access consistent with the project, or if the project is not consistent 
with a Priority Use Area as described in the San Francisco Bay Plan. Pursuant to the California 
Code of Regulations Section 11700, BCDC may issue a regionwide permit for “a specific 
category or categories of activities that the Commission determines will have no substantial 
impact on areas within the Commission's McAteer-Petris Act jurisdiction, including but not 
limited to routine repair and maintenance of existing structures.” Regionwide permits have 
lower permit fees than administrative permits and major permits, and are issued on an 
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expedited timeline. BCDC currently issues regionwide permits for the repair, reconstruction, 
and maintenance of single-family and multi-unit residential structures within the 100-foot 
shoreline band. New residential developments within the 100-foot shoreline band generally 
have substantial impacts to existing and future public access to the Bay and do not constitute 
routine repair and maintenance. A regionwide permit process would be unlikely to ensure that 
such a new residential development provides maximum feasible public access consistent with 
the project, as required by the McAteer-Petris Act and the San Francisco Bay Plan.  

Conclusion. 
Over the past several years, BCDC and the City have worked collaboratively on many issues, 
including, as outlined in the Element Background Report, solutions to support relocation of 
anchor-outs in Richardson Bay. BCDC acknowledges the City’s desire, as outlined in the 
Element, to work with BCDC on issues of housing and liveaboard marinas. This comment letter 
is intended to provide the City with information on existing Bay Plan policies and the BCDC 
permit process, and welcomes the City to contact BCDC staff with any questions or to discuss 
any of the above-mentioned issues further. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
ERIK BUEHMANN 
Planning Manager 
 
cc:  Greg Scharff, Chief Counsel, BCDC, greg.scharff@bcdc.ca.gov 

Jessica Fain, Planning Director, BCDC, jessica.fain@bcdc.ca.gov 
 
EB / rc  
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From: Andrea
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: 37 units
Date: Wednesday, September 14, 2022 11:16:08 AM

Are you kidding me, taking away parking to congest this area further?? I live in the area and have an office near the
hardware store, parking is difficult as it is and the charm of this historical area would be diminished greatly w
apartment complex. What about mlk field area? New village school area???
Thank you for your consideration but I oppose this construction.
Andrea Coish.

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:yoyodre@mindspring.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
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Campaign for Fair Housing Elements
fairhousingelements.org

The City of Sausalito

Via email: heac@sausalito.gov

Cc: HousingElements@hcd.ca.gov

September 16, 2022

Re: Sausalito’s Draft Housing Element

To the City of Sausalito:

The Campaign for Fair Housing Elements and YIMBY Law charge that “housing design”

has no place as Sausalito’s top priority in a housing crisis. (Id., pp.HP-3 to -7.)

“Production” should be a priority, but isn’t. (See ibid.) Californians deserve better.

If the City needs resident approval for its fair share of affordable housing (id. p.HP-11),

then community opposition should be listed as a constraint to overcome. (But see id.

pp. HBR-56 to -95.) Program 4 should show how the City will house regular people if

Sausalito residents continue to reject homes in those backyards. Multiple election

cycles, to be followed by a request for an AG opinion, are not a housing plan. (See id.

pp.HP-10 to -12.) And don’t call boat life “a source of affordable housing” without

funding it in the whole marina and abolishing the CUP. (See Draft, pp.HP-5, -14 to -16.)

Sincerely,

Keith Diggs

Housing Elements Advocacy Manager, YIMBY Law

keith@yimbylaw.org

mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
mailto:HousingElements@hcd.ca.gov
mailto:keith@yimbylaw.org
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FROM THE DESK OF 

JOHN STOREY 

September 16, 2022 

City of Sausalito 

420 Litho Street 

Sausalito, CA 94965 

Subject: Sausalito Housing Element 

As residents of Sausalito since 1994 we are deeply concerned about the proposals for 

new housing in Sausalito. We have lived on Nevada Street across from the corporation 

yard for 28 years and in that time I feel we have been good neighbors to the yard.  

What you are proposing is eliminating the yard and constructing a multi-story building 

that would block our view of Mount Tamalpais and change the character of the 

neighborhood. 37 units on a ½ acre lot is absurd! If a private developer proposed this 

project they would be laughed out of the planning department.  

We are not opposed to the City of Sausalito having more affordable housing but  it 

should not come at the expense of quality of life for it’s residents. Please consider other 

sites or downsizing the project on Nevada Street to something reasonable.  

      Sincerely yours, 

John Storey, Deborah Mayo 

CONTACT 

521 NEVADA ST.  SAUSALITO, CA 94965 |  415.200.7836 |  

JOHN@STOREYPHOTOGRAPHY.COM















From: M Tuohey
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Cc: Rich Tuohey
Subject: 300 Spencer Ave - site removal
Date: Wednesday, August 31, 2022 8:11:01 PM

Dear HEAC Committee,
The 300 Spencer Ave site was removed from the 2007-2014 Housing Element process due to
civil engineering issues with the steepness of the site and the two roads that allowed access to
the site.  

My now deceased neighbor (formerly at 254 Spencer), Chuck Donald, was a Civil Engineer,
who worked with the town and in his later years volunteered his time to the betterment of the
city of Sausalito.  He was instrumental in having 300 Spencer removed during the last housing
element process, by proving that both Spencer Ave, with the steep up hill grade and the 101
frontage road, with the downhill grade exiting the 101 Northbound, both have dangerous blind
spots that are not safe or feasible for an entrance or exit to a multi-family property. 

We are currently looking for the paper work and drawings he submitted during the last review
period.  We have had email conversations with Jenny Silva, Susan Cleveland-Knowels and
Luke Lindenbusch to see if anyone had recollection or seen those historical documents.  My
husband also spent time with Abbot Chambers at 420 Litho Street, when he went to City Hall
to look up the 300 Spencer Records.  Our questions is what has changed since then to keep
300 Spencer on the approved site list this time around?

In reviewing the HEAC documents, I noticed that the 300 Spencer property outline on the Fire
Severity Map, sits in both the VERY HIGH and HIGH - Fire Severity Zones.  Additionally, it
appears (if I’m reading the map correctly), that 300 Spencer also sits on a “hot spot” in deep
red color on the Deep-Seated Landslide Susceptibility map.  Both maps were accessible from
links on page 1 of the Appendix C - Site Suitability Criteria on the “View The Appendices to
the Draft Housing Element”.  With a score of ZERO for both these criteria, there is no way the
current score of 33 out of 34 is possible from the 300 Spencer Ave site.

I hope between Luke and Abbot, we find Chuck Donald’s civil engineer information on 300
Spencer from the last HEAC review process.  But based on the fire zone and landslide zone of
the 300 Spencer site, I would strongly urge the committee to remove 300 Spencer from the
HEAC approved/proposed site list.

I’ve attached pictures taken of the maps for easy reference:

mailto:meghantuohey@gmail.com
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Meghan FitzGerald Tuohey

260 Spencer Ave

Sausalito, CA  94965

415 990 2825

meghan@poppymedia.net

mailto:meghan@poppymedia.net


From: Ellen T Edwards
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: 2023-31 Housing Element Public Review Draft
Date: Monday, September 12, 2022 11:15:14 AM

I am opposed to  the plan to put housing units in the City Hall parking lot. It would clog up and pollute the
neighborhood to increase density here.

Sincerely, Ellen Edwards

mailto:ellened211@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: mbeach226@aol.com
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Against new housing units at City Hall parking lot
Date: Saturday, September 10, 2022 12:55:13 PM

Hello,

I live on Bee St. and am reaching out to voice my opinion that I disagree with the plan to put
new housing units at the City Hall location. On weekends, parking is already hard to come by,
the number of delivery trucks will increase, the density of people and noise will increase,
access to the library will be more difficult for our older folks.  Sausalito is known for its big
beautiful trees, cottage type homes, open spaces, peace and quiet. It would be a shame to move
away from this.  Has the old machine shop building down at Marinship been considered?

Thank you,
Long-time Sausalito resident

mailto:mbeach226@aol.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Deidre Kernan
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: City hall and library
Date: Saturday, September 10, 2022 12:41:14 PM

Putting housing in the City Hall/Library parking lot is totally ridiculous and completely without merit. This is used
already for serious purposes such as a relief building for heat waves.

How about putting some low rise housing in the apparently abandoned City lots adjacent to Dunphy Park, which
right now are weed strewn and overgrown and unused.

Deidre Kernan

Sent from my iPhone
Deidre Kernan
210 Bay Vista Circle
Sausalito, CA 94965
Cell 415-272-4328

mailto:djaykernan@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Dennis Haneda
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: City Hall housing
Date: Monday, September 12, 2022 9:46:37 AM

I am strongly opposed to building housing at the city hall location in Sausalito. I’d rather see the city purchase
dilapidated private housing anywhere in town and build neighborhood appropriate units in their places. 

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:dennishaneda@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Brian Mcarthy
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: City hall housing
Date: Saturday, September 10, 2022 5:17:09 PM

Have you lost your minds? Cooperating by giving public land away??. Not one square foot
should be given for the insane rhina demands.At least there is a chance to STOP BUILDING
if its private property and no one sells. But giving away public land is wrong every way you
look at it. On the 4th if July it was the only place I could park. Remove this and any other
public land from rhina list. What is wrong with you people? The rhina demands are designed
for failure so Sacramento can take over completely. Join the hundreds of California cities
fighting and seeing to stop this dictatorship. Also join with our NEIGHBORHOOD voices
who are trying for ballot initiative to stop insanity. Is the city council sold out to developers
like newsom???. NO ON ANY HOUSING AROUND CITY HALL/LIBRARY.

mailto:brianmcarthy1@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Kels Purcell
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: City Hall Parking Lot
Date: Wednesday, September 14, 2022 9:14:16 PM

Hello,

I am a homeowner in Sausalito and I strongly oppose the proposal to build housing on the site
of the current city hall parking lot.  The city needs to find creative alternatives in underused
areas of the city where vertical living units could be built.  

Sincerely,

Kels Purcell
415-634–8228

mailto:kelspurcell@me.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Ken Colwell
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: City Hall Parking lot / Proposed development
Date: Thursday, September 8, 2022 11:08:40 AM

My family owns a home on Locust Street in Sausalito. Parking from non-residents is already a
large problem. Noise from the already crowded traffic on our streets is a big problem. More
congestion is not going to help our community retain its small town safe atmosphere. This
development will also hurt our property values which is unacceptable to hard working
members of the community. Please vote NO on any construction on the city hall parking lot.
Thank you. . . 
Ken Colwell
Vice President
Commercial Brokerage Services
Office Leasing/Investments
415-265-0349

1400 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94109
 

 

mailto:ken.colwell@compass.com
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From: Nancy (Crafty) Crafts
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee; Bfoote55
Subject: City Hall parking lot feedback
Date: Sunday, September 11, 2022 12:56:39 PM

Hello,

As long time citizens and homeowners in Sausalito, we are shaking our
heads at the idea of turning our City Hall parking lot into housing. 

Here are our concerns:

* Have you realized that the parking lot is currently being used for anyone
who uses the city facilities? Between city workers and citizens using the
various services, the parking lot is usually full on certain days. Litho Street
is used for residential parking, as is Bee Street. There is rarely parking
available on these 2 streets.

* Caledonia street is also being used for businesses, residents and people
who are using the park on the City property. You will be shutting out
hundreds of families that use this park for their small children, the grassy
area for picnics and town gatherings, and the multi use basketball court
because not everyone is close enough to walk to the park. 

* How do you expect people to attend city meetings when there is no
available parking?

* The library will be inaccessible to people who need to drive and park,
you are literally shutting out the citizens who currently pay taxes to live in
Sausalito.

* Where will everyone go when we have future blackouts and need a
cooling space/charging space for citizens who need to get out of the heat
or have to keep working during these blackouts? Where will people be able
to park then? 

* The neighborhood around our City Hall is already very dense. We hear
everything that happens on the City Hall property from our house on Napa
Street, which BTW, is already flooded with residential cars and those who
utilize Dunphy Park. This is typical of all the streets in our neighborhood.
Are you assuming that anyone who rents these units will not have cars?
Have you ever heard the cars and motorcycles that race up and down Bee
St., Litho, Bonita, Napa and Caledonia Streets at all hours of the day and
night? We literally cannot imagine it being any worse, but it would
definitely increase if you build housing in that lot. Not to mention, the
increase of general neighborhood noise that will happen when 37 more
families move in. 

mailto:nmcrafts@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
mailto:bfoote55@gmail.com


* We have not seen consideration for the following options which provide
more space and could accommodate the need for parking and outdoor
areas for children to play. 
Maybe you have been discussing them but it's possible that we have
missed a few ideas, so here is our two cents:

1. MLK park on Coloma. Plenty of room for your 30 plus units and still
have a soccer field and baseball diamond. The dog park is also very large
and could be reimagined without taking much space away from it.

2. Marin Shipyard Machine Shop on Marinship Way/Libertyship Way. Every
building in that area has been refurbished while the lone decrepit building
stands as a blight on the City of Sausalito. Why do we not see you
considering this giant space where you can build more homes with outdoor
areas and not have to cram 37 households into an existing tiny parking
lot? 

3. Open property near the Marina Office Plaza on Marinship Way that has
been empty for over the 30 years that we have owned our home in
Sausalito. The city may need to purchase it but once again, there is plenty
of room to build sensible units there and I am sure the citizens of Sausalito
would love to see some of these empty lots become more useful for the
need to build more housing and where people would have access to the
local waterfront park. 

4. Lastly, the City of Sausalito took away our Marinship Park in exchange
for housing the homelessness.  We think of this as the least feasible idea
but the field is large and already owned by the city. It has plenty of room
for 37 units and can still be a beautiful park that people can appreciate. 
The Art Festival died during Covid and then was ended while we needed to
make a place for those who became homeless. You have already proved
that you're willing to use it for the unhomed, so why not build affordable
homes there?  The Art Festival, dog walkers and tennis players will still
have space to play.

We submit this letter because we care about our town and everyone who
lives and works here, our friends who own businesses and young families
who need actual housing that is not in a parking lot. We will be watching
and attending meetings to see how this moves forward. 

Please listen to the citizens of this wonderful city who care about how we
move forward to keep Sausalito safe and livable for everyone.

Respectfully submitted, 

NM Crafts  & William Foote



419B Napa Street

Sausalito, CA 94965

415-250-6160

415-250-4076

craftybill2009@att.net

nmcrafts@gmail.com

bfoote55@gmail.com
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From: Les Patrick
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: City hall Parking
Date: Thursday, September 8, 2022 7:49:45 PM

Save our parking spaces at City Hall.  Not public housing.

Leslie S. Patrick
email: druless@aol.com

mailto:druless@aol.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
mailto:druless@aol.com


From: Lionel Vincenti
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Comment: housing element Site 14 (300 Spencer)
Date: Saturday, September 10, 2022 9:55:08 AM

Dear Sausalito representatives,

It looks like the envisioned project here mentioned will be a massive housing (26 units) crammed on a parcel that
has no choice but bleed down a steep slope.

Why would it be a concerned?
- Down the slope are trees, shrubberies, wild animals (deers, coyotes, birds etc).
- There is as well a housing complex (HOA) with 11 houses directly at the bottom of that slope. Considering how
steep is the hill, it is hard to imagine how construction would not have negative consequences on those houses where
almost 30 people live.

Regards,

Lionel Vincenti
281 Santa Rosa Ave.

mailto:lionel.vincenti@hotmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Jan Bass
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Comments on 37 new units
Date: Wednesday, September 7, 2022 2:02:53 PM

Hello,

My name is Jan Bass and I have been in Sausalito for 40 years. I clearly love this town.

The proposed 37 units slated for building behind City Hall represent what I don't love so
much. It's not just Sausalito, but any beautiful locale that gets tempted by development
that makes me question city governments motives. 

I understand these units will have no parking which will have a very negative effect on
Caledonia and the ease it currently has. New tenants clamoring for parking, visitors not being
able to find already elusive parking, and the frenetic energy brought about this will counteract
what Sausalito has helped create. This very attractive part of Sausalito for both residents and
visitors will be compromised. 

Add the building process and you have a lot of disruption before the units are even built.
Builders  are notorious for hogging parking resources and having little care for their
surroundings. Even if they're the most thoughtful kind, the noise and dirt for nearby residents
is something nobody wants and it's all unnecessary.

 What is Sausalito going to gain? Nothing! What are they going to lose? See above.

And why doesn't Sausalito build more community resources? Leave it as is or create value for
the current residents. Don't take away needed parking, create mayhem where serenity is what
we pay for and desire, and act in disregard for residents.

--
Jan

Mobile: (415) 509-2712

mailto:jan@janbass.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Beth Bachrach
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Comments on proposed housing element
Date: Monday, September 12, 2022 4:48:20 AM

Hi Luke,

I am writing as a concerned homeowner here in Sausalito re: the  housing element plan. I live
in Whiskey Springs and understand that from the last call a few weeks ago there isn’t a plan in
place for emergency evacuation. Given the potential increase in ~800 units in our small city,
how will those additional folks (i.e. 1600-1800 people) plus the current population safely
evacuate in case of a fire or worse? Given there are only a few ways out of town, I strongly
urge the committee to take this into consideration when planning the total number of units and
where they will be placed. Bridgeway is already full of traffic as it is, so what will we do as a
community to address emergency evacuation with a increase to our total population?

Thank you for addressing this as plans move further ahead.

Beth Bachrach
184 Cypress Place
Sausalito 

mailto:bethbachrach@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Serge Avila
To: Beth Thompson; Luke Lindenbusch
Subject: FW: Comment on proposed building in City Hall parking lot
Date: Wednesday, September 7, 2022 3:52:00 PM

Hello,

Forwarding Public Comment from Vicki Samo.

Sincerely,

SERGE AVILA | CITY CLERK
City of Sausalito | Administration Department
420 Litho Street, Sausalito, CA 94965
Direct: (415) 289-4165 | Fax: (415) 289-4167

-----Original Message-----
From: Vicki Samo <vickisamoster@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, September 7, 2022 3:25 PM
To: City Council <citycouncil@sausalito.gov>
Subject: Comment on proposed building in City Hall parking lot

To the Council,

As a Sausalito resident and homeowner, I would like to express my displeasure with the idea of building homes
behind City Hall.  City Hall and the Sausalito Library are community assets that shouldn’t be compromised.  Please
don’t build.

Thank you,
Vicki Samo
Sausalito

Sent from my iPad

mailto:savila@sausalito.gov
mailto:bthompson@denovoplanning.com
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From: Abbot Chambers
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: FW: Feedback for City of Sausalito
Date: Monday, September 12, 2022 2:02:14 PM

 
 

From: City of Sausalito <currents@sausalito.gov> 
Sent: Monday, September 12, 2022 1:50 PM
To: Currents <currents@sausalito.gov>
Subject: Feedback for City of Sausalito
 
You have received this feedback from Patti Frazier < Pattifrazier@outlook.com > for the following
page: 

https://www.sausalito.gov/Home/Components/News/News/6466/441?
backlist=%2fdepartments%2fcommunity-development

No to 37 units at City Hall

mailto:achambers@sausalito.gov
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
mailto:Pattifrazier@outlook.com
https://www.sausalito.gov/Home/Components/News/News/6466/441?backlist=%2fdepartments%2fcommunity-development
https://www.sausalito.gov/Home/Components/News/News/6466/441?backlist=%2fdepartments%2fcommunity-development


From: Abbot Chambers
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Fw: Feedback for City of Sausalito
Date: Thursday, September 8, 2022 3:46:56 PM

From: City of Sausalito <currents@sausalito.gov>
Sent: Thursday, September 8, 2022 3:40 PM
To: Currents <currents@sausalito.gov>
Subject: Feedback for City of Sausalito
 
You have received this feedback from William Ring < wfhring@sbcglobal.net > for the
following page: 

https://www.sausalito.gov/departments/community-development/housing-element-update-
2023-2031

Dear HEAC I am concerned that you are working in the idea that there is an inherent right to
live in Sausalito. NO! Only if you can afford it! I know that the state can mandate new
housing, but some of your choices are BAD! Here are my ideas: 0 Buy the dilapidated shops
that are both ugly, useless and un-historical. 1 OK 2 Spinnaker Drive . OK 3 Library Parking
NO NO NO! 4 No 5 No We need a corporation yard 6 Mlk Park OK 7 OK but 5 units are too
many 8 Don’t understand this William Ring 99 Filbert Ave 

mailto:achambers@sausalito.gov
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Serge Avila
To: Luke Lindenbusch; Beth Thompson
Subject: FW: JOIN THE LAWSUIT TO OPPOSOING THE STATE HOUSING ELEMENT
Date: Tuesday, August 30, 2022 2:43:05 PM

Please see public comment below:
 
Thanks,
Serge
 

From: sue currier <scurrier@gmail.com> 
Sent: Tuesday, August 30, 2022 2:39 PM
To: City Council <citycouncil@sausalito.gov>
Subject: JOIN THE LAWSUIT TO OPPOSOING THE STATE HOUSING ELEMENT
 
I request  Saualito join other cities in the lawsuit opposing the Housing Element numbers dictated by
the State of California. (700+ units for Sausalito).
Together, with other cities, we have more chance to fight the large number of units demanded of
us..
 
Thank you
Sue Currier
1 415-331-1029

mailto:savila@sausalito.gov
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From: Serge Avila
To: Beth Thompson; Luke Lindenbusch
Subject: FW: Leave City Hall as it is
Date: Wednesday, September 14, 2022 7:53:14 PM

Sharing w/ you below comment.
 
Serge
 

From: Laura Rapp <lmgrapp@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, September 14, 2022 7:20 PM
To: City Council <citycouncil@sausalito.gov>
Subject: Leave City Hall as it is
 
 

To the Housing Element Committee and Sausalito City Council:
 

We, the undersigned, strongly oppose the City Hall parking lot as a housing
element site. It is not acceptable to “take from” in so many ways in an attempt
to meet a mandate number. Among the detriments:
 
IGNORES the needs of our older residents. The City Hall parking lot serves our growing age-in-place
community—their only means to safely access the library and events. They have voiced their
concerns—“What about us? What are we supposed to do?”
 
IGNORES the needs of new residents. With 700+ units total mandated, 1400+ new residents will
live here. Diminishing the lot eliminates their access to our library, playground, basketball courts and
park.
 
IGNORES the needs of existing residents. 37 units (as well as fewer) obliterates views, snarls traffic
and adds concentrated noise pollution to a quiet, residential 1-block area—which in turn plummets
property values—and there are already other sites around City Hall meeting the housing burden.
 
IGNORES cost burden. The flat area that comprises the lot is deceptive. Before construction can
begin, the cost of critical hillside reinforcement alone, with significant slopes on two sides, is
exorbitant—money surely better used elsewhere.

 
Commandeering our City Hall parking lot to build units takes from ALL the
residents in our small and growing community.
 
We demand this site be removed from the housing development list.
 

mailto:savila@sausalito.gov
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Sincerely,
 
 
 
 
 
------------------------
 
 
 
Many thanks,
Sonya 

Please remove this site from possible locations to increase the demand for additional housing. 
I understand we are under orders to find more housing but this is not the right location. 
Sonya’s letter does not address the increased burdens on our water resources, traffic congestion nor
the elimination of view corridors. 
There better locations in Sausalito. 
We have empty office complexes that could be easily converted to housing and these already have
adequate parking!
 
 
Stay safe, 
Laura Rapp
408 Napa St
94965



From: Serge Avila
To: Beth Thompson; Luke Lindenbusch
Cc: Dan Hortert; Admin Aide
Subject: FW: Please! JOIN THE LAWSUIT TO OPPOSOING THE STATE HOUSING ELEMENT
Date: Monday, September 12, 2022 10:48:49 AM

Hello,

Please find HEAC correspondence below.

Sincerely,
Serge

-----Original Message-----
From: Adrianna <adrianna18@comcast.net>
Sent: Sunday, September 11, 2022 4:22 PM
To: City Council <citycouncil@sausalito.gov>
Subject: Please! JOIN THE LAWSUIT TO OPPOSOING THE STATE HOUSING ELEMENT

I strongly request  Saualito join other cities in the lawsuit opposing the Housing Element numbers dictated by the
State of California. (700+ units for Sausalito). I can’t imagine why we haven’t joined the lawsuit already, with the
insane number of units the state has burdened us with. Do we have the infrastructure to accommodate 740 new
units? No. Do we have sewage and water main systems large and in good shape? No. Do we have the roads for the
increased traffic? No. Do we have water and this time I’m talking about the ongoing drought? No. The state is
telling us to increase our living units by 1/3! It will forever change the character (and not for the better) of our small 
town which attracts tourists from all over the world!

Please, let’s join that lawsuit!

Adrianna Dinihanian
254 Woodward Avenue
Sausalito

mailto:savila@sausalito.gov
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From: Rachel Alonso
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: HEAC feedback
Date: Sunday, September 11, 2022 11:03:29 AM

Rather than engage with a Nextdoor neighbor war, I decided to submit my comments directly
to you, since that is the more productive choice.

I know you are going to receive a lot of irate messages opposing your recommendations. I also
know how difficult your task has been. We don't have enough land to meet demand. Looking
to land the City controls is smart! 

This is just a general message of support for the sites you have chosen, to try to counteract the
influx of specific, negative messages you will receive. There will be dozens of reasons to
oppose any single site, but if that governs your next steps, we'll end up with ZERO sites and a
continuation of the affordable housing crisis. I support housing development, full stop.
Wherever it can be built, you have my support. Ideally with a good rate of affordability (very
low, low, and moderate income) but I know we're stuck there based on what the market will
dictate, unfortunately.

Thank you for your efforts and good luck! 

--Rachel Alonso
resident of 506 Pine Street, Sausalito

---------- Forwarded message ---------
From: Your Sausalito Flats neighbors <reply@rs.email.nextdoor.com>
Date: Sat, Sep 10, 2022 at 7:01 PM
Subject: All Sausalito residents should be aware of this - the...
To: <rachel.m.alonso@gmail.com>
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All Sausalito residents should be aware of this - the issue is not only... See more

Sonya Yesil

11 16 Share

Ric Fink & 10 others replied

View post
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From: Kelly Gate
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Housing Development
Date: Sunday, September 11, 2022 10:23:06 AM

Hello,

I'm emailing to address my concern for safety issues with the proposed
housing development in the MLK park. Should there be an emergency, it
would be extremely concerning and hard to fathom given that we only
have two narrow bottleneck exit points. Even during rush hours, cars are
stuck in line for some time. As you know, fires are a real thing and only
coming closer to Sausalito. This is no longer a what if situation but it's a
matter of when a fire should be next door/in Sausalito. I highly ask that
you consider this terrifying scenario when thinking about building or
adding housing here in Sausalito. 

Thank you in advance for taking this point of view in.
-- 
Warmly,

Kelly Gate
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From: Elisa Davis
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Housing Element - Public Comment
Date: Monday, September 12, 2022 8:02:25 PM

Hello,
On the Housing Element public zoom call a few weeks ago I asked if there has been an
emergency evacuation plan created given the additional new 800-1000 housing units.

The answer shockingly was  "no" and there was no other dialogue.

Please remember what happened in Paradise, California.  There was limited access out of the
city exactly as there is today with Sausalito.  Another 1600-3000 residents in our already
crowded town of 7,000 plus tourists will be a disaster when for example, a damaging
earthquake or sweeping fire occurs.  

Bridgeway can't handle the current 7,000 citizens and the commuters who use it as a daily
thoroughfare.  WIth the Golden Gate Bridge most likely cut off and Hwy 101 accommodating
Mill Valley residents (including their impossible housing element requirements) trying to flee,
Sausalito is stuck.  Where will we go? 

Seriously think about what these incomprehensible numbers will do to the safety and
environmental aspects of our community.  So many of us are in such disbelief.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
E. Davis
Whiskey Springs

mailto:elisa19294@gmail.com
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From: Michael Mencher
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Housing Element Comment
Date: Wednesday, September 7, 2022 6:44:16 PM

Good evening,
I am writing to comment on the inclusion of Site 14 (300 Spencer) in the housing element. I
have discussed with several neighbors who live very close to this parcel and we all share a
number of serious objections regarding the inclusion of this site. The proposal calls for putting
26 affordable housing units on the side of the highway on top of a 450 foot hill, highly isolated
from public services or transportation, and in the highest fire and landslide risk zone. Such a
proposal is deeply unwise from a public safety, environmental, and engineering standpoint,
and it is also deeply unethical to cram affordable housing into the most inaccessible and
impractical of locations. Below are more detailed objections

1. The site is simply physically and environmentally unfeasible for large scale development.
While the site is theoretically almost an acre, in reality, due to extremely steep slopes, the
actually useable area of the site is likely only ~1/4 of an acre. It is very difficult to see how it
is physically feasible to fit this many units on such a site and I have doubts the consultants
ever actually inspected the area. I am not aware of any location in Sausalito (or Marin county)
where dense multifamily housing has been successfully built on a lot with such steep slopes. I
note that when this site was proposed for inclusion in the 2012 housing element the city
received numerous engineering feasibility comments questioning the viability of much lower
density construction on this site. It would be irresponsible for the city to include this site in the
final housing element without seriously evaluating engineering feasibility at realistic costs. At
a minimum, any submission to the state should honestly describe the total realistically useable
acreage of the site, rather than describing this as a one acre lot. 

2. The city’s maps show that nearly the entirety of this site sits in a zone designated as highest
fire risk and highest landslide risk. There is no evidence that the inclusion of this site for high
density housing included any analysis of the fire and landslide risk impacts of development on
this site. Analysis should include risks to existing houses and to future residents of the
proposed development. In particular, I would imagine dense multifamily housing on such a
steep site (with a single access point on Spencer) presents unique fire rescue challenges. 

3. Development of this site would have a negative environmental impact that the city has not
evaluated. Other than the tiny portion of the site currently occupied by the old firehouse, the
entirety of the site is currently extremely dense forest. Any development on this site would
require cutting down dozens of trees. This site also directly abuts a large scenic easement
established by the city decades ago, with the purpose of preserving natural space. This wooded
area is home to many deer, coyotes, bobcats and other animals. High density development of
such a forest is likely to be subject to environmental challenges. 

4. The site is almost comically unsuitable for residents without cars. Affordable housing
guidelines and best practice is to always put such housing in close proximity to transportation
and services. Besides a single bus stop nearby, this site is extremely isolated from any public
transportation and there is no feasible parking. The site is also completely isolated from any
jobs, services, or even basic shopping. I’m guessing this obvious fact was overlooked because
the site is, as the bird flies, only a mile from downtown Sausalito. However, accessing the site
from downtown requires walking up nearly 50 stories (the site sits on a hill ~450 feet above
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the town center), which takes 30+ minutes for a healthy adult. It’s truly incomprehensible how
an elderly adult, disabled person, or family with children could live at this site without a car. 

5. Further to the above, I think it would be helpful to highlight two other objections raised in
2012, which the City should look into before proceeding with this site:

“The City acquired the property from the State of California by a “Director’s Deed” in
June of 1966(Marin County Recorder’s  book 2066  \- page 156). The Deed specifically
restricts any right of access to the abutting State Highway property (U.S. Highway
101); all public access must be via Spencer Ave.“ This means that somehow 26 units
must all be accessed via the narrow portion of the property on Spencer. 
“Public Access from the Firehouse parcel would be onto Spencer Ave. — at a point
less than 100 feet from the  Northbound Freeway off-ramp. This entire intersection
has a much less than desirable geometric configuration, both horizontally and
vertically.” 

Given the above considerations, I believe it would be highly inadvisable to include Site 14 in
the final housing element. Honest disclosure to the state of these factors is likely to result in
exclusion of the site. Even if approved the site is also highly likely to be challenged in
expensive environmental and other litigation. If able to survive such challenges, the city will
likely have great difficulty finding developers able to construct the designated number of
affordable units in this setting. Finally, if all these challenges are overcome, any development
will be highly unsuited to affordable housing due to its isolation. 

Thank you for your consideration.   

Michael A. Mencher
277 Santa Rosa Ave, Sausalito 

Michael A. Mencher

+1 (646) 852-5158



From: Ms Patty Z
To: Luke Lindenbusch; Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Housing Element comments
Date: Tuesday, September 13, 2022 9:05:56 AM

Dear Luke Lindenbusch & Housing Element Advisory Committee,

Thank you for your tireless work on the Sausalito Housing Element. It is important that the
required housing actually get built. There are some good steps in the draft housing element,
but it needs to go further to achieve our housing goals. I’d like to provide feedback on the
following issues:

1. Dependence on ballot measures: A large proportion of the sites identified in the draft are
subject to a citywide election process. Given past voting records, the city needs a back-up plan
so that there still is a path to housing should the election fail. Residents need to understand the
stakes should they vote against the measure. The simplest solution would be a city-wide up-
zoning policy coupled with elimination of single home zoning, should the election fail. 
2. Insufficient number of sites identified: The ADU projection double counts ADUs, and the
estimates of development under current zoning restrictions are far too optimistic. The
document should identify at least another 150 sites to account for this.
3. Inefficient and laborious permitting process: The permitting section does not provide any
specific permitting data. Rather, it describes the permitting time for a theoretical project. And
it vastly understates the negative impact that the permitting process has on building new
housing. It states that more development will be subject to Objective Design and Development
Standards (ODDS), and this could potentially address this issue. But we need to accurately
report on permitting times as they exist today for non-ADU housing. This should include both
projects permitted, projects in process, and projects stalled or dropped because permits could
not be obtained. 
4. Tenant protections needed: The City needs stronger tenant protections, including rent
control and tenant eviction protection. While these provisions do not create more housing,
they do protect our lower income residents from being pushed out of the community. Until we
have sufficient housing, these residents are at risk. The City should commit to these programs,
not simply “explore” them. 
5. Community resistance to housing: Sausalito needs to explicitly acknowledge that
community resistance to new housing development is a constraint. Evidence includes the
largely anti-development comments we have received during this process, the passing of
Ordinances 1022 and 1128, the purchase of Open Space by the city (a city that is surrounded
by expansive national parkland, GGNRA), and numerous resident initiated anti-housing
campaigns via postcard mailers, on nextdoor, and through signature gathering anti-
development outreach at city events. It is very important to note that city-wide survey data is
more pro-housing than these organized smaller groups suggest.

Thank you for incorporating my comments. It is critical that new housing actually gets built!

Respectfully,
MsPatty Zevallos

-- 

mailto:mspattyproductions@gmail.com
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Ms Patty
MsPatty Productions & Events
415 590*9025



From: Patrick Lee
To: Luke Lindenbusch
Subject: Housing Element Concerns
Date: Wednesday, September 14, 2022 2:58:05 PM

Dear Luke Lindenbusch & Housing Element Advisory Committee,
 
As a lifelong Marin resident and 30 year Sausalito resident and business owner, I have a keen
interest in the decisions pending regarding new housing in Sausalito.  I have come to regard
affordable housing as the most important issue for quality and diversity of life in Sausalito and all
cities in the US that have seen exponential growth in average housing prices.  I have witnessed in my
lifetime near abolition of housing affordable to the salaried workforce in Marin—decreasing an
economically diverse population and increasing both traffic and costs to consumers of local services
(including government services), which must transfer increased employee costs (if employees can be
found at all!) to their customers.  The cultural element--ethnic and economic diversity—is also
important to me, as Marin, even though historically expensive and white, has become even more so
in the past couple of decades.  The buildable space that existed for my middle class parents no
longer exists, and more complex decisions have to be made to—if not go back completely to pan
economic housing affordability—stem the inexorable conversion of Sausalito from a Portuguese
fishing village into an exclusive enclave/tourist trap like Portofino.
 
I am in awe of your tireless work on this often contentious issue, and appreciate your willingness to
help our community.  I believe my views above are shared by many—and, likely, a majority--of
Sausalito residents. In my review of the Housing Element Draft, I would like to promote the following
points:
 
--The State dictating housing decisions in our town is real.  Any ballot measures regarding sites to
build housing must emphasize this.  Alternative methods that provide housing must be devised now
should housing site ballot measures fail the vote.
--The loudest—and, sometimes, most dishonest—voices come from those against development. 
The amplitude of these complaints should not outweigh the breadth of quiet opinion of most
Sausalito residents, who understand that “open space” now competes with “open access”
--More sites need to be considered.  Relying on ADU’s—especially with the laborious permitting
process we all dread still in effect—is overly optimistic and will surely back us up against State
intervention.  New, targeted housing needs to be planned and built.  There are plenty of sites—
remarkably, considering lack of available land on the Tiburon waterfront—available in Sausalito for
this.  And, until we can provide this housing, tenant protections need to be strengthened.
 
Thank you,
 
Patrick Lee, DDS
 

Thank you for your tireless work on the Sausalito Housing Element. It is important that the required
housing actually get built. There are some good steps in the draft housing element, but it needs to
go further to achieve our housing goals. I’d like to provide feedback on the following issues:
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1. Dependence on ballot measures: A large proportion of the sites identified in the draft are subject
to a citywide election process. Given past voting records, the city needs a back-up plan so that there
still is a path to housing should the election fail. Residents need to understand the stakes should
they vote against the measure. The simplest solution would be a city-wide up-zoning policy coupled
with elimination of single home zoning, should the election fail. 
2. Insufficient number of sites identified: The ADU projection double counts ADUs, and the
estimates of development under current zoning restrictions are far too optimistic. The document
should identify at least another 150 sites to account for this.
3. Inefficient and laborious permitting process: The permitting section does not provide any
specific permitting data. Rather, it describes the permitting time for a theoretical project. And it
vastly understates the negative impact that the permitting process has on building new housing. It
states that more development will be subject to Objective Design and Development Standards
(ODDS), and this could potentially address this issue. But we need to accurately report on permitting
times as they exist today for non-ADU housing. This should include both projects permitted, projects
in process, and projects stalled or dropped because permits could not be obtained. 
4. Tenant protections needed: The City needs stronger tenant protections, including rent control
and tenant eviction protection. While these provisions do not create more housing, they do protect
our lower income residents from being pushed out of the community. Until we have sufficient
housing, these residents are at risk. The City should commit to these programs, not simply “explore”
them. 
5. Community resistance to housing: Sausalito needs to explicitly acknowledge that community
resistance to new housing development is a constraint. Evidence includes the largely anti-
development comments we have received during this process, the passing of Ordinances 1022 and
1128, the purchase of Open Space by the city (a city that is surrounded by expansive national
parkland, GGNRA), and numerous resident initiated anti-housing campaigns via postcard mailers, on
nextdoor, and through signature gathering anti-development outreach at city events. It is very
important to note that city-wide survey data is more pro-housing than these organized smaller
groups suggest.
 
Thank you for incorporating my comments. It is critical that new housing actually gets built!
 



From: Jacqueline Kudler
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Housing Element Feedback
Date: Wednesday, September 14, 2022 1:39:00 PM

Dear City Council,

I would not like to see any diminution of the City Hall Parking lot—the one parking lot used mostly by residents for
the library, meetings, and other city issues. I also do not want the Marinship used for residential building. Its
maritime uses should continue to co-exist with small business.

And again, I think opening up single residence zoning everywhere to allow small multiplexes: 2,3,4 units on every
residential street in Sausalito would open up housing and maintain the integrity of the residential neighborhoods.

Thank you,l
Jackie Kudler
77 Prospect Ave.

mailto:j77prospect@sbcglobal.net
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: JAMES McKibben
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Cc: Linda Pfeifer
Subject: Housing Element.
Date: Saturday, September 10, 2022 6:53:00 PM

What are we going to do?? Build a few 10 story buildings for rich folks or poor folks to move into years from now??
Stupid, silly and rediculous. Gavin should have been recalled. Why live here??? It’s a City out of touch, out of
control, and out of money.

Jim McKibben
105 Sacramento Ave
Sausalito CA 94965
4152502713

mailto:jamesmckibben@sbcglobal.net
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
mailto:pfeiferlj@hotmail.com


From: Wilson, Marnie (DPH)
To: marniewilsonrn@gmail.com; Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Housing in Sausalito City Hall Parking Lot
Date: Monday, September 12, 2022 8:30:26 AM

Hello,
I recently learned of the city's plan to open up the city hall parking lot for a housing
development. The obvious reasons this is a terrible idea- cutting off parking access to city hall,
creating traffic on Caledonia and risking our holiday parades on Caledonia, belie the bigger
problem here. The city hall parking lot is one of multiple terrible sites the city has labeled as
possible development sites. To be clear, this is not low income housing, this is housing for
housing's sake. It's disappointing that Sausalito would rather surrender the character of our
unique and already densely developed town than join with other towns to fight Sacramento's
unreasonable housing mandates. I urge the members of city council to discard these plans and
focus on how Sausalito can fight the mandates that are being shoehorned into our already
tight quarters in Sausalito. 

Marnie Wilson
625 Locust Street
510-207-0587

mailto:marnie.wilson@sfdph.org
mailto:marniewilsonrn@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Lori McLoughlin
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Housing plans
Date: Sunday, September 11, 2022 12:24:59 PM

We all moved to Sausalito for a small town, safe community where you can still walk the streets, park by your own
home and go to public parks to enjoy the outdoors. No one wants to be see apartments go up at MLK park, City
Hall, etc…If housing must be put somewhere then use the abandoned building sights away from established existing
community sites that WE HIGH PAYING TAX PAYERS are paying for.
Don’t destroy parks, don’t clog streets and don’t take away City Hall community properties to shove in a bunch of
outsiders who have NO investment in our community.
In this day an age of all the craziness and hatred we NEED our parks and community places to come together for our
sanity. Don’t pack us in like caged animals.
Thank you and may smarter minds prevail,
Lori McLoughlin (17 year resident)

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:mcloughlinlori@yahoo.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Shea Putnam
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Cc: Kristen Wolslegel
Subject: Housing Sausalito comments on Sausalito Housing Element
Date: Friday, September 9, 2022 6:08:08 PM

Luke Lindenbusch
Interim Housing Policy Planner 
City of Sausalito Community Development Department 
420 Litho Street Sausalito, CA 94965 
heac@sausalito.gov

Dear Luke,

Thank you for the work on the Sausalito Housing Element. Housing Sausalito is a group of Sausalito residents who believe that 
diverse housing types can and should be built in Sausalito. We believe that additional housing will strengthen our community 
by allowing more of the people that work here to live here.This draft housing element makes some promising steps towards 
building more housing, but we believe that as written we are unlikely to achieve our RHNA goals. We would like to see the 
following changes, in order to increase our chances of success. 

Comments on the housing program:

Goal H-2 Support Housing Diversity 

Program 4 - Ensure Inventory of Sites Accommodates RHNA throughout Planning Period. The site inventory as 
currently proposed is not adequate to meet the cities’ RHNA. To address the shortfall, we believe that the city needs to 
add a back-up plan to the city election, and add another 153 units to the housing plan.  

400 of the sites identified are subject to a city election. The city has a long history of residents blocking 
development. Sausalito must have a backup plan if voters do not approve the proposed plan. It should be noted 
that there are currently parcels built out at over 150 units/acre in Sausalito- far higher than anything proposed in 
the Housing Element. Sausalito can increase density for sites or implement broad rezoning as part of the main or 
backup plan. 

Sausalito outlines its ADU methodology on page HBR-120 - The ADU projection double counts ADUs. The ADU 
estimate is based on 8 ADUs/year, plus all 21 ADUs in the pipeline. The ADUs in pipeline need to be applied to the 
8 ADUs per year. Further, it assumes that 100% of these ADUs will be used as rental properties. We believe that 
64 ADUs is a more realistic, but still very ambitious goal. The ADU/SB9 number should be 21 units. Further, 
Sausalito should commit to a program to monitor ADU usage and adjust goals if the ADU projections are below 
estimates, and implement programs to compensate if ADU creation falls short of estimates. 

The SB9 projections are too aggressive (page HBR-120). The city claims that the survey results can be 
extrapolated to all underutilized lots. However, the city did significant reachout during the process and still only 
gained 142 respondents (of which 4 cited interest) . The state requires owner interest for SB9 projections, not 
estimates. We believe that it is especially unrealistic to use extrapolations in Sausalito as many parcels are on 
steep land that will make SB9 development much more difficult. We believe that an additional 8 units (not 52) is 
more realistic. This would reduce the ADU/SB9 number to 51 units. 

Development of existing residential sites is too optimistic, and does not take into account the probability of 
development. Only 2 non-ADU units were built last cycle, for a development rate of roughly 2%. The Housing 
Element currently estimates that 118 existing residential sites will be built this cycle. This assumes that every 
developable site will be developed. Given Sausalito’s move to objective standards, it is reasonable to assume that 
the rate of development will increase, but it is not reasonable to project that development will increase from 2% to 
100%. We believe that it is more reasonable for Sausalito to assume that it goes from a 2% development 
rate to a 25% development rate (a greater than 10x increase), or 30 units total.  

Program 14 - Sausalito should commit to tracking (in the recommended rental registry) the number of rental units that will 

mailto:shea.putnam@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
mailto:kristenwols@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


take Section 8 vouchers. 

Program 15 - There have been no developments with more than 4 units since the Inclusionary Housing Regulations were 
implemented. The goal of this program should be to ensure that the program is used. Implementing more stringent 
requirements will further reduce the likelihood of there being a qualifying development. The city should commit to 
loosening criteria, not tightening them. 

Goal H-3 Reducing constraints

Program 16 - zoning amendments 

Sections F, H and I. These sections all seem to deal with Objective Design and Development Standards (ODDS). 
Sections F and H limit themselves to where state law mandates these requirements. Section I implies that 
Sausalito will go further than state law, in that they would be applied to single family and possibly multi-family 
without an affordable component. In the last HEAC meeting, Chair Feller stated that ODDS would be applied to all 
development. This is critical for meeting the RHNA goals. As such, these sections need to be explicit that the 
ODDS standards will be the default for all Sausalito projects, not just those required by law, and that subjective 
review standards will not apply. If there are circumstances under which ODDS will not apply, the city should specify 
those circumstances as well. 

Program 19 - Development Review Standards - It is not clear how this program interacts with portions of Program 
16 identified above. It seems to indicate ODDS are only to be implemented as required by law. This is in conflict 
with Chair Feller’s statements. If ODDS will only be implemented as required, the City needs additional, strong 
programs to greatly ease the permitting process in other circumstances. 

Goal H-4 - Affirmatively further fair housing 

Program 22 - Displacement Protection - 

This program does not include the most effective displacement protections - implementation of rent 
stabilization and a commitment to eviction protections (not consideration of protections). The city 
should commit to these more effective programs. 

Comments on the Background report

Housing Background Report, Chapter III - Housing Constraints

Much of this section restates the Sausalito zoning code and lists many programs, making it laborious to read, and obscuring 
the actual constraints facing Sausalito. It would greatly improve readability to reduce this section to cover the specific issues 
causing constraints.

Page HBR-57 - The City states that Land Use controls “Implementation of these standards has not resulted in a serious 
constraint in providing housing to the various income levels.” On page HBR-57-58, the City provides current zoning densities, 
which range from 2.2 units/acre to 29 units/acre. Much of Sausalito was developed prior to the implementation of the zoning 
code, and as De Novo provided the city, many parcels are developed at much higher densities. There are a number of parcels 
at well over 100 units/acre. Given that current land use regulations would not allow our current housing stock to be built, it 
seems disingenuous to state that current land use zoning does not result in a serious constraint.

Later, the City recognizes zoning as a constraint on pages HBR-72, when it describes the impact of the overlay and specifically 
notes that ministerial review removes constraints. 

“Released from the constraints of conventional zoning standards, the -PD overlay allows for flexibility in residential density, 
commercial intensity, and other development standards within a creative design that would otherwise not be possible using 
traditional setbacks, lot coverage requirements, etc. A mixture of residential housing types (e.g., detached or attached single-



family, condominium, senior) as well as densities can be accommodated utilizing the -PD approach. “

 It also seems to conflict with the statement on page HBR-179 that land use and zoning law is one of the top three issues to be 
addressed in the Housing Element. 

The City should specifically identify zoning and land use regulation as a constraint in housing development and 
address it consistently and clearly throughout the housing element. 

Page HBR-68 - The City states, “However, the existing multi-family parking standards are only slightly higher than the parking 
reductions allowed under the density bonus provisions, which would require only one space for zero to one bedroom units, two 
parking spaces for two to three bedroom units, and 2.5 parking spaces for four and more bedroom units for projects that 
qualify. Therefore, the existing multi-family parking standards are not considered a constraint.” This suggests that if Sausalito 
meets state requirements, its mandates aren’t a constraint. Sausalito can do better than state mandates. Several jurisdictions 
have eliminated parking requirements, either entirely or in specific circumstances. Parking mandates consume a considerable 
portion of Sausalito’s land use, and directly compete with space for housing. Parking mandates as they exist should be 
considered a constraint.

Page HBR-83 - Table 52 on page HSBR-83 outlines “typical” application processing times. These times do not represent the 
“typical” experience for someone wishing to build in Sausalito. We reviewed several projects and the timelines of these projects 
conflict with timelines stated in the housing element. The City should provide these numbers based on the actual experience of 
projects they have processed, not on theoretical projects. Here are some specific examples of individual projects:

Peter McGuire letter - trying to get approval for 4 years - https://sausalito.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?
view_id=7&clip_id=106&meta_id=14174

Matt Smith - trying to get approval for 3 years - https://legistarweb-
production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/233341/08-27-18_Matt_Smith_and_Kirstin_Thomas.pdf

99 Wolfback - indicative of community resistance. https://legistarweb-
production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/892562/Staff_Report_-_clean.pdf

177 Cazneau, trying to get approval for 5 years. See agenda item 6A: 
https://granicus_production_attachments.s3.amazonaws.com/sausalito/f4684205d6e27b6df56875242e6e66fa0.pdf

The Housing Element does not address current permitting timeframes and whether the city is currently in compliance with state 
permitting benchmarks. This data should be included in the Housing Element. If the data is not currently available, the city 
should include a program to start collecting and monitoring the data. If the city is not meeting the state benchmarks, there 
should be a program to bring Sausalito permitting timelines into compliance with the state. 

One metric of how oppressive the process is would be the hours of public hearings per permit issued. According to the draft 
housing element, the City has issued 2 permits for projects other than ADUs (which must be approved ministerially) since 
2014. During that time, the planning commission has held 504 hours and 34 minutes of public hearings. The City should 
specifically identify permitting times and Design Review as a constraint on the development of housing. 

HBR-89 - Non-governmental constraints
“The cost parameters of these elements fluctuate significantly in response to a wide variety of local, State, natural, and global 
economic and social events. The influence that City government has on these factors is negligible.”

The allowable density on a parcel has a dramatic impact on the cost per unit. This is entirely within Sausalito’s control

Sausalito needs to explicitly identify that community resistance to new development is a constraint.  Evidence that 
community resistance is a restraint includes:

the largely anti-development comments we have received during this process,

the passing of Ordinances Ordinance 1022 and 1128,

https://sausalito.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=7&clip_id=106&meta_id=14174
https://sausalito.granicus.com/MetaViewer.php?view_id=7&clip_id=106&meta_id=14174
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/233341/08-27-18_Matt_Smith_and_Kirstin_Thomas.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/233341/08-27-18_Matt_Smith_and_Kirstin_Thomas.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/892562/Staff_Report_-_clean.pdf
https://legistarweb-production.s3.amazonaws.com/uploads/attachment/pdf/892562/Staff_Report_-_clean.pdf
https://granicus_production_attachments.s3.amazonaws.com/sausalito/f4684205d6e27b6df56875242e6e66fa0.pdf


the purchase of Open Space by the city, in a city surrounded by the GGNR. 

A resident created a website and postcard mailer that she sent to all 94965 residents to build resistance to a single family 
home in her neighborhood.

Housing Background Report, Chapter V – Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing
Local Knowledge (HBR-142): The City provides a good summary of the history of racial covenants, the disparities that exist 
today and the desegregation order of the school district.  

This report does not address the role that Sausalito’s current zoning laws have had on maintaining and increasing 
segregation, even after racial covenants were deemed unenforceable. As Nolan Gray states in Arbitrary Lines, zoning is 
a mechanism designed to inflate property values, slow city growth and segregate cities. Zoning, as first designed by the 
city of Berkeley, was explicitly implemented to exclude Chinese residents from cities. Zoning laws were initially explicitly 
racist until the courts prohibited explicitly racist zoning laws. Then segregationists used economic segregation, which 
worked as an effective proxy. 

Modern society has grown accustomed to zoning after 100 years, but we must all learn to distinguish “good zoning” 
from “bad zoning.” Good zoning separates noxious industrial uses from residential areas, and that’s a legitimate 
government policy. But bad zoning, which imposes arbitrary design distinctions between different types of housing, only 
achieves economic segregation, has no health and safety benefits, and is rooted in racism. (See Richard Rothstein, 
The Color of Law (2017).) Low-density residential zoning continues persistent patterns of segregation, and needs to be 
abolished if Sausalito wants to create an integrated community.

De Novo identified that the city's built density is higher than current zoning regulations allow. This is indefensible. 
Zoning regulations should accommodate the existing built environment. 

Many residents have expressed a desire to keep Sausalito “salty”. The saltiness was created before zoning was 
in place - the organic result of work and vision of all the residents that were here. Fun and funky does not come 
out of zoning regulations. If we want salty, we need to reduce the restrictiveness that zoning requires.

Housing Background Report, Chapter VI – Evaluation Of The 2015-2023 Housing Element

HBR-181 - Sausalito describes its 5th element as “Overall, the City’s housing programs have been effective in 
addressing the majority of the City’s goals, removing potential constraints to affordable housing, ensuring coordination 
between City …”. This is not accurate. It did not meet its RHNA and the affordability of housing worsened significantly 
during the cycle. Only 2 non-ADU units were permitted, while 6 rental units were converted to hotel rooms, for a net-loss 
of non-ADU housing. As the sentence is demonstrably false, it should be removed.

HBR-188, TABLE 66, Program 4. This program description and future is confusing. The City states the program is 
successful and is removing it. Will it be removing Design Review from the process entirely? Or is it replacing it with 
ODDS? Or is the City planning to continue Design Review, but just remove it from the housing element? This needs to 
be clarified.

HRB-189, TABLE 66, Program 6. This program states that it is preserving rental housing, but then only discusses 
affordable housing. HEAC member Jenny Silva reviewed all permits for the last housing cycle and noted that 6 rental 
units were converted to hotel rooms, meaning that 6 rental units were eliminated. Comparable rental units were not 
created during the 5th cycle, so the City lost rental housing last cycle. 

HBR-189, TABLE 66, Program 7. None of the sites on the 5th Cycle inventory were developed. As such, it is 
inappropriate for Sausalito to call this program “successful.” We do support the modifications being proposed, and also 
suggest additional modifications under the program section. 

HBR-196, TABLE 66, Programs 14,16,17, 18, 19 - Sausalito states success due to putting in place regulations. However, 
it should specify whether or not there has been any use of these programs. 

https://islandpress.org/books/arbitrary-lines


Site inventory

Many of the sites on the inventory are currently being used for other purposes. Unless the City has confirmation from the 
owner that they plan to develop, it will need to apply a probability of development to these units. 

Any sites reused from the previous cycle need to be identified on the site inventory and be rezoned for by-right approval.

Mill Valley cannot make 1 Hamilton financially viable with less than 40 units, and this is being developed on city-owned 
land. If land costs need to be considered, unit counts would need to be higher. Most of the affordable projects in the 
Sausalito housing element are under this 40 unit level. Bee Street was a fabulous affordable project in Sausalito. 
However, it is not an appropriate comp for future projects as Bee Street was only feasible due to the many, many hours 
invested in the project by community members. The following sites should be upzoned to the level that they will support 
affordable housing. 

300 Spencer - 26 units. 

100 Spinnaker - 43 units, but privately held land

300 Locust - 13 units

City Hall - 37 units

Marinship (privately owned) - 47 units

2656 Bridgeway (privately owned) - 23 units

Sausalito school district - 27 units

Tomales Street - 31 units

215 Sausalito - the owner has publicly stated that they plan to build a single family home. As such, this projected housing 
will almost certainly not be built, and the site removed from the inventory. 

Sincerely, 

Shea Putnam & Kristen Wolslegel
Housing Sausalito



From: MARILYN PALLISTER
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Housing
Date: Friday, September 9, 2022 8:02:38 AM

I have become aware of the housing possibility at the library parking lot.

What a terrible decision…there are many considerations as to my opposition: a) I frequent many Caledonia
merchants and believe the inability to access street parking would be challenging. The library parking lot no longer
viable would impact parking spots on the street b) I often go to the library and as a resident it is a luxury to find a
spot and have accessibility to the building with ease c) the over 60 population is quite high, and it would be most
difficult for some seniors to navigate the stairs and the hill d) the city hall, library, etc. should be a facility accessible
to all Sausalito residents and not a select few. 
The greater good needs to be rendered here and it would be a wise city council to come to the right conclusion.
MARILYN PALLISTER

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:mypall@me.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Ingrid Simkins
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: low housing units
Date: Monday, September 12, 2022 5:23:25 PM

I understand Sausalito can't keep paying fines for not enough affordable housing but
37 units in the parking lot behind City Hall is most unreasonable. Where would the
designated parking be for these units? On the streets surrounding the complex?
There is limited space already for our personal residences. The City Hall is supposed
to support us, the community, in cases of emergency, sudden power outages,
downed internet, fire, a place to keep cool during heat advisories and much more. In
addition, the costs to construct a sturdy foundation on which to build the units will be
anything but affordable since it is on a hill. 

What about alternatives such as abandoned buildings on Bridgeway or the shipyards
that would provide parking? 

The proposed construction of these units pose several negatives. A parking
nightmare for residents, pollution due to increased traffic on our streets, decrease
in our property values.

I am not anti affordable housing but this proposal makes zero sense to me.

Sincerely,
Ingrid Simkins
416 Bee Street

mailto:ingridsimkins@comcast.net
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Patricia McKennee
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: NO on #2023-21 / Housing Element - 37 units in CIty Library’s Parking Lot!!
Date: Friday, September 9, 2022 2:43:39 PM

Hello,

Please don’t let this absurd proposal pass!! We are already starved for parking in Sausalito!!

I live in a lovely 2BR/2B apartment at 1221 Bridgeway - with 3 drivers with 3 cars living here
currently and ONE parking space!! 

We are beyond the limits for getting a residential sticker (which is absurd in itself as there are
many apartments with multiple tenants near us!) so both my son and his girlfriend have to
either walk many blocks (many days they use the Library) or move their cars every 2-3 hours.
She is pregnant so imagine how satisfactory that has been during this heat wave!

I have spoken to Eliot at the police department, who was extremely sympathetic, but there was
nothing he could do. 

Please do NOT allow the Library lot to be taken for housing!! I am very sympathetic to the
needs of people for housing, but that is not the place!

Thank you in advance for listening,

Patricia McKennee
1221 Bridgeway 
Suite 4
Sausalito, CA 94965
415-672-1102

"Shoot for the moon. Even if you miss, you’ll land among the stars."
~ Les Brown

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:pmckennee@yahoo.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Awny Rael
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee; City Council
Subject: NO TO 37 UNITS AT CITY HALL
Date: Monday, September 12, 2022 3:32:03 PM

To the Housing Element Committee and Sausalito City Council: 

We, the undersigned, strongly oppose the City Hall parking lot as a housing element site. It is not
acceptable to “take from” in so many ways in an attempt to meet a mandate number. Among the
detriments:

IGNORES the needs of our older residents. The City Hall parking lot serves our growing age-in-
place community—their only means to safely access the library and events. They have voiced their
concerns—“What about us? What are we supposed to do?”

IGNORES the needs of new residents. With 700+ units total mandated, 1400+ new residents
will live here. Diminishing the lot eliminates their access to our library, playground, basketball
courts and park.

IGNORES the needs of existing residents. 37 units (as well as fewer) obliterates views, snarls
traffic and adds concentrated noise pollution to a quiet, residential 1-block area—which in turn
plummets property values—and there are already other sites around City Hall meeting the housing
burden.

IGNORES cost burden. The flat area that comprises the lot is deceptive. Before construction can
begin, the cost of critical hillside reinforcement alone, with significant slopes on two sides, is
exorbitant—money surely better used elsewhere.

Commandeering our City Hall parking lot to build units takes from ALL the residents in our small
and growing community. 

We demand this site be removed from the housing development list.

Sincerely,

Andrea Rael 
20 Crescent Ave 
Sausalito CA 94965

mailto:awnypawns@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
mailto:citycouncil@sausalito.gov


From: Annette Brinton
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee; City Council
Cc: "Adrian Brinton"
Subject: NO TO 37 UNITS AT CITY HALL
Date: Monday, September 12, 2022 9:14:11 PM

To the Housing Element Committee and Sausalito City Council:
 

We, the undersigned, strongly oppose the City Hall parking lot as a housing
element site. It is not acceptable to “take from” in so many ways in an attempt
to meet a mandate number. Among the detriments:
 
IGNORES the needs of our older residents. The City Hall parking lot serves our growing age-in-place
community—their only means to safely access the library and events. They have voiced their
concerns—“What about us? What are we supposed to do?”
 
IGNORES the needs of new residents. With 700+ units total mandated, 1400+ new residents will
live here. Diminishing the lot eliminates their access to our library, playground, basketball courts and
park.
 
IGNORES the needs of existing residents. 37 units (as well as fewer) obliterates views, snarls traffic
and adds concentrated noise pollution to a quiet, residential 1-block area—which in turn plummets
property values—and there are already other sites around City Hall meeting the housing burden.
 
IGNORES cost burden. The flat area that comprises the lot is deceptive. Before construction can
begin, the cost of critical hillside reinforcement alone, with significant slopes on two sides, is
exorbitant—money surely better used elsewhere.

 
Commandeering our City Hall parking lot to build units takes from ALL the
residents in our small and growing community.
 
We demand this site be removed from the housing development list.
 
Sincerely,
 
Annette & Adrian Brinton
 
 
Annette Brinton CFP®
Founding Partner, Senior Wealth Manager

WAYPOINT WEALTH PARTNERS
1 Belvedere Place, Suite 200

mailto:annette@waypointwp.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
mailto:citycouncil@sausalito.gov
mailto:adrian@brinton.to


Mill Valley, CA 94941
T   877.768.4802 x10
F   415.530.2605
C  415.699.8495
www.waypointwp.com
 
Please use our secure portal when sending any documents with sensitive information.
Waypoint Client Portal
 

http://www.waypointwp.com/
https://waypointwealth.portal.tamaracinc.com/Login.aspx?ReturnUrl=%2f


From: Joyce Alexander
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee; City Council
Subject: NO TO 37 UNITS AT CITY HALL
Date: Wednesday, September 14, 2022 3:43:06 PM

To the Housing Element Committee and Sausalito City Council, 

I strongly oppose the City Hall parking lot as a housing element site. It is not acceptable to
“take from” in so many ways in an attempt to meet a mandate number. Among the detriments:

IGNORES the needs of our older residents. The City Hall parking lot serves our
growing age-in-place community—their only means to safely access the library and
events. They have voiced their concerns—“What about us? What are we supposed to
do?”
IGNORES the needs of new residents. With 700+ units total mandated, 1400+ new
residents will live here. Diminishing the lot eliminates their access to our library,
playground, basketball courts and park.
IGNORES the needs of existing residents. 37 units (as well as fewer) obliterates views,
snarls traffic and adds concentrated noise pollution to a quiet, residential 1-block area—
which in turn plummets property values—and there are already other sites around City
Hall meeting the housing burden.
IGNORES cost burden. The flat area that comprises the lot is deceptive. Before
construction can begin, the cost of critical hillside reinforcement alone, with significant
slopes on two sides, is exorbitant—money surely better used elsewhere.

Commandeering our City Hall parking lot to build units takes from ALL the residents in our
small and growing community.

I demand this site be removed from the housing development list.

Sincerely,
Joyce Alexander

mailto:joyalex108@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
mailto:citycouncil@sausalito.gov


From: Dorothy Sullivan
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: No To City Hall / Library Housing Site
Date: Sunday, September 11, 2022 10:48:09 AM

Hello - voicing my opinion for no housing at the city hall / library site.  Reasons include, noise, people density, more
delivery trucks, limited access to library.
Thank you

mailto:dorothysull@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Story Rafter
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: No to converting City Hall lot into housing.
Date: Wednesday, September 7, 2022 9:02:41 PM

I am writing to express my concern & disapproval of the proposal to convert the City Hall parking lot into
housing units.
Bringing that many units to the already densely populated area around Caledonia street would negatively
impact the neighborhood in a number of ways I am sure you are already aware of : traffic snarls,, loss of
local charm, parking issues.
As a long time resident of Marin and Sausalito I cherish the small town character that I feel sure would be
lost.
Please consider this a firm vote against this plan.

Story Rafter
415 350-3343
storyrafter@sbcglobal.net

mailto:storyrafter@sbcglobal.net
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Mark Coleman
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee; City Council
Subject: No to new building on City Hall parking lot
Date: Wednesday, September 14, 2022 8:31:53 PM

To the Housing Element Committee and Sausalito City Council: 

I strongly oppose the City Hall parking lot as a housing element site. It is not
acceptable to “take from” in so many ways in an attempt to meet a mandate
number. Among the detriments:

IGNORES the needs of our older residents. The City Hall parking lot serves our
growing age-in-place community—their only means to safely access the library and
events. They have voiced their concerns—“What about us? What are we supposed
to do?”

IGNORES the needs of new residents. With 700+ units total mandated, 1400+ new
residents will live here. Diminishing the lot eliminates their access to our library,
playground, basketball courts and park.

IGNORES the needs of existing residents. 37 units (as well as fewer) obliterates
views, snarls traffic and adds concentrated noise pollution to a quiet, residential 1-
block area—which in turn plummets property values—and there are already other
sites around City Hall meeting the housing burden.

IGNORES cost burden. The flat area that comprises the lot is deceptive. Before
construction can begin, the cost of critical hillside reinforcement alone, with
significant slopes on two sides, is exorbitant—money surely better used elsewhere.

Commandeering our City Hall parking lot to build units takes from ALL the residents
in our small and growing community. 

We demand this site be removed from the housing development list.

mailto:info@markcoleman.org
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
mailto:citycouncil@sausalito.gov


Sincerely,

Mark Coleman
Long time Resident / owner at 143 Girard Ave, Sausalito

Mark Coleman
Author, From Suffering to Peace
14152333100
www.markcoleman.org
www.awakeinthewild.com
www.mindfulnesstraininginstitute.com

   I'm using Inbox When Ready to protect my focus.

http://www.markcoleman.org/
http://www.awakeinthewild.com/
http://www.mindfulnesstraininginstitute.com/
https://inboxwhenready.org/?utm_campaign=signature&utm_medium=email&utm_source=signature
https://inboxwhenready.org/?utm_campaign=signature&utm_medium=email&utm_source=signature


From: Lori S
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: NO UNITS AT CITY HALL
Date: Tuesday, September 13, 2022 1:07:30 PM

 
To the Housing Element Committee and Sausalito City Council: 

 
We, the undersigned, strongly oppose the City Hall parking lot as a housing element site. It is not acceptable
to “take from” in so many ways in an attempt to meet a mandate number. Among the detriments:
 
IGNORES the needs of our older residents. The City Hall parking lot serves our growing age-in-place
community—their only means to safely access the library and events. They have voiced their
concerns—“What about us? What are we supposed to do?”
 
IGNORES the needs of new residents. With 700+ units total mandated, 1400+ new residents will live
here. Diminishing the lot eliminates their access to our library, playground, basketball courts and park.
 
IGNORES the needs of existing residents. 37 units (as well as fewer) obliterates views, snarls traffic and
adds concentrated noise pollution to a quiet, residential 1-block area—which in turn plummets property
values—and there are already other sites around City Hall meeting the housing burden.
 
IGNORES cost burden. The flat area that comprises the lot is deceptive. Before construction can begin,
the cost of critical hillside reinforcement alone, with significant slopes on two sides, is exorbitant—money
surely better used elsewhere.
 
Commandeering our City Hall parking lot to build units takes from ALL the residents in our small and
growing community. 
 
We demand this site be removed from the housing development list.
 
Sincerely,
 
Lori Schwanbeck
 

I have additional concerns to add:

Negatively compromises the civic heart of Sausalito that is a gathering place for families, residents,
emergency services.
 
 

mailto:lorischwanbeck@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Pam Abendroth
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Not city hall
Date: Wednesday, September 14, 2022 9:53:50 AM

Remove the City Hall site from consideration for housing!
This block is the heart of our city!
It is a lovely vibrant neighborhood which needs to preserved and protected.
The parking lot serves the citizens well for many reasons including access to the library, city hall chambers, and
multiple activities and services in the building itself.
This is NOT a site that should be considered for more housing!

mailto:pam.abendroth@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Sue Stephenson
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee; City Council
Subject: Opposition to City Hall Units!
Date: Wednesday, September 14, 2022 10:45:51 AM

Dear members of the housing committee and city council:

While I understand the pressure we’re under to meet the housing mandate, the City Hall parking lot is a
wholly unacceptable site to meet the numbers. 

Has no one considered:

• The MILLIONS it will cost in soil engineering and hill stabilization—when there are already sites that
don’t require this outlay

• The fact that this lot is in ACTIVE SERVICE not only to workers, but to groups that frequent the
library, events and park who will lose easy access:
- Seniors and elders, who cannot safely negotiate the surrounding slopes
- Families with children
- The upwards of 1500 residents who will be added to Sausalito as a result of this initiative

• The impact to existing residents who will:
- LOSE the right to the peaceful residential neighborhood we have purposefully chosen to live—37 units
equates to ~60 people in a ¼ block area with associated high concentration noise and traffic
- LOSE the views that we’ve paid dearly for 
- LOSE property values as views disappear and congestion increases—especially untenable for many of us
who are low/mid income and depend on selling one day
- ENDURE years of noise and disruption as the above-and-beyond work is undertaken (excavating the
existing parking, digging down, reinforcing slope, erecting pylons and so forth)

Meanwhile, this neighborhood:
• ALREADY HAS low-income housing
• ALREADY HAS several appropriate sites earmarked for development
• ALREADY HAS ADU-willing residents

As a final observation, certain in-the-works decisions strike me as madness—for instance, preserving
dilapidated Marinship. Particularly because building there does this positive thing for the city: It
creates an opportunity for retail businesses to generate income. Imagine a part of town where a
beautiful, Whiskey-Springs-like neighborhood takes shape there, with multi-income residents of all ages
(proven in studies to be the most successful model), with sidewalks, blocks and landscaping (also proven in
studies to create pride of ownership and stronger community ties). Existing businesses continue to operate
there. New ones—small retail, grocer, coffee, restaurant, etc. thrive to generate city income.  And choices
are made in its development so it becomes a model of sustainable practices as well as community success.

That, for instance, is a model that is welcoming and adds to Sausalito in many ways—the very antithesis of
wedging 37 units in a high-use municipal parking lot that "takes from” in all ways.  

NO, NO, A MILLION TIMES NO TO UNITS IN THE CITY HALL PARKING LOT. And personally
committed to ensuring it never happens.

Thank you for your time.

-Sue Stephenson

mailto:copywritersue@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
mailto:citycouncil@sausalito.gov




From: Hasson, Kirke M.
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Opposition to Public Review Draft of 2023-31 Housing Element
Date: Wednesday, September 7, 2022 9:55:46 AM
Attachments: image4d9959.PNG

imagecc1f78.PNG

I write in opposition to the continued inclusion of Site 52 in the August 12 Public Review Draft of
2023-31 Housing Element. 
 
I have lived near that area of Sausalito for 38 years.  The area is characterized by the charming City
Hall (formerly Central School) and by peaceful and quiet evenings and nights for the surrounding
residential area, chiefly single-family homes like ours.  Increasing traffic and density – with 28 new
units where the current City Hall parking lot is located, and especially with the alternative 37 units
discussed in the Draft – would change the character of the area for the worse, and upend that peace
and quietude.
 
Please instead prioritize the use of areas which are already commercial or in need of redevelopment,
and where placement of new housing would change the character of the area for the better, not for
the worse.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kirke Hasson

Kirke M. Hasson | Retired Partner
Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman LLP
Four Embarcadero Center, 22nd Floor | San Francisco, CA 94111-5998
t +1.415.983.1077 | f +1.415.983.1200 | m +1.415.264.0300
kirke.hasson@pillsburylaw.com | website bio

 

The contents of this message, together with any attachments, are intended only for the use of
the individual or entity to which they are addressed and may contain information that is legally
privileged, confidential and exempt from disclosure. If you are not the intended recipient, you
are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this message, or any
attachment, is strictly prohibited. If you have received this message in error, please notify the
original sender or the Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman Service Desk at Tel: 800-477-0770,
Option 1, immediately by telephone and delete this message, along with any attachments, from

mailto:kirke.hasson@pillsburylaw.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
mailto:kirke.hasson@pillsburylaw.com
https://www.pillsburylaw.com/en/lawyers/kirke-hasson.html
http://www.pillsburylaw.com/




your computer. Nothing in this message may be construed as a digital or electronic signature
of any employee of Pillsbury Winthrop Shaw Pittman. Thank you.

    



From: Deborah McCarthy
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Cc: Steven De La Pena
Subject: Planned housing development
Date: Saturday, September 10, 2022 10:42:40 PM

To Whom It May Concern

The prospect of building multiple units in the library parking lot is ludicrous!
This would adversely impact seniors and the disabled in our town, and negativity affect this
town's public safety and quality of life.
As seniors, my husband and I have left so many wonderful places that were ruined by poor
city leadership decisions that allowed badly planned development and  blighted the
neighborhood.
Sausalito has unique ingress and egress issues, being narrowly situated between steep hills and
water, as well as being in a fire and earthquake prone zone.  Global warming contributes yet
another safety aspect. 
We cannot imagine this small, precariously placed town having to add the amount of housing
required by the state. It is absolutely insane. You could build east of Bridgeway, but the lack
of wisdom in building high density housing in a tsunami zone is obvious. The hills are also a
problem, being prone to soil movement and fire.  Just leaving town to access 101 north is
already a lengthy process.
To build in one of the few open gathering places ior times of emergency and disaster in this
town in an otherwise already high density area is unwise, if not disastrous.
Feel free to rebut these facts.

Sincerely.
Deborah McCarthy and Steven De La Pens
92 Cypress Place Sausalito 

mailto:islandeb@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
mailto:baywritersteve@gmail.com


From: Maureen Sullivan
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Please no new housing at city hall
Date: Friday, September 9, 2022 3:05:38 PM

Hello,
I have lived at 416 Bee St for over 3 years now.  I moved across the country, from Manhattan NY, searching for a
quiet, welcoming neighborhood that embraced nature and community….I found it in Sausalito. Adding the new
housing units will add congestion, noise, density etc that will devastate this side of town. I will probably have to
move, as this is not the environment I was looking for…the community I have found such happiness in.  There are
multiple sites down in the Marinship area that are ripe for this kind of housing…yet they have not even been
considered.  Please send out someone to actually evaluate these areas that are our HOMES and not squares on maps.
Thank you,
Maureen Sullivan
416 Bee St Sausalito

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:maureensull@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Bryan Fahrenheit
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Please Remove City Hall from Consideration for Potential Sites
Date: Tuesday, September 13, 2022 8:04:13 PM

I am writing out of concern over the fact that 420 Litho street, Sausalito's City Hall building, is
being considered as a site for residential development. It is currently our city's most important
historic structure. City hall is our emergency gathering center, it's our public space. 

On the Draft Opportunity Sites map, it is listed as Site 52 and the entire building and parking
lot is highlighted. It would be unacceptable to alter our historic City Hall building in any way
when there are plenty of other perfectly acceptable sites to choose from. This is why I am
asking you to remove Site 52 from consideration. Thank you. 

mailto:bryanfahrenheit84@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Joanna McCarver
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Proposed housing at city hall
Date: Thursday, September 8, 2022 9:16:05 PM
Attachments: image0.png

If it was April 1 I would be laughing about this but is this for real!? Where can I view the plans for
this? How many stories is this proposed building supposed to be? Where are people supposed to
park? This is insane!  I am personally committed to making sure this does not happen.

A concerned tax paying citizen who lives up the hill from this.

Joanna McCarver
28 Filbert Ave
415 518 4487

mailto:slomojo@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov



Sent from my iPhone



From: Dana Kay
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Proposed housing in city hall parking lot
Date: Monday, September 12, 2022 10:53:43 AM

Hello,

I am writing to express my disapproval of this location for a housing project. This is very
inappropriate as it is a town meeting area and emergency gathering location. I was surprised to
see this because I thought the location was going to be at Marina Plaza across from the former
homeless encampment. That feels much more appropriate, with room for parking.

Dana Herrick
Sausalito resident since 1999.

mailto:dkonthebay@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Davia Lehn
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Proposed housing in parking lot behind City Hall
Date: Saturday, September 10, 2022 8:51:52 AM

Dear Sausalito Council,

Please put a stop to this ghastly idea.

I am a 74 yo houseboat resident who has lived here since the 80s and who loves and has used the library consistently
(even through the pandemic - thank you for curbside pickup). When power was out a couple of years ago for several
days, the library was a savior. Have also enjoyed the Opera classes (at night) and others given by a Park and Rec.
My daughter’s go to park was Robin Sweeney, followed by a trip to the library. Without parking, none of this would
have been possible. It is hideous to think that you may now be considering taking a way access to something that we
citizens cherish and support. A few times when parking was not available for whatever reason, the climb up a hill or
down the hill was doable at a younger age. Not now.

Please, please, please remove this site from your list. It is egregious to the community.

Davia Lehn
7 A Dock
Sausalito, CA 94965

Sent from my iPad

mailto:dlehn@sbcglobal.net
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Nancy Bohnet
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: proposed housing in Sausalito City Hall parking lot
Date: Saturday, September 10, 2022 7:49:24 AM

As a long-time Sausalito resident and library supporter, I wonder at the advisability of
destroying the City Hall parking area for affordable housing. This seems a very ill-
conceived, short-sighted idea. I have seen a plethora of empty, long-time unused
buildings in other areas of the city that would seem more suited to this very necessary
project. Will this be another fiasco like the moving of the homeless encampment from
Dunphy Park to the Marinship area? A big expense which created more expense, had
to be overturned, then repaired at more expense?

Sincerely,
Nancy Bohnet 

mailto:njbohnet@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: jb1687@gmail.com
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Proposed Housing Project...
Date: Saturday, September 10, 2022 3:30:12 PM

behind City Hall would be a NIGHTMARE for that neighborhood!  Plus, the library, city hall,
etc NEED parking!!  This is a ridiculous proposal.  Why not work with the Feds and convert
an old shipyard building with plenty of space for everything?  Thank you!

mailto:jb1687@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Susan L Killion
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee; Kristina Feller; J Kellman - Planning Commission Chair; Susan Cleveland-

Knowles; Beth Thompson
Subject: Prospect Avenue
Date: Wednesday, August 31, 2022 6:17:11 PM

It has come to my attention that a property on Prospect Avenue has been singled out for higher
density housing. This is completely inappropriate as 
Prospect is a narrow street with no outlet. Already we are at extreme risk in the event of a
wildfire or other natural disaster. The street is frequently impassable as it is due to heavy
traffic and congestion. Furthermore we have been trapped at the end of the street on several
occasions with downed trees. The street is not equipped to handle further density and we are at
grave risk in the event of an emergency.  Note that the end of Prospect directly abuts open
space land.  Please remove this property from your list.

I had many friends and colleagues directly involved in the Santa Rosa tubes Wildfire.  It is
essential we maintain safe evacuation routes for the existing residents.  I do not believe our
community can support the state mandated numbers and firmly believe Sausalito should
participate in a lawsuit against the state.

Susan Samols 

Get Outlook for iOS

NOTICE TO RECIPIENT:  If you are not the intended recipient of this e-mail, you are prohibited from sharing, copying, or
otherwise using or disclosing its contents.  If you have received this e-mail in error, please notify the sender immediately by
reply e-mail and permanently delete this e-mail and any attachments without reading, forwarding or saving them. v.173.295 
Thank you.
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From: Elizabeth H
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Protest against housing forced into parking lot of city hall of Sausalito
Date: Thursday, September 8, 2022 8:36:06 PM

Hello,

I'm writing to express concern and my strong opposition of the 37 units proposed to be 
forced into the parking lot behind City Hall. Instead, the city should consider that huge
practically condemned warehouse down at 25 Liberty Ship Way! It's an eyesore, and a waste
of space. it should be torn down and replaced with housing there. They should not cram more
housing into the already crowded hills and compromise our public hall and library. 

There is *so* much wasted space along the waterfront it's crazy! Places that look like absolute
junkyards with trash heaps and storage containers using up valuable waterfront real estate and
no one seems to care or want to upkeep it. Not to mention the several abandoned properties
along the Bridgeway (1749-1741 Bridgeway,) that are also an eyesore and could easily be
turned into several lovely multi-family homes. 

The hills are full, convert more of the warehouses, or knock them down and build apartments
with enough space for parking rather than congesting the hills. Fix up the weird, gross
properties on the Bridgeway. There is plenty of space in Sausalito, you just need to look!

Thank you,

Elizabeth Herron, MS, ATC

mailto:elizabethherronatc@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Zenia Gilg
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Public Review Draft of 2023-31 Housing Element
Date: Tuesday, September 13, 2022 11:24:39 AM

Greetings:

I am a resident and home-owner in Sausalito who is very concerned with the possibility that
housing will be built in the area of City Hall. While I understand and support the need for
affordable housing in our town, building in this location would be devastating and ultimately
costly to the community. 

It will impact already congested parking and driving on and around Caledonia (an area which
has traditionally been the one refuge for local families). Increased traffic will make the
beautiful playground - which is so enjoyed by our children - difficult to drive to and dangerous
to walk around. The library and outdoor picnic area would likewise be impacted by the
development. Importantly, the homes to the west of the project would be deprived of their
view - which opens the City up to costly lawsuits. I should note that my home would not be
impacted by the development as it is far from the proposed site, yet I still find the idea of
squishing 37 apartments into the parking lot as proposed a horrible idea for all involved.

Best regards,

Zenia K. Gilg
Sausalito Plaza
1505 Bridgeway, Suite 103
Sausalito, CA 94965
Telephone: 415.324.7071
Facsimile: 415.324.7078

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:
This electronic mail message and any attached files contain information intended for the exclusive use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed
and may contain information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any viewing, copying, disclosure or distribution of this information may be subject to legal restriction or sanction.
Please notify the sender, by electronic mail or telephone, of any unintended recipients and delete the original message without making any copies.
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From: Zenia Gilg
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Public Review Draft of 2023-31 Housing Element
Date: Tuesday, September 13, 2022 11:24:39 AM
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to walk around. The library and outdoor picnic area would likewise be impacted by the
development. Importantly, the homes to the west of the project would be deprived of their
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impacted by the development as it is far from the proposed site, yet I still find the idea of
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Best regards,

Zenia K. Gilg
Sausalito Plaza
1505 Bridgeway, Suite 103
Sausalito, CA 94965
Telephone: 415.324.7071
Facsimile: 415.324.7078

CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE:
This electronic mail message and any attached files contain information intended for the exclusive use of the individual or entity to whom it is addressed
and may contain information that is proprietary, privileged, confidential and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. If you are not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any viewing, copying, disclosure or distribution of this information may be subject to legal restriction or sanction.
Please notify the sender, by electronic mail or telephone, of any unintended recipients and delete the original message without making any copies.
   

  

mailto:zenia@jacksonsquarelaw.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Joe Bilitzke
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Public Review Draft of Housing Element
Date: Monday, September 12, 2022 1:28:54 PM

As residents of Sausalito for many decades, we are opposed to any structures replacing
the City Hall parking lot.
 
Respectfully,
 

Joe Bilitzke
Darlene Darata
 
Mr. Joseph M. Bilitzke
Mrs. Darlene Darata
405 Locust Street
Sausalito, California 94965
U.S.A.
(Cell) +1 415.987.7870
JoeB2@mindspring.com
Darlene@daratadesign.com
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From: Kieran Culligan
To: Luke Lindenbusch
Subject: Re: Sausalito Public Review Draft Housing Element
Date: Thursday, September 1, 2022 10:10:27 PM
Attachments: image002.png

image004.png

Hi Luke,

Site 73 is incorrectly referred to as Willow Creek Academy in at least one place in the
appendices. The school's name is Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Academy and you can tack on
"Nevada Campus" to differentiate from the Phillips Drive campus in Marin City.

Best,

Kieran

On Thu, Sep 1, 2022 at 12:24 PM Luke Lindenbusch <llindenbusch@sausalito.gov> wrote:

Dear Sausalito Housing Element Stakeholders,

 

The City of Sausalito will be hosting a Town Hall meeting tonight, September 1, at 5:30
p.m. on the City’s current Housing Element Update. This Town Hall will include an
overview of the Public Review Draft Housing Element and an opportunity to comment on
the draft plan.

 

To register for the Town Hall, please visit the following link: https://tinyurl.com/2p897nyk

 

After registering, you will receive a confirmation email containing information about joining
the meeting.

 

Additional information on the Housing Element Update can be found in the attached flyer
and at the project website: housingelementsmarin.org/city-of-sausalito

 

We welcome you to share this meeting notice with your networks, and look forward to
seeing you this evening!

 

Thank you,

Luke Lindenbusch

mailto:kieran.culligan@gmail.com
mailto:llindenbusch@sausalito.gov
mailto:llindenbusch@sausalito.gov
https://tinyurl.com/2p897nyk
http://housingelementsmarin.org/city-of-sausalito




 

LUKE LINDENBUSCH

Interim Housing Policy Planner

City of Sausalito | Community Development Department

420 Litho Street, Sausalito, CA 94965

CDD Office: (415) 289-4132 | Fax: (415) 339-2256

 

From: Luke Lindenbusch 
Sent: Wednesday, August 17, 2022 4:59 PM
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee <heac@sausalito.gov>
Subject: Sausalito Public Review Draft Housing Element

 

Good afternoon,

The City of Sausalito's Public Review Draft Housing Element is available for public review
and comment.  We are asking community organizations, service
providers, housing developers, advocates, and other stakeholders to participate in this
process on behalf of your organization or service population, including any input
on housing needs and constraints facing the City, or by sharing this information with
community members, your clients, and your organization, and other parties in order to
expand opportunities for participation.

Comments on the Public Review Draft Housing Element are due September 16, 2022 and
may be made at Town Hall #3 or in writing.  

Town Hall #3 will be held on September 1st, 2022 at 5:30 p.m. to provide the community
with an overview of the Public Review Draft Housing Element and an opportunity to
comment on the Public Review Draft Housing Element. Please register at the following link
in order to attend Town Hall #3: https://kearnswest.zoom.us/meeting/register/tZUkc-
yrpjMtHdCle_TtThTSi_t1P1A0y8g3

Written comments are due by September 15, 2022.  If you would like
to review the Public Review Draft 6th Cycle Housing Element or would like to let your
clients and organization know about the Housing Element Update, including their
opportunity to comment, please view or download the draft from the City’s Housing
Element Advisory Committee (HEAC) Virtual Binder: https://www.sausalito.gov/city-
government/special-committees/housing-element-advisory-committee/document-
archives. Physical copies are available to review at: 

Sausalito City Hall, 420 Litho Street
Sausalito Public Library, 420 Litho Street

mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
https://www.sausalito.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/31771
https://kearnswest.zoom.us/meeting/register/tZUkc-yrpjMtHdCle_TtThTSi_t1P1A0y8g3
https://kearnswest.zoom.us/meeting/register/tZUkc-yrpjMtHdCle_TtThTSi_t1P1A0y8g3
https://www.sausalito.gov/city-government/special-committees/housing-element-advisory-committee/document-archives
https://www.sausalito.gov/city-government/special-committees/housing-element-advisory-committee/document-archives
https://www.sausalito.gov/city-government/special-committees/housing-element-advisory-committee/document-archives


The attached flyer provides details on the Public Review Draft Housing Element, including
the upcoming Town Hall meeting and how to comment on the draft document in writing.  

Written comments may be submitted during the Public Comment Period at the address
indicated below:

Luke Lindenbusch, Interim Housing Policy Planner
City of Sausalito
Community Development Department
420 Litho Street
Sausalito, CA 94965
heac@sausalito.gov 

For questions regarding the Housing Element, please contact Luke Lindenbusch by email at
llindenbusch@sausalito.gov or by phone at (415) 289-4132.

Learn more about the City’s Housing Element Update by
visiting https://housingelementsmarin.org/city-of-sausalito.

Thank you,
Luke Lindenbusch

LUKE LINDENBUSCH

Interim Housing Policy Planner

City of Sausalito | Community Development Department

420 Litho Street, Sausalito, CA 94965

CDD Office: (415) 289-4132 | Fax: (415) 339-2256

 

mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
mailto:llindenbusch@sausalito.gov
https://housingelementsmarin.org/city-of-sausalito


From: Ron Olson
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Regarding proposal for 37 units in current city hall parking lot
Date: Thursday, September 8, 2022 1:48:24 PM

Dear HRAC,

Regarding the proposal for 37 units in current city hall parking lot, I strongly oppose
use of that space and request you find another space(s).. 

The addition of 100 +/- additional residents to our tiny neighborhood, as well as 40 +/-
cars. will have a significant, detrimental impact on existing home values, parking
congestion and the unique quality of life we treasure. Additionally, the 2 to 3 years of
construction will negatively impact the public library and surrounding neighborhood.

The current plan, appears to be based on neighborhood infill, with the goal of
spreading the pain (as described above) across the city. In the alternative, I propose
limiting new development to relatively low-impact sites such as Martin Luther King
Park and tennis courts, and the current Corps of Engineers Bay Model. 

Again, I strongly oppose the proposed use of the city hall parking lot for 37 new units.

Thank you,

Ron Olson
408 Locust Street
(415) 991-9892

mailto:noslonor@yahoo.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Nicolas Saad
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Remove City Hall From the List of Potential Sites
Date: Tuesday, September 13, 2022 8:03:05 PM

Regarding the City Hall Proposed Site:
I am writing to request the removal of the City Hall site
from consideration. Public land is city-owned and is the
easiest to rezone, but residents are offering up their
own properties which wouldn’t need any rezoning. If
the logic here is to make the process as easy as possible
like it seems, then it would make more sense to focus
on the properties that the residents have offered up
first and leave all public space sites to be considered
last, if at all. It is our public space after all, and it doesn't
sit well with me that the commission seems so quick to
give up public land in Sausalito, without a second
thought, just because it's the easiest thing to do. 
 
With respect to zoning, using City Hall as a site is
inappropriate because housing already exists on Bee
street, which is literally across the street from the
proposed City Hall site. If we really want to spread out
this new housing then the City Hall site should be
removed.

Regarding the State Mandate for New Housing in

mailto:nicolassaad1984@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


General: 
The state's forced mandate for new housing is in itself
short-sighted. For example, we have low-income
resident requirements for the new housing, but any
low-income residents that move into Sausalito will be
faced with an unsustainable living situation with
increased prices for everything due to the
higher property values in the county. Where is the
nearest dollar store, San Rafael? Because that's where
many low income residents have to shop in order to
survive.

The state's solution to the housing crisis is misguided at
best. California has a housing crisis but it's not due to a
shortage of housing units. It's due to historically
entrenched racist and prejudiced practices such as
redlining and restrictive covenants, which result in
gentrification. Housing prices in the state have been
artificially inflated because of this. Maybe we should
focus on the affordability of existing units first instead
of building new units. And only a small percentage of
these new units will actually be for low income
residents, which will probably just help to perpetuate
the housing crisis in the long run. Really, almost nothing



makes sense about this plan. 

--
Nicolas Saad
www.nicolassaad.com
nicolassaad1984@gmail.com

http://www.nicolassaad.com/
mailto:nicolassaad1984@hotmail.com
mailto:icolassaad1984@gmail.com


From: Kira Kwan
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Remove City Hall/Parking Lot from Housing List
Date: Thursday, September 8, 2022 4:42:46 PM

Hello,

I am writing in regards to the proposed removal of City Hall and Parking Lot from the
Housing List.

It is an inappropriate site for housing and it should remain as is and no part of that
block should be jeopardized or privatized for housing.

Regards,
Kira Cohen

-- 
// Kira Cohen
kira@cohen.net

mailto:kira@cohen.net
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
mailto:kira@cohen.net


From: Brian Schultz
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee; City Council
Subject: Remove the City Hall parking lot from the housing plan
Date: Wednesday, September 14, 2022 9:03:49 PM

To the Housing Element Committee and the Sausalito City Council:

I am shocked and quite frankly appalled that the City Hall parking lot remains under consideration as a
housing element site.  The use of the space for housing is entirely inappropriate, and additional housing
in the neighborhood will cause irreparable damage to the local community.

City Hall is the seat of government, and needs to remain a public space where large numbers of people
can gather.  The parking lot is an essential component of the site, as it allows elderly people and people
with disabilities access to City Hall, and is an essential component of emergency response as
demonstrated by the temporary library tent and COVID testing booth that aided the community during the
COVID crisis.  I would note that the Capitol building in Sacramento does not have housing units in the
parking lot, nor are there any housing units in City Hall Plaza in San Francisco.  Why should the seat of
government in Sausalito be any different?

The effect of additional housing on parking in the area should be obvious.  The City Hall parking lot is full
or nearly full on weekdays as well as weekends, and the surrounding streets get packed with cars,
particularly on sunny days.  This area simply cannot accommodate higher population density.

In addition, new housing will increase noise, affect the views from surrounding properties, and negatively
affect property values.  There is no reason the residents of the neighborhood should be subject to a
taking of this sort.  It should also be noted that there are already sites around City Hall that are already
meeting the needs of lower income individuals.

From a technical standpoint, it makes no sense to try to use a fully built site for additional housing, when
there are other areas of Sausalito that are easier to build upon.  The City Hall parking lot has two high
retaining walls, and construction is likely to threaten the integrity of these structures or require very
expensive engineering to ensure the stability of the site.  From a cost and safety standpoint, new housing
on the City Hall parking lot makes no sense either.

In light of these flaws of the housing plan, I demand that the City Hall site be removed from the housing
development list.

Sincerely,

Brian Schultz (local resident)

mailto:beschultz@sbcglobal.net
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
mailto:citycouncil@sausalito.gov


From: Kari Isaeff
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Sausalito Housing Element Public Comment
Date: Monday, September 12, 2022 10:47:11 PM

Hello, 

I am a Sausalito resident and own a condo at Whiskey Springs. I am deeply concerned about
the number of units that the City is required to come up with. I am in favor of the City of
Sausalito appealing the mandate. The numbers that are required will be an enormous drain on
our infrastructure (water/sewer/electrical grid), and pose a serious threat for any sort of
emergency evacuation. 

In the Sausalito Housing Element report I was pleased to read the following goal: 

Goal H-1: Preserving housing and neighborhood assets. Maintain and enhance the quality of
existing housing and ensure that new residential development is compatible with Sausalito’s
small town character.  

How this goal will be achieved is difficult to imagine. The charm of Sausalito will
disappear with such dense housing. The report states 872 units, 17% over the requested
number (726). Why would the City submit more than requested? 

Please value open space, keep public parks and recreational facilities available, our health and
well being are dependent upon it.  

On page 160 of the report it is very difficult to decipher how many units have been proposed
for MLK (#84) as well as Marinship (#72). Please clarify the exact numbers that are proposed.
The map shows all of the school(s) and dog park being developed, yet we were told this was
not the case. This is not clear to many, and while the 249 page report may be comprehensive,
it is confusing. 

I am strongly against the City trying to meet the state mandated numbers and ask that the City
of Sausalito appeal this unattainable request. 

Thank you, 
Kari Isaeff
86 Cypress Place
Sausalito CA 94965

mailto:ksiworldwide@gmail.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: AOL
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Sausalito library parking lot
Date: Monday, September 12, 2022 3:59:15 PM

I refuse approval  for the expansion of the lot for homless living. 
I use the lot and am disabled. What you need is more disabled spots. 
Janielle Nathan 
Waldo POINT Harbor 
Sausalito, California 94965

Sent from the all new AOL app for Android

mailto:jamielnath@aol.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
https://play.google.com/store/apps/details?id=com.aol.mobile.aolapp


From: Lisa Pierrepont
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: STOP !!!! NO HOUSING IN CITY HALL PARKING LOT !
Date: Friday, September 16, 2022 5:43:55 PM


To the Housing Element Committee and Sausalito City Council:
 

We, the undersigned, strongly oppose the City Hall parking lot as a
housing element site. It is not acceptable to “take from” in so many
ways in an attempt to meet a mandate number. Among the
detriments:
 
IGNORES the needs of our older residents. The City Hall parking lot serves our growing
age-in-place community—their only means to safely access the library and events. They
have voiced their concerns—“What about us? What are we supposed to do?”
 
IGNORES the needs of new residents. With 700+ units total mandated, 1400+ new
residents will live here. Diminishing the lot eliminates their access to our library,
playground, basketball courts and park.
 
IGNORES the needs of existing residents. 37 units (as well as fewer) obliterates views,
snarls traffic and adds concentrated noise pollution to a quiet, residential 1-block area
—which in turn plummets property values—and there are already other sites around
City Hall meeting the housing burden.
 
IGNORES cost burden. The flat area that comprises the lot is deceptive. Before
construction can begin, the cost of critical hillside reinforcement alone, with significant
slopes on two sides, is exorbitant—money surely better used elsewhere.
 

Commandeering our City Hall parking lot to build units takes from
ALL the residents in our small and growing community.
 

We demand this site be removed from the housing development list.
 

Sincerely,

Lisa B Pierrepont Sent from my iPhone

mailto:lisapierrepont@mac.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: cathleen@marinjanitorial.com
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: This is my OPPOSITION to Residential Units in City Hall Parking Lot
Date: Friday, September 9, 2022 5:29:47 AM

THIS IS A JOKE, right?  TOTALLY CRAZY AND I OPPOSE
Do not pursue Residential Units in the City Hall Parking Lot.
What a CRAZY idea.
 
Thanks
Cathleen
 

 

mailto:cathleen@marinjanitorial.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov


From: Bennett King
To: Housing Element Advisory Committee
Subject: Unit behind city hall
Date: Thursday, September 8, 2022 3:11:38 PM

As a life king resident I disapprove of this idea in this particular neighborhood for many reasons I’m sure you’ve
already heard about.we are full up!and whoever within our city gov. who is for this I will vote against in next
election

Sent from my iPhone

mailto:bennettdking@yahoo.com
mailto:heac@sausalito.gov
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