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SAUSALITO PLANNING COMMISSION NO. 2021-23 
September 8, 2021 

12 El PORTAL AND 690 BRIDGEWAY 
DR-MUP-EA 21-00131 

ATTACHMENT 2: HPC RESOLUTION 2021-01 CERTIFICATE OF 
APPROPRIATENESS 



RESOLUTION NO. 2021-04 

RESOLUTION OF THE SAUSALITO HISTORIC PRESERVATION 

COMMISSION FOR A CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS 

FOR EXTERIOR RENOVATIONS FOR THE STORE FRONTS OF THE 

CAFÉ AND ART GALLERY, SIDEWALK DINING AT THE CAFÉ, AND 

NEW SIGNAGE FOR THE ART GALLERY AT  12 EL PORTAL AND 690 

BRIDGEWAY 

APN: 065-133-17 

PROJECT ID: 2021-00131 

WHEREAS, an application has been filed by the applicant, Michael Rex on behalf of 

property owner Loron Investments – Pete Petri, requesting Historic Preservation Commission 

approval of a Certificate of Appropriateness for exterior renovations for the store fronts of the 

café and art gallery, sidewalk dining at the café, and new signage for the art gallery at 12 El 

Portal and 690 Bridgeway (APN 065-133-17); and 

WHEREAS, the project site is designated as a contributing property to the Sausalito 

Downtown Historic District; and  

WHEREAS, a Certificate of Appropriateness is required per Sausalito Municipal Code 

Section 10.46.060.B because the subject property is within a historic overlay district; and 

WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission conducted a duly-noticed public 

hearing on July 22, 2021 at which time all interested persons were given an opportunity to

be heard; and 

WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission considered the information 

contained in the staff reports, the Certificate of Appropriateness Application (Exhibit C); and 

WHEREAS, the Historic Preservation Commission finds that the required findings 

listed in Sausalito Municipal Code Section 10.46.060.F (Exhibit A) can be made based on the 

information provided in the Certificate of Appropriateness Application and Historic Resource 

Summary Report. 

NOW, THEREFORE, THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION HEREBY 

RESOLVES: 

Section 1. Approves a Certificate of Appropriateness for exterior renovations for the 

store fronts of the café and art gallery and sidewalk dining at the café, while excluding 

review of the proposed signage, exterior lighting, and planter boxes until a later date for 

12 El Portal and 690 Bridgeway (APN 065-133-17) based on the information provided 

in the Certificate of Appropriateness Application (Exhibit C), the Project Plans 

(Exhibit B), and the Findings listed in Sausalito Municipal Code Section 10.46.060.F 

(Exhibit A). 



RESOLUTION PASSED AND ADOPTED, at the special meeting of the Sausalito 

Historic  Preservation Commission on the 22nd day of July 2021, by the following vote: 

AYES:   Commissioner: Berkowitz, Nichols, Wildman, Werner, Chair Neuman 
NOES:   Commissioner:  None
ABSENT:   Commissioner:  None
ABSTAIN:   Commissioner:  None

Lilly Whalen 

Community Development 

Director 

EXHIBITS 

A. Sausalito Municipal Code Chapter 10.46.060.F Findings

B. Project Plans

C. Certificate of Appropriateness Application



EXHIBIT A: CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS FINDINGS 

In order to issue the advisory Certificate of Appropriateness, the Historic Preservation 

Commission must determine whether the project is in conformance with the required Findings 

(Section 10.46.060). 

1. The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties and

any applicable State or local ordinances and adopted guidelines or other policies have

been used to review and consider the proposed work.

The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties, the 

2011 Sausalito Historic Design Guidelines, and Chapter 10.46 of the Sausalito 

Municipal Code have been used to review and consider the proposed work. 

2. Additional Findings for Local Historic Register Properties.

a. The proposed work shall preserve, enhance or restore, and shall not damage or

destroy, the exterior architectural features of the structure and, where specified

in the designating ordinance, its major interior architectural features; and

The proposed work retains any character-defining exterior forms and features, 

spaces and spatial relationships of the Hotel Sausalito building and its 

property. The proposed work will preserve the existing architectural features 

by replacing the storefronts at the ground floor to complement the overall 

building.   

b. The proposed work shall not adversely affect the special character and/or

special historic, architectural or aesthetic interest or value of the structure and

its site, as viewed both in themselves and in their setting, nor of the historic

overlay district, if located within one.

The proposed work is focused at replacement storefronts at the ground floor,

where there are no character defining features. As no repair or replacement of

historic features are proposed and will be preserved.

3. Additional Findings for Properties in Historic Overlay Districts.

This structure is within the Historic Overlay District and will not make major

alterations or modifications to the historic façade on the second floor. The work of

solely focused on the ground level, where there is are no character defining features.

4. Additional Findings for Sign Applications.

a. The proposed sign complies with all applicable provisions of Chapter 10.42

SMC (Sign and Awning Regulations);



b. Is consistent with the applicable sign standards and adopted guidelines, where

applicable; and

c. The proposed color, design, material, and location of the proposed sign are

compatible with the architectural design of the building and historic overlay

district.

The gallery sign proposed to be installed on the fascia at both sides of the existing 

cornice will identify the gallery’s name, “Ian Ely Gallery” and include the company’s 

“E” logo. The lettering will be metal channels painted dark bronze with internal 

illumination to create a soft backlit silhouette. In addition, a metal see-through logo of 

the letter “E” (as depicted in the project architectural plans) will be suspended above 

the entry doors. The size of the signs conform to the size allowed for the length of the 

storefronts. The proposed location, design and dark bronze material appear to be 

compatible with the Mission-style architecture exemplified by the character-defining-

features of the building at the second story, and the historic overlay district. However, 

the proposed gallery sign may not be in compliance with Chapter 10.42.070 SMC (Sign 

standards for designated historic structures and properties within a historic overlay 

district), as internally illuminated signs are listed under F. Sign Types Strongly 

Discouraged.   

5. Additional Findings for Landscaping Applications.

a. The proposed removal or alterations will not affect the character of the

property on the local, State or National Historic Register or in the historic

overlay district; or

This is not a landscaping application and therefore this finding is not

applicable.

b. The safety of persons or property requires the removal or alteration.

The proposed changes are not related to the safety of persons or property and

therefore finding 5b is not applicable.

6. Additional Findings for Demolition Applications.

This is not a demolition application and therefore this finding is not applicable.



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. 2021-04 

July 22, 2021 

12 El Portal and 690 Bridgeway 

APN: 065-133-17 

PROJECT ID: 2021-00131 

EXHIBIT B: PROJECT PLANS 
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     2,151 sf
+ 2,317 sf
= 4,468 sf

ROSS

1,186 sf
543 sf
39 sf
43 sf
234 sf

73 sf

390 sf

= 2,118 sf  (First Floor Total)

=2,200 sf  (Second Floor Total)

=4,318 sf Total

ABBREVIATIONS

Hose Bibb
Hollow Core
Hardwood
Horizontal
Hour

HB
HC
Hdwd
Horz
Hr

Insul
Int

Insulation
Interior

Over
On Center
Opening

O/
OC
Opng

R
RA
Ref
Req
Rm
RO
Rwd
RWL

Riser or Radius
Return Air
Refrigerator
Required
Room
Roug Opening
Redwood
Rainwater Leader

Pl
PLam
Plywd
Pr
PT

Plate
Plastic Laminate
Plywood
Pair
Pressure Treated

SBO
Shtg
Sim
SLD
SS
SSD
Std
Stl
Stor
Strl

Supplied By Owner
Sheathing
Similar
See Landscape Drawings
Stainless Steel
See Structural Drawings
Standard
Steel
Storage
Structural

T
Tel
T&G
TV
TOW
Typ

Vert
VIF

Tread
Telephone
Tounge & Groove
Television
Top of Wall
Typical

Unless Otherwise Noted

Vertical
Verify in Field
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W
W/
WC
Wd
W/O
Wp
WR

Washing Machine
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Water Closet
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D
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DW
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Double
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Disposal
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Door
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Drawing
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Plus or Minus±

Ø

(E)
Ea
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Eq
Ext

FD
Fdn
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Flr
Fluor
FOC
FOF
FOS
Ft
Ftg
Furr
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Each
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Electrical
Equal
Exterior

Floor Drain
Foundation
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Floor
Fluorescent
Face of Concrete
Face of Finish
Face of Stud
Foot or Feet
Footing
Furring
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Gyp Bd
GFI

Gauge
Galvanized
Gypsum Board
Ground Fault Interupter

Diameter or Round
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@ At
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AFF
Approx
Arch

Bd
Bitum
Bldg
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Blkg
Bm
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Adjustable
Above Finish Floor
Approximate (-ly)
Architect (-ural)

Board
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Building
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(N)
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NTS

Maximum
Mechanical
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Manufacturer
Minimum

New
Not In Contract
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Not To Scale
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Cab
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CH
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Conc
Constr
Cont
Ctr

Cabinet
Ceramic
Ceiling Height
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Clear
Column
Concrete
Construction
Continuous
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Drawing Number

Sheet Number

Detail Number

Sheet Number

Detail Tag:

Section Tag:
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B
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Revision number
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1
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D

PROJECT TEAM
Owner:

Architect: MICHAEL REX ARCHITECTS
1750 Bridgeway, Suite B211
Sausalito, CA  94965
PH 415-331-1400
FX 415-331-5463
Contact: Michael Rex
E-mail: rex@michaelrexarchitects.com,
 

SHEET INDEX

ARCHITECTURAL

O L D  S A U S A L I T O  H O T E L
12  E L  P O R T A L  &  6 9 0  B R ID GE W A Y ,  S A US A L IT O ,  C A  9 4 9 6 5

A P N  0 6 5 - 13 3 - 17

LORON INVESTMENTS
P.O. Box 558
Tiburon, CA 94920
PH 415-407-9660
Contact:  Pete Petri
E-mail: ppetri@plastikon.com

TITLE SHEET
CITY SURVEY
DETAILED SIDEWALK TOPOGRAPHIC SURVEY

SITE PLAN
PROPOSED FIRST FLOOR DEMOLITION PLAN
PROPOSED FIRST FLOOR PLAN
PROPOSED EXTERIOR ELEVATIONS
PROPOSED EXTERIOR ELEVATIONS-PARTIAL
FRONT ELEVATION HISTORICAL TO PROPOSED COMPARISON

3D RENDERINGS
3D RENDERINGS

EXISTING FIRST FLOOR PLAN
EXISTING EXTERIOR ELEVATIONS

G-000
V-00
V-01

AS-100
AD-100
A-100
A-200
A-201
A-202

A-900
A-901

EC-100
EC-200

Geotechnical Engineer: TBD

VICINITY MAP

PROJECT INFORMATION
ADDRESS:
ASSESSOR'S NUMBER:
ZONING DISTRICT:

12 El Portal & 690 Bridgeway
065-131-17
CC-H

TOTAL PARCEL AREA: N/A

BUILDING COVERAGE:

-  Max. Permitted Coverage =  100% of Parcel Area
=  2,904 sf x 1.0
=  2,904 sf

-  Proposed Coverage

FLOOR AREA (FAR):
-  Max. Permitted Floor Area =  1.3 of Net Parcel Area

=  2,904 sf x 1.3
=  3,775 sf

First Floor
Second Floor

-  Existing Coverage =  2,440 sf  (84.02%)

PROPOSED LAND USES: First Floor:   Retail Use and Restaurant Use
Second Floor:   N/A

Dimension to
Face of Finish

Dimension to
Face of Stud or Framing

-  Proposed Floor Area

=  NO CHANGE

(E) Wall to Remove

New Wall

(E) Wall to Remain

General Contractor: TBD

Structural Engineer: Gregory Paul Wallace, SE
5865 Doyle Street, Suite 112
Emeryville, CA 94608
PH 510-654-6903
Contact:  Gregory Wallace
E-mail: gregory@gpwse.com

PROJECT SITE
12 EL PORTAL & 690 BRIDGEWAY

BUILDING HEIGHT:

-  Max. Permitted Height

-  Existing Building Height

-  Proposed New Building
    Height

32'-0" above average natural grade beyond first 15 ft. inside
the front property line; and also

Within first 15 ft. inside the front property line:
The front wall less than or equal to 32'-0" measured from
the midpoint of the front property line measured above
centerline of the paved roadway and from 32' up to a
maximum of 40' the roof may slope at an angle subject to
the review of the Planning Commission

30'-10" to Existing Roof Ridge above average natural grade
34'-11 1/2" above centerline of the paved roadway to
                    existing roof ridge within first 15 ft.

NO CHANGE (no increase in height)

ZONING PARKING STANDARD:

FIRST FLOOR (RETAIL USE)

14-16 Princess Street  (Restaurant)
OUP dated 4/21/1994
7 parking spaces entitlement

20 Princess Street (Retail)
535 sq. ft. (General Retail) + 250 = 2 parking spaces entitlement

Total = 7 + 2 = 9 parking spaces entitlement

SECOND FLOOR (OFFICE USE)

12 Princess Street   (Office)
2,200 sq. ft. (second floor) + 39 sq. ft. (first floor entry stairs west)
  + 43 sq. ft. (first floor entry stairs east)  = 2,282 sq. ft.

2,282 sq. ft. ÷  300 = 8 parking spaces entitlement

Total
9 + 8 = 17 parking spaces entitlement

NO CHANGE OR INTENSIFICATION OF USE PROPOSED
THEREFORE NO PARKING REQUIRED

-  Existing Floor Area

First Floor
14-16 Princess Street Restaurant

20 Princess Street Retail
12/22 Princess Street Stairway (west)
12/22 Princess Street Stairway (east)

Ground Floor Tenants Shared
(Unisex RR, Janitor/Storage, Hall)

All Tenants Shared
(Elevator Lobby and Equipment Room)

Second Floor
12/22 Princess Street Office and Elevator

Other Second Floor Areas
Rear Terrace

PARCEL TYPE: Level lot due to <1 degree slope

LOCATION MAP

Historical Consultant: PRESERVATION ARCHITECTURE
446 17th Street, Suite 302
Oakland, CA 94612
PH 510-418-0285
Contact: Mark Hulbert
E-mail: mhulbert@earthlink.net

(1.54 FAR)
(693 sf over)

(1.49 FAR)
(543 sf over)

1
A6.1

A5.1

A4.3
2

2



GSPublisherVersion 446.5.6.100

CITY SURVEY

CHECKED BY:

DRAWN BY:

DATE AND DESCRIPTION:

S H E E T

V00

MRA

/U
se

rs
/S

ha
re

d/
C

LI
E

N
T 

Fo
ld

er
/0

0_
M

R
ex

A
rc

hi
te

ct
ur

e/
C

af
fe

 T
ut

ti/
A

rc
hi

C
A

D
/E

l P
or

ta
l_

v2
3_

v4
.p

ln
 / 

Fr
id

ay
, J

un
e 

4,
 2

02
1 

/ 5
:0

5 
P

M

DM

THESE DRAWINGS CONSTITUTE THE
ORIGINAL WORK OF THE ARCHITECT AND
MAY NOT BE USED WITHOUT HIS WRITTEN
CONSENT © 2016 MICHAEL REX ARCHITECTS

SCALE:

LO
R

O
N

 I
N

V
E

S
T

M
E

N
T

S

A
P

N
 0

65
-1

33
-1

7

12
 E

L 
P

O
R

T
A

L 
&

 6
90

 B
R

ID
G

E
W

A
Y

HPC SUBMITTAL

MAY 6, 2021

S
A

U
S

A
LI

T
O

, 
C

A
LI

F
O

R
N

IA
   

94
96

5

LI
EC

NSED ARCH

TI ECT

H

No. C-017003

C.LEA

M
IC ER

X

AC L I

R
N

OF

I A

S
T

E

T
A

O F

REN. 09-30-17

JUN 4, 2021
1 HPC SUBMITTAL REVISION1

1750  BRIDGEWAY, SUITE B211

MICHAELREXARCHITECTS.COM
S A U S A L I T O ,  C A  9 4 9 6 5

T E L   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 1 4 0 0
F A X   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 5 4 6 3

ROOT MOUND

PALM

PALM

ROOT MOUND

GRASS

24" SPRUCE

WM

FH

PG&E
BOX

WHEELCHAIR

RAMP
WHEELCHAIR

RAMP

PG&E
BOX LIGHT

STREET

CONCRETE

27" TREE

34" SPRUCE

WOOD SHED
WITH ELECTRIC BOX

FLAG POLE
ON CONCRETE BASE

ASPHALT PATH

3'HIGH BUSH

(TYPICAL)
WHEELCHAIR RAMP

W
L

PTT BOX

PG&E

WM.DRAIN
PTT BOX (TYPICAL)

PG&E

TV PTT

PG&E

PTT TV

599
FF
9.80

PLANTER

PG&E

CONC.

WM. WM.

SSMH

PG&E

WM
WM.

CB

METAL TOP
SERVICE BOX

METAL TOP
SERVICE BOX

CATCH BASIN
5.0 INVERT EL.

CATCH BASIN
5.5 INVERT EL.

FH

GATELID

DRINKING
FOUNTAIN
ON PILLAR

BRICK SIDEW
ALK

9.7

9.4

9.5

8.6

9.08.8

8.5

8.2

9.4

9.6

9.3

9.7

9.7

9.4

9.19.3

9.5

9.6
9.9

10.2

9.0
9.5

8.3

8.9

9.5

9.1

8.58.8

9.4

8.9
9.2

9.0
8.9

9.29.7
9.8

9.8

10.3

9.6

11.2
10.8

11.1

11.2

11.2

11.2

11.0

9.9

10.5

9.1

8.38.69.1

9.7
9.9

10.1

9.7

9.4

9.8 9.6

9.9

9.5 9.2
9.1

9.0

9.4
9.3

8.9 8.6

8.4

8.3 8.2 8.2

8.4
8.79.29.29.39.69.710.110.0 9.9

10.1

9.7

10.0

9.6

9.9

9.6

10.0

8.7

9.49.59.79.7

9.4

9.8

11.2

10.8

11.2

11.1

11.8

11.6

11.6

10.8

10.9

11.3

11.1

10.2

9.6

10.2

10.3

9.9

9.7

9.9

10.4

10.4

10.6

10.3

9.6

9.6

9.6

9.4

9.8

10.2

10.1

9.7

10.2

13.0

10.8

10.6

10.5

11.2

9.8

EL PORTAL

DRIVEWAY RAMP

PLANTER

DRINKING
FOUNTAIN

CONCRETE
WALKWAY

CONCRETE
PATIO

1402
AP
8.70

1403
AP
8.74

1404
AP
8.71

1406
FOUNTAIN
8.80

1407
CL 2.0 BIKERACK
8.85

1408
CL 2.0 BIKERACK
9.19

1410
EDE CONC BC
9.58

1411
EC
9.58

1412
CTR POST TOEWALL
8.98

1413
CTR POST TOEWALL
9.21

1414
CTR POST TOEWALL
9.78

1415
END WALL
10.31

1416
TOP FACE 2.0
8.27

1417
AP
8.24

1418
END 2.0 CORCONC
8.75

1419
TW
8.49

1420
AP
8.42

1421
AP
8.43

1437
FACE BLDG
10.25

1438
TOE WALL
0.81

1439
TOE WALL
1.26

1440
TOE WALL
1.50

1441
TOE WALL
1.76

1442
TOE WALL
0.93

1443
TOE WALL
2.23

1444
TOE WALL
1.96

1455
ROCKS
-2.08

1456
ROCKS
-2.17

1457
ROCKS
-2.06

1458
ROCKS
-2.07

1459
COR BALC
4.95

FIRST FLOOR
BALCONIES

BUILDING

LOWER
DECK

24" PINE

STEPS

DRAIN

LIGHTS

BIKE-RACK

BUSHES

FLAG POLE
ON CONCRETE BASE

STEP ON CONCRETE WALL
9.4

9.6

8.2

7.5

10.2

10.3

9.8

9.7

8.7
8.7

8.9

8.9

8.8

8.89.7

9.4 9.4

9.4

9.5

9.1

8.8

8.7

8.7

8.7

8.8

8.9

9.2

9.6

9.6

9.0

9.2

9.8
10.3

8.3

8.2

8.7

8.5

8.4

8.4

10.3

0.8

1.3

1.5

1.8

0.9

2.2

2.0

-2.1

-2.2

-2.1

-2.1

CONCRETE WALLS WITH
METAL RAILING ON TOP

GRAVEL

C
O

N
C

R
E

TE

D Y

H

SSMH RIM 9.06

6" INV N 5.31

6" INV SE 5.41

SS

SS

6"

6"

SD

SD SD

SDCB RIM 8.81

12"
12"

INV THRU 5.31

BIKE RACKS
(TYP)

BIKE RACKS
(TYP)

PAVE

CONC

CONC

CONC L/S
L/S

CDR 28

ORN 26 MT

PLM 36
PINE 38

PLM 30

N

1/4" = 1'-0"



GSPublisherVersion 446.5.6.100

DETAILED SIDEWALK
TOPOGRAPHIC

SURVEY

CHECKED BY:

DRAWN BY:

DATE AND DESCRIPTION:

S H E E T

V01

MRA

/U
se

rs
/S

ha
re

d/
C

LI
E

N
T 

Fo
ld

er
/0

0_
M

R
ex

A
rc

hi
te

ct
ur

e/
C

af
fe

 T
ut

ti/
A

rc
hi

C
A

D
/E

l P
or

ta
l_

v2
3_

v4
.p

ln
 / 

Fr
id

ay
, J

un
e 

4,
 2

02
1 

/ 5
:0

5 
P

M

DM

THESE DRAWINGS CONSTITUTE THE
ORIGINAL WORK OF THE ARCHITECT AND
MAY NOT BE USED WITHOUT HIS WRITTEN
CONSENT © 2016 MICHAEL REX ARCHITECTS

SCALE:

LO
R

O
N

 I
N

V
E

S
T

M
E

N
T

S

A
P

N
 0

65
-1

33
-1

7

12
 E

L 
P

O
R

T
A

L 
&

 6
90

 B
R

ID
G

E
W

A
Y

HPC SUBMITTAL

MAY 6, 2021

S
A

U
S

A
LI

T
O

, 
C

A
LI

F
O

R
N

IA
   

94
96

5

LI
EC

NSED ARCH

TI ECT

H

No. C-017003

C.LEA

M
IC ER

X

AC L I

R
N

OF

I A

S
T

E

T
A

O F

REN. 09-30-17

JUN 4, 2021
1 HPC SUBMITTAL REVISION1

1750  BRIDGEWAY, SUITE B211

MICHAELREXARCHITECTS.COM
S A U S A L I T O ,  C A  9 4 9 6 5

T E L   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 1 4 0 0
F A X   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 5 4 6 3

AS NOTED



GSPublisherVersion 446.5.6.100

SITE PLAN

CHECKED BY:

DRAWN BY:

DATE AND DESCRIPTION:

S H E E T

AS100

MRA

/U
se

rs
/S

ha
re

d/
C

LI
E

N
T 

Fo
ld

er
/0

0_
M

R
ex

A
rc

hi
te

ct
ur

e/
C

af
fe

 T
ut

ti/
A

rc
hi

C
A

D
/E

l P
or

ta
l_

v2
3_

v4
.p

ln
 / 

Fr
id

ay
, J

un
e 

4,
 2

02
1 

/ 5
:0

5 
P

M

DM

THESE DRAWINGS CONSTITUTE THE
ORIGINAL WORK OF THE ARCHITECT AND
MAY NOT BE USED WITHOUT HIS WRITTEN
CONSENT © 2016 MICHAEL REX ARCHITECTS

SCALE:

LO
R

O
N

 I
N

V
E

S
T

M
E

N
T

S

A
P

N
 0

65
-1

33
-1

7

12
 E

L 
P

O
R

T
A

L 
&

 6
90

 B
R

ID
G

E
W

A
Y

HPC SUBMITTAL

MAY 6, 2021

S
A

U
S

A
LI

T
O

, 
C

A
LI

F
O

R
N

IA
   

94
96

5

LI
EC

NSED ARCH

TI ECT

H

No. C-017003

C.LEA

M
IC ER

X

AC L I

R
N

OF

I A

S
T

E

T
A

O F

REN. 09-30-17

JUN 4, 2021
1 HPC SUBMITTAL REVISION1

1750  BRIDGEWAY, SUITE B211

MICHAELREXARCHITECTS.COM
S A U S A L I T O ,  C A  9 4 9 6 5

T E L   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 1 4 0 0
F A X   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 5 4 6 3

N

74.63'

38.28'

52.14'

N 72°30'00" E

N 24°30'00" W

S
 00º11'00" W

12 EL PORTAL

LANDS OF LORON INVESTMENTS

94.36'DUE EAST
45.59'

APN 065-133-17

9.24'
N 52°00'00" E

8.22'
S 26°45'00" WDUE EAST

N 24°30'00" W

N 90°00'00" W

3.95'

N 38°30'00" W

EL PORTAL

BRIDGEW
AY

24.72'

33.72'

1/4" = 1'-0"

PG&E BOXES

PG&E

WATER METERSAREA OF PROPOSED
EXTERIOR RENOVATION

Viña del Mar
Park



GSPublisherVersion 446.5.6.100

 PROPOSED FIRST
FLOOR DEMOLITION

PLAN

CHECKED BY:

DRAWN BY:

DATE AND DESCRIPTION:

S H E E T

AD100

MRA

/U
se

rs
/S

ha
re

d/
C

LI
E

N
T 

Fo
ld

er
/0

0_
M

R
ex

A
rc

hi
te

ct
ur

e/
C

af
fe

 T
ut

ti/
A

rc
hi

C
A

D
/E

l P
or

ta
l_

v2
3_

v4
.p

ln
 / 

Fr
id

ay
, J

un
e 

4,
 2

02
1 

/ 5
:0

5 
P

M

DM

THESE DRAWINGS CONSTITUTE THE
ORIGINAL WORK OF THE ARCHITECT AND
MAY NOT BE USED WITHOUT HIS WRITTEN
CONSENT © 2016 MICHAEL REX ARCHITECTS

SCALE:

LO
R

O
N

 I
N

V
E

S
T

M
E

N
T

S

A
P

N
 0

65
-1

33
-1

7

12
 E

L 
P

O
R

T
A

L 
&

 6
90

 B
R

ID
G

E
W

A
Y

HPC SUBMITTAL

MAY 6, 2021

S
A

U
S

A
LI

T
O

, 
C

A
LI

F
O

R
N

IA
   

94
96

5

LI
EC

NSED ARCH

TI ECT

H

No. C-017003

C.LEA

M
IC ER

X

AC L I

R
N

OF

I A

S
T

E

T
A

O F

REN. 09-30-17

JUN 4, 2021
1 HPC SUBMITTAL REVISION1

1750  BRIDGEWAY, SUITE B211

MICHAELREXARCHITECTS.COM
S A U S A L I T O ,  C A  9 4 9 6 5

T E L   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 1 4 0 0
F A X   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 5 4 6 3

U
P

N

EL PORTAL

BRIDGEW
AY

KITCHEN

MENS

WOMENS

RESTRM

WALK-IN
REFR

WC

WC

STORAGE

U
P

Café TuttiArt Gallery

(N) Sidewalk Café

ENTRANCE

EN
TR

AN
CE

EXISTING ELEMENT TO BE DEMOLISHED

EXISTING WALL TO REMAIN

1/4" = 1'-0"

PROPOSED  FIRST FLOOR  DEMOLIT ION  PLAN 1

REMOVE ALL (E) WINDOWS
AND DOORS IN GALLERY

REMOVE (E) ALL EXISTING
WINDOWS IN RESTAURANT

AREA OF (E) EXISTING SIDEWALK
AND STREET TO BE REMOVED AND
REPAVED WITH CONCRETE - MATCH
EXISTING GRADES AND COMPLY WITH
ALL ADA REQUIREMENTS

REMOVE (E) ENTRY ON BRIDGEWAY
FRONTAGE AND RELOCATE ENTRY TO
HISTORIC LOCATION AT CORNER

RETAIN (E) CORNER
STRUCTURAL POST

REMOVE (E) EXTERIOR WALLS
OF GALLERY TO HEIGHT OF

(E) SKIRT ROOF - OR, AS NEEDED
PER STRUCTURAL. RETAIN

(E) STRUCTURAL SUPPORTS
AT OPENINGS

REMOVE (E) ENTRY,
RECONFIGURE AND SHIFT

LOCATION SLIGHTLY WEST

REMOVE ALL (E) ENTRY
INTO BOTH GALLERY AND
RESTAURANT

REMOVE (E) INTERIOR WALLS
OF GALLERY. INTERIOR OF
GALLERY TO RECONFIGURED
UNDER SEPARATE PERMIT



GSPublisherVersion 446.5.6.100

PROPOSED
EXTERIOR

ELEVATIONS

CHECKED BY:

DRAWN BY:

DATE AND DESCRIPTION:

S H E E T

A-200

MRA

/U
se

rs
/S

ha
re

d/
C

LI
E

N
T 

Fo
ld

er
/0

0_
M

R
ex

A
rc

hi
te

ct
ur

e/
C

af
fe

 T
ut

ti/
A

rc
hi

C
A

D
/E

l P
or

ta
l_

v2
3_

v4
.p

ln
 / 

Fr
id

ay
, J

un
e 

4,
 2

02
1 

/ 5
:0

5 
P

M

DM

THESE DRAWINGS CONSTITUTE THE
ORIGINAL WORK OF THE ARCHITECT AND
MAY NOT BE USED WITHOUT HIS WRITTEN
CONSENT © 2016 MICHAEL REX ARCHITECTS

SCALE:

LO
R

O
N

 I
N

V
E

S
T

M
E

N
T

S

A
P

N
 0

65
-1

33
-1

7

12
 E

L 
P

O
R

T
A

L 
&

 6
90

 B
R

ID
G

E
W

A
Y

HPC SUBMITTAL

MAY 6, 2021

S
A

U
S

A
LI

T
O

, 
C

A
LI

F
O

R
N

IA
   

94
96

5

LI
EC

NSED ARCH

TI ECT

H

No. C-017003

C.LEA

M
IC ER

X

AC L I

R
N

OF

I A

S
T

E

T
A

O F

REN. 09-30-17

JUN 4, 2021
1 HPC SUBMITTAL REVISION1

1750  BRIDGEWAY, SUITE B211

MICHAELREXARCHITECTS.COM
S A U S A L I T O ,  C A  9 4 9 6 5

T E L   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 1 4 0 0
F A X   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 5 4 6 3

+0.0'
1 FIRST FLOOR

+9.1'
2 MEZZANINE

+17.5'
3 SECOND FLOOR

+32.1'
4 PLATE LINE

+0.0'
1 FIRST FLOOR

+9.1'
2 MEZZANINE

+17.5'
3 SECOND FLOOR

+32.1'
4 PLATE LINE

3/16" = 1'-0"

PROPOSED  NORTH  ELEVATION 1

PROPOSED  WEST ELEVATION 2



GSPublisherVersion 446.5.6.100

PROPOSED FIRST
FLOOR PLAN

CHECKED BY:

DRAWN BY:

DATE AND DESCRIPTION:

S H E E T

A-100

MRA

/U
se

rs
/S

ha
re

d/
C

LI
E

N
T 

Fo
ld

er
/0

0_
M

R
ex

A
rc

hi
te

ct
ur

e/
C

af
fe

 T
ut

ti/
A

rc
hi

C
A

D
/E

l P
or

ta
l_

v2
3_

v4
.p

ln
 / 

Fr
id

ay
, J

un
e 

4,
 2

02
1 

/ 5
:0

5 
P

M

DM

THESE DRAWINGS CONSTITUTE THE
ORIGINAL WORK OF THE ARCHITECT AND
MAY NOT BE USED WITHOUT HIS WRITTEN
CONSENT © 2016 MICHAEL REX ARCHITECTS

JUN 4, 2021
1 HPC SUBMITTAL REVISION1

SCALE:

LO
R

O
N

 I
N

V
E

S
T

M
E

N
T

S

A
P

N
 0

65
-1

33
-1

7

12
 E

L 
P

O
R

T
A

L 
&

 6
90

 B
R

ID
G

E
W

A
Y

HPC SUBMITTAL

MAY 6, 2021

S
A

U
S

A
LI

T
O

, 
C

A
LI

F
O

R
N

IA
   

94
96

5

LI
EC

NSED ARCH

TI ECT

H

No. C-017003

C.LEA

M
IC ER

X

AC L I

R
N

OF

I A

S
T

E

T
A

O F

REN. 09-30-17

1750  BRIDGEWAY, SUITE B211

MICHAELREXARCHITECTS.COM
S A U S A L I T O ,  C A  9 4 9 6 5

T E L   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 1 4 0 0
F A X   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 5 4 6 3

N

45'-11 1/4"

24
'-3

/4
"

6"
5'

-0
"

11
'-8

 1
/2

"

3'-8"

6'-0"

8'-6 1/4"

9'-11 3/4"

11'-8 1/4"

9'-3 1/4"

8'-4 1/4" 8'-4 1/4" 8'-4 1/4"

6'-0"

EL PORTAL

BRIDGEW
AY

KITCHEN

MENS

WOMENS

RESTRM

WALK-IN
REFR

WC

WC

STORAGE

Café TuttiArt Gallery

SLOPE10%

(N) Sidewalk Café
36 Seats

ENTRANCE

EN
TR

AN
CE

1/4" = 1'-0"

PROPOSED  FIRST FLOOR  PLAN 1

CHRISTY BOXES, TYP.

DRAINS, TYP.

RETRACTABLE AWNINGS

WROUGHT-IRON RAILING
AND STANCHIONS

ADDITIONAL SEATING:
36 GUESTS

FREESTANDING
PLANTER BOXES

(E) FOUND 8"X6"
STRUCTURAL POSTS TO

REMAIN

(E) 8"X6" STRUCTURAL POST
TO BE REMOVED



GSPublisherVersion 446.5.6.100

PROPOSED
EXTERIOR

ELEVATIONS -
PARTIAL

CHECKED BY:

DRAWN BY:

DATE AND DESCRIPTION:

S H E E T

A-201

MRA

/U
se

rs
/S

ha
re

d/
C

LI
E

N
T 

Fo
ld

er
/0

0_
M

R
ex

A
rc

hi
te

ct
ur

e/
C

af
fe

 T
ut

ti/
A

rc
hi

C
A

D
/E

l P
or

ta
l_

v2
3_

v4
.p

ln
 / 

Fr
id

ay
, J

un
e 

4,
 2

02
1 

/ 5
:0

5 
P

M

DM

THESE DRAWINGS CONSTITUTE THE
ORIGINAL WORK OF THE ARCHITECT AND
MAY NOT BE USED WITHOUT HIS WRITTEN
CONSENT © 2016 MICHAEL REX ARCHITECTS

SCALE:

LO
R

O
N

 I
N

V
E

S
T

M
E

N
T

S

A
P

N
 0

65
-1

33
-1

7

12
 E

L 
P

O
R

T
A

L 
&

 6
90

 B
R

ID
G

E
W

A
Y

HPC SUBMITTAL

MAY 6, 2021

S
A

U
S

A
LI

T
O

, 
C

A
LI

F
O

R
N

IA
   

94
96

5

LI
EC

NSED ARCH

TI ECT

H

No. C-017003

C.LEA

M
IC ER

X

AC L I

R
N

OF

I A

S
T

E

T
A

O F

REN. 09-30-17

JUN 4, 2021
1 HPC SUBMITTAL REVISION1

1750  BRIDGEWAY, SUITE B211

MICHAELREXARCHITECTS.COM
S A U S A L I T O ,  C A  9 4 9 6 5

T E L   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 1 4 0 0
F A X   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 5 4 6 3

+0.0'
1 FIRST FLOOR

+9.1'
2 MEZZANINE

+17.5'
3 SECOND FLOOR

+32.1'
4 PLATE LINE

3/16" = 1'-0"

PROPOSED  NORTH  ELEVATION - PARTIAL 1

PROPOSED  WEST ELEVATION 2

EXISTING  BUILDING  SHOW N  FOR  COLOR  MA TCHING  PURPOSES

RETAIN (E) FRIEZE
ELEMENT

(N)  CONTEMPORARY "KICKPLATE"
FEATURES HORIZONTAL BANDING,
MIMICING ELEMENTS OF SECOND
STORY AND PROVIDING STRUCTURAL
"GROUNDING". COLOR & TEXTURE
MATCHES (E) SECOND STORY
BEIGE COLOR

(E) PRIMARY COLOR "ROSE"

(N)  PILASTERS ARE CONTEMPORARY
NOD TO HISTORICAL PILASTERS AND
CONTRIBUTE TO PROVIDING OVERALL
STRUCTURAL "GROUNDING" OF BUILDING.
PILASTER IS (E) PRIMARY BUILDING COLOR,
BASE AND CAPITAL ARE (E) BEIGE TRIM COLOR

(N) RETRACTABLE CANVAS AWNINGS

(E) BANDING TRIM COLOR
"BEIGE"

(E) DOOR & WINDOW JAMB
COLOR, "EBONY"

(E) PRIMARY COLOR "ROSE"

CAPITAL, (E) BANDING
TRIM COLOR "BEIGE"

BASE, (E) BANDING
TRIM COLOR "BEIGE"

(E) PRIMARY COLOR "ROSE"

(E) BANDING TRIM COLOR "BEIGE"

(E) DOOR & WINDOW JAMB
COLOR, "EBONY"

(E) BANDING TRIM COLOR "BEIGE"



GSPublisherVersion 446.5.6.100

FRONT ELEVATION
HISTORICAL TO

PROPOSED
COMPARISON

CHECKED BY:

DRAWN BY:

DATE AND DESCRIPTION:

S H E E T

A-202

MRA

/U
se

rs
/S

ha
re

d/
C

LI
E

N
T 

Fo
ld

er
/0

0_
M

R
ex

A
rc

hi
te

ct
ur

e/
C

af
fe

 T
ut

ti/
A

rc
hi

C
A

D
/E

l P
or

ta
l_

v2
3_

v4
.p

ln
 / 

Fr
id

ay
, J

un
e 

4,
 2

02
1 

/ 5
:0

5 
P

M

DM

THESE DRAWINGS CONSTITUTE THE
ORIGINAL WORK OF THE ARCHITECT AND
MAY NOT BE USED WITHOUT HIS WRITTEN
CONSENT © 2016 MICHAEL REX ARCHITECTS

SCALE:

LO
R

O
N

 I
N

V
E

S
T

M
E

N
T

S

A
P

N
 0

65
-1

33
-1

7

12
 E

L 
P

O
R

T
A

L 
&

 6
90

 B
R

ID
G

E
W

A
Y

HPC SUBMITTAL

MAY 6, 2021

S
A

U
S

A
LI

T
O

, 
C

A
LI

F
O

R
N

IA
   

94
96

5

LI
EC

NSED ARCH

TI ECT

H

No. C-017003

C.LEA

M
IC ER

X

AC L I

R
N

OF

I A

S
T

E

T
A

O F

REN. 09-30-17

JUN 4, 2021
1 HPC SUBMITTAL REVISION1

1750  BRIDGEWAY, SUITE B211

MICHAELREXARCHITECTS.COM
S A U S A L I T O ,  C A  9 4 9 6 5

T E L   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 1 4 0 0
F A X   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 5 4 6 3

+0.0'
1 FIRST FLOOR

+9.1'
2 MEZZANINE

+17.5'
3 SECOND FLOOR

+32.1'
4 PLATE LINE

AS NOTED

PROPOSED  NORTH  ELEVATION 1

HISTORIC  ARCHITECTURAL ELEVATION 2

SCALE:  3/16" = 1'-0"

SCALE:  NTS



GSPublisherVersion 446.5.6.100

RENDERINGS

CHECKED BY:

DRAWN BY:

DATE AND DESCRIPTION:

S H E E T

A-900

MRA

/U
se

rs
/S

ha
re

d/
C

LI
E

N
T 

Fo
ld

er
/0

0_
M

R
ex

A
rc

hi
te

ct
ur

e/
C

af
fe

 T
ut

ti/
A

rc
hi

C
A

D
/E

l P
or

ta
l_

v2
3_

v4
.p

ln
 / 

Fr
id

ay
, J

un
e 

4,
 2

02
1 

/ 5
:0

5 
P

M

DM

THESE DRAWINGS CONSTITUTE THE
ORIGINAL WORK OF THE ARCHITECT AND
MAY NOT BE USED WITHOUT HIS WRITTEN
CONSENT © 2016 MICHAEL REX ARCHITECTS

SCALE:

LO
R

O
N

 I
N

V
E

S
T

M
E

N
T

S

A
P

N
 0

65
-1

33
-1

7

12
 E

L 
P

O
R

T
A

L 
&

 6
90

 B
R

ID
G

E
W

A
Y

HPC SUBMITTAL

MAY 6, 2021

S
A

U
S

A
LI

T
O

, 
C

A
LI

F
O

R
N

IA
   

94
96

5

LI
EC

NSED ARCH

TI ECT

H

No. C-017003

C.LEA

M
IC ER

X

AC L I

R
N

OF

I A

S
T

E

T
A

O F

REN. 09-30-17

JUN 4, 2021
1 HPC SUBMITTAL REVISION1

1750  BRIDGEWAY, SUITE B211

MICHAELREXARCHITECTS.COM
S A U S A L I T O ,  C A  9 4 9 6 5

T E L   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 1 4 0 0
F A X   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 5 4 6 3

NTS

3D PROPOSED  RENDERING  - EL PORTAL 1

3D PROPOSED  R ENDER ING  - COR NER 233D PROPOSED  RENDERING  - EL PORTAL



GSPublisherVersion 446.5.6.100

RENDERINGS

CHECKED BY:

DRAWN BY:

DATE AND DESCRIPTION:

S H E E T

A-901

MRA

/U
se

rs
/S

ha
re

d/
C

LI
E

N
T 

Fo
ld

er
/0

0_
M

R
ex

A
rc

hi
te

ct
ur

e/
C

af
fe

 T
ut

ti/
A

rc
hi

C
A

D
/E

l P
or

ta
l_

v2
3_

v4
.p

ln
 / 

Fr
id

ay
, J

un
e 

4,
 2

02
1 

/ 5
:0

5 
P

M

DM

THESE DRAWINGS CONSTITUTE THE
ORIGINAL WORK OF THE ARCHITECT AND
MAY NOT BE USED WITHOUT HIS WRITTEN
CONSENT © 2016 MICHAEL REX ARCHITECTS

SCALE:

LO
R

O
N

 I
N

V
E

S
T

M
E

N
T

S

A
P

N
 0

65
-1

33
-1

7

12
 E

L 
P

O
R

T
A

L 
&

 6
90

 B
R

ID
G

E
W

A
Y

HPC SUBMITTAL

MAY 6, 2021

S
A

U
S

A
LI

T
O

, 
C

A
LI

F
O

R
N

IA
   

94
96

5

LI
EC

NSED ARCH

TI ECT

H

No. C-017003

C.LEA

M
IC ER

X

AC L I

R
N

OF

I A

S
T

E

T
A

O F

REN. 09-30-17

JUN 4, 2021
1 HPC SUBMITTAL REVISION1

1750  BRIDGEWAY, SUITE B211

MICHAELREXARCHITECTS.COM
S A U S A L I T O ,  C A  9 4 9 6 5

T E L   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 1 4 0 0
F A X   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 5 4 6 3

NTS

3D PROPOSED  R ENDER ING  - BRIDGEWAY 1

3D PROPOSED  R ENDER ING  - COR NER 233D PROPOSED  R ENDER ING  - COR NER



GSPublisherVersion 446.5.6.100

EXISTING FIRST
FLOOR PLAN

CHECKED BY:

DRAWN BY:

DATE AND DESCRIPTION:

S H E E T

EC-100

MRA

/U
se

rs
/S

ha
re

d/
C

LI
E

N
T 

Fo
ld

er
/0

0_
M

R
ex

A
rc

hi
te

ct
ur

e/
C

af
fe

 T
ut

ti/
A

rc
hi

C
A

D
/E

l P
or

ta
l_

v2
3_

v4
.p

ln
 / 

Fr
id

ay
, J

un
e 

4,
 2

02
1 

/ 5
:0

5 
P

M

DM

THESE DRAWINGS CONSTITUTE THE
ORIGINAL WORK OF THE ARCHITECT AND
MAY NOT BE USED WITHOUT HIS WRITTEN
CONSENT © 2016 MICHAEL REX ARCHITECTS

JUN 4, 2021
1 HPC SUBMITTAL REVISION1

SCALE:

LO
R

O
N

 I
N

V
E

S
T

M
E

N
T

S

A
P

N
 0

65
-1

33
-1

7

12
 E

L 
P

O
R

T
A

L 
&

 6
90

 B
R

ID
G

E
W

A
Y

HPC SUBMITTAL

MAY 6, 2021

S
A

U
S

A
LI

T
O

, 
C

A
LI

F
O

R
N

IA
   

94
96

5

LI
EC

NSED ARCH

TI ECT

H

No. C-017003

C.LEA

M
IC ER

X

AC L I

R
N

OF

I A

S
T

E

T
A

O F

REN. 09-30-17

1750  BRIDGEWAY, SUITE B211

MICHAELREXARCHITECTS.COM
S A U S A L I T O ,  C A  9 4 9 6 5

T E L   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 1 4 0 0
F A X   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 5 4 6 3

Design Consilium

Sausalito, CA 94965

12 El Portal & 690 Bridgeway

REF: Caffe Tutti & Petri Gallery_Sausalito

DRAWN BY: TG

AUDITED BY: TG

REV: 0

SHEET SIZE: 24x36

EXSITING CONDITIONS DOCUMENTATION

4/12/2021 - 4/20/2021

CAFFE TUTTI &

PETRI GALLERY

THIS REPRESENTATION IS A RECORD OF REAL PROPERTY THAT

IS  COMMONLY ACKNOWLEDGED TO BE APPROPRIATE FOR USE

IN PLANNING,  DESIGN, LEASE, AND GENERAL ASSET

MANAGEMENT. IT  SHOULD NOT BE USED TO ESTABLISH

PRECISE MEASUREMENTS  OF SPACES OR OBJECTS FOUND

HEREIN FOR ANY PURPOSE.

LEGEND

SPRINKLER

1

A

-

3

0

1

DISPLAY

SPACE

DISPLAY

SPACE

DISPLAY

SPACE

RESTRM

KITCHEN

DATUM

EXISTING ENTRY LEVEL FLOOR PLAN

1

CAFE=1,521± SQFT GROSS MEASURED AREA

GALLERY=1,386± SQFT GROSS MEASURED AREA

12 EL PORTAL

SAUSALITO HOTEL

ENTRY

690

BRIDGEWAY

BAR

WOMENS

MENS

WC

WALK-IN REFR

STOR

HALL

HALL

WC

1

A-201

2

A-201

SPRINKLER LINE

NOTE:

DUE TO DEVIATIONS IN WALL ANGLES AND SURFACES, SOME

WALL LENGTHS ARE REPRESENTED AS TYPICAL.

NOTE C:

DUE TO DEVIATIONS IN WALL ANGLES AND SURFACES, SOME

WALL LENGTHS ARE REPRESENTED AS TYPICAL.

SCALE: 1/4"=1'-0"

A-101

SHEET: 1 OF 4

EXISTING FLOOR PLAN

1/4" = 1'-0"

EXISTING  FIRST FLOOR  PLAN 1



GSPublisherVersion 446.5.6.100

EXISTING EXTERIOR
ELEVATIONS

CHECKED BY:

DRAWN BY:

DATE AND DESCRIPTION:

S H E E T

EC-200

MRA

/U
se

rs
/S

ha
re

d/
C

LI
E

N
T 

Fo
ld

er
/0

0_
M

R
ex

A
rc

hi
te

ct
ur

e/
C

af
fe

 T
ut

ti/
A

rc
hi

C
A

D
/E

l P
or

ta
l_

v2
3_

v4
.p

ln
 / 

Fr
id

ay
, J

un
e 

4,
 2

02
1 

/ 5
:0

5 
P

M

DM

THESE DRAWINGS CONSTITUTE THE
ORIGINAL WORK OF THE ARCHITECT AND
MAY NOT BE USED WITHOUT HIS WRITTEN
CONSENT © 2016 MICHAEL REX ARCHITECTS

SCALE:

LO
R

O
N

 I
N

V
E

S
T

M
E

N
T

S

A
P

N
 0

65
-1

33
-1

7

12
 E

L 
P

O
R

T
A

L 
&

 6
90

 B
R

ID
G

E
W

A
Y

HPC SUBMITTAL

MAY 6, 2021

S
A

U
S

A
LI

T
O

, 
C

A
LI

F
O

R
N

IA
   

94
96

5

LI
EC

NSED ARCH

TI ECT

H

No. C-017003

C.LEA

M
IC ER

X

AC L I

R
N

OF

I A

S
T

E

T
A

O F

REN. 09-30-17

JUN 4, 2021
1 HPC SUBMITTAL REVISION1

1750  BRIDGEWAY, SUITE B211

MICHAELREXARCHITECTS.COM
S A U S A L I T O ,  C A  9 4 9 6 5

T E L   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 1 4 0 0
F A X   ( 4 1 5 )  3 3 1 - 5 4 6 3

Design Consilium

Sausalito, CA 94965

12 El Portal & 690 Bridgeway

REF: Caffe Tutti & Petri Gallery_Sausalito

DRAWN BY: TG

AUDITED BY: TG

REV: 0

SHEET SIZE: 24x36

EXSITING CONDITIONS DOCUMENTATION

4/12/2021 - 4/20/2021

CAFFE TUTTI &

PETRI GALLERY

THIS REPRESENTATION IS A RECORD OF REAL PROPERTY THAT

IS  COMMONLY ACKNOWLEDGED TO BE APPROPRIATE FOR USE

IN PLANNING,  DESIGN, LEASE, AND GENERAL ASSET

MANAGEMENT. IT  SHOULD NOT BE USED TO ESTABLISH

PRECISE MEASUREMENTS  OF SPACES OR OBJECTS FOUND

HEREIN FOR ANY PURPOSE.

DATUM

EXISTING PARTIAL NORTH ELEVATION

1

NOTE:

DUE TO DEVIATIONS IN FLOOR SURFACES, SOME

WALL HEIGHTS ARE REPRESENTED AS TYPICAL.

DATUM

A-301

1

EXISTING PARTIAL WEST ELEVATION

2

NOTE:

DUE TO DEVIATIONS IN FLOOR SURFACES, SOME

WALL HEIGHTS ARE REPRESENTED AS TYPICAL.

SCALE: 1/4"=1'-0"

A-201

SHEET: 3 OF 4

EXISTING ELEVATIONS

3/16" = 1'-0"

EXISTING  NORTH  ELEVATION 1

EXISTING  WEST ELEVATION 2



HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION RESOLUTION NO. 2021-04 

July 22, 2021 

12 El Portal and 690 Bridgeway 

APN: 065-133-17 

PROJECT ID: 2021-00131 

EXHIBIT C: CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS APPLICATION 



Page 1 of 11 

CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS APPLICATION 
City of Sausalito | Community Development Department 

420 Litho Street | Sausalito, CA 94965 | (415) 289-4128 | cdd@sausalito.gov 

Incorporated into the Sausalito Municipal Code (SMC) in 2018, Chapter 10.46 (Historic Preservation) establishes 
Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) review by the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC). 

A Certificate of Appropriateness Application must be submitted when a person, owner, or other entity seeks to 
restore, rehabilitate, alter, develop, construct, demolish, remove, or otherwise change the exterior appearance 
(including paint color) of: 

1. A structure/site officially deemed a historical resource under the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA).

2. A designated Local, State, and/or National Historic Register property.
3. A property within a Historic Overlay District.

No work or any other City of Sausalito planning/building entitlement action shall occur without the project first 
having undergone COA review by the HPC, unless otherwise exempted (SMC 10.46.060). The City has the 
authority to levy enforcement penalties for unpermitted work (SMC 10.46.080). Ordinary repair and maintenance 
activities may not be subject to COA review; please consult with City Staff (SMC 10.46.060). 

BACKGROUND INFORMATION 

The Certificate of Appropriateness review/authorization process evaluates whether or not a project may cause a 
substantial adverse effect on the significance of a historical resource. Substantial adverse effect includes 
demolition, destruction, relocation, or alteration such that the significance of a historical resource would be 
impaired. Per CEQA, a project that demolishes or alters those physical characteristics of a historical resource 
that convey its historical significance (i.e. character-defining features) can be considered to materially impair the 
resource’s significance. Central Question: Is the project appropriately designed to not result in a substantial 
adverse effect to the historical resource? At a noticed public hearing, the HPC reviews the project under 
Certificate of Appropriateness Findings and issues a formal advisory recommendation to the decision-making 
body (e.g. Planning Commission). Certificate of Appropriateness Findings include review under The Secretary 
of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (refer to Section 6). A project that has been 
determined to conform to the Standards can generally be considered to be a project that will not cause a 
substantial adverse effect and can be considered Categorically Exempt from further CEQA review. 

INSTRUCTIONS 

The information in this application is required in order to evaluate whether or not the project will cause a 
substantial adverse effect on the significance of the historical resource. The COA review/authorization process 
will begin once staff determines that the submission is complete. 

You must provide the following supplemental information along with this application: 
ü Drawings. Plans and specifications showing the existing/proposed exterior appearance, including

detailed drawings.
ü Materials. Product details, cut-sheets, and samples of materials to be used, where applicable.
ü Photographs. The application must be accompanied by current and/or historic photographs large

enough to show the nature of the property and the adjacent properties and area.
ü Digital Form. All material submitted in hardcopy must be provided in PDF via CD or USB.

The Certificate of Appropriateness Application shall be prepared by an individual that meets the 
Professional Qualification Standards as used by the National Park Service, Secretary of the Interior, and 
as published in the Code of Federal Regulations. 



Page 2 of 11 
 

SAMPLE RESEARCH RESOURCES 
 

CA Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) Historical Resources Consultants List 
This list consists of individuals who, based on the information they have provided, meet the minimum 
qualifications of a professional in the disciplines of Archaeology, Architectural History, Architecture, Historical 
Architecture, or History, as defined in the Secretary of Interior's Standards (36 CFR 61), and who have requested 
to be included in the list. It is not a listing of all individuals who qualify as professionals in these disciplines under 
the Secretary of Interior's Standards and does not constitute an endorsement of any listed individual or consulting 
firm by the City of Sausalito, Office of Historic Preservation, or CHRIS Information Centers. 

 
Community Development Department at Sausalito City Hall 
Archive files for past and present planning permits and building permits are available at City Hall. 

 
Sausalito Historical Society at Sausalito City Hall 
The Sausalito Historical Society is a local organization whose mission is to collect documents related to Sausalito 
and provide access to the collection for public and academic research. They offer outreach programs to inspire 
local interest in Sausalito’s history, educate the visiting public, and enrich the community. The Historical Society 
has a library collection (including digital) with a variety of materials including histories of historic buildings, 
newspapers, Sanborn Maps, books, photographs and government-related documents. 

 
Assessor-Recorder-County Clerk Office at County of Marin Civic Center 
Used when researching the ownership history of a property, the Assessor-Recorder-County Clerk’s Office has 
original deeds, sales records, and map books that show ownership history, records about owners, room counts, 
and building construction dates. 

 
CA Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) 
The California State Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) is responsible for administering federally and state 
mandated historic preservation programs to further the identification, evaluation, registration and protection of 
California's irreplaceable archaeological and historical resources under the direction of the State Historic 
Preservation Officer (SHPO), a gubernatorial appointee, and the State Historical Resources Commission. 

 
CA Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) 
The California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) consists of the California Office of Historic 
Preservation (OHP), nine Information Centers (ICs), and the State Historical Resources Commission (SHRC). 
The OHP administers and coordinates the CHRIS and presents proposed CHRIS policies to the SHRC, which 
approves these polices in public meetings. The CHRIS Inventory includes the State Historic Resources Inventory 
maintained by the OHP as defined in California Public Resources Code § 5020.1(p), and the larger number of 
resource records and research reports managed under contract by the nine ICs. 

 
Sonoma State University Northwest Information Center (NWIC) 
The Northwest Information Center (NWIC) of the California Historical Resources Information System (CHRIS) is 
one of nine information centers affiliated with the State of California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP) in 
Sacramento. NWIC staff regularly assist Historical Resources Consultants undertaking research in history and 
archaeology as well as providing information to landowners, scholars, and the general public about archaeology, 
history, architecture, and historical resources legislation. Inventory access, products and services are provided 
on a fee-for-service basis. 
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SECTION 1 – CONTACT INFORMATION 

PROPERTY OWNER NAME 
 Loron Investments 
 c/o Mr. Pete Petri  

PROPERTY OWNER ADDRESS 
 P.O. Box 558 
 Tiburon, CA  94920 

PROPERTY OWNER TELEPHONE 
415-407-9660

PROPERTY OWNER EMAIL 
 ppetri@plastikon.com 

APPLICATION PREPARER NAME 
(PRIMARY PROJECT CONTACT) 

 Mark Hulbert 

APPLICATION PREPARER ADDRESS 
 446 17th Street, #302, Oakland, CA  94612 

APPLICATION PREPARER TELEPHONE 510-418-0285

APPLICATION PREPARER EMAIL 
 mhulbert@earthlink.net 

PROJECT ID NUMBER 

SECTION 2 – PROPERTY INFORMATION 

PROJECT STREET ADDRESS  12 El Portal/690 Bridgeway 

CROSS STREETS  El Portal and Bridgeway 

ASSESSOR’S PARCEL NUMBER(S) 
(APN) 

065-133-17

PARCEL SIZE (SQ FT) 

PARCEL DIMENSIONS (FT)  125’ (approx.N.front), 57.25’ (W.front), 38.28’ (E); 126.77’ (S) 
 (trapezoidal lot) 

OTHER ADDRESS / HISTORIC 
ADDRESS (IF APPLICABLE) 

16-20 El Portal, 938-948 Water, 690-694 Bridgeway

ORIGINAL CONSTRUCTION DATE 
 1915 

ARCHITECT AND/OR BUILDER 
 O’Brien Bros, architects and Peter Hamilton, builder 

IS PROPERTY INCLUDED IN A 
HISTORIC SURVEY? [X] YES [ ] NO 

SURVEY NAME 
(IF APPLICABLE) 

 Sausalito Downtown Historic District 

IS PROPERTY WITHIN THE 
DOWNTOWN HISTORIC DISTRICT? [X] YES [ ] NO 

IS PROPERTY DESIGNATED ON A 
HISTORIC REGISTER [ ]  YES [X] NO 

HISTORIC REGISTER DESIGNATION 
(IF APPLICABLE) [X] LOCAL [ ] STATE [ ] NATIONAL 
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SECTION 3 – PROJECT DETAILS 

RESIDENTIAL LAND USE [    ]  YES [X] NO

NON-RESIDENTIAL LAND USE [X] YES [ ] NO 

CHANGE OF LAND USE [ ]  YES [X] NO

FAÇADE ALTERATIONS [X] YES [ ] NO 

ADDITIONS [ ]  YES [X] NO

DEMOLITION [X] YES [ ] NO 

NEW CONSTRUCTION [X] YES [X] NO

SIGN PERMIT APPLICATION [ ]  YES [X] NO

SIGN PERMIT STATUS [ ] NEW SIGN [ ] MODIFIED SIGN [X] N/A 

SECTION 4 – PROJECT DESCRIPTION 

Please provide a detailed narrative that summarizes the project and its purpose. 
Submit separate sheet(s), as necessary. 

Per the project plans (Old Sausalito Hotel, 12 El Portal & 690 Bridgeway, Michael Rex Architects, 11 sheets, 
dated May 6, 2021), the proposed project: 
• Retains existing uses, including the historic ground floor commercial uses;
• Retains all identified character defining features, which are concentrated at the building’s overall form and

upper façades and fronts;
• Non-historic storefronts are to be removed and replaced with new storefronts, a portion of which will be

equipped with fabric awnings at proposed sidewalk dining;

SECTION 5 – CHARACTER-DEFINING FEATURES 

Please identify the character-defining features of the historical resource. Character-defining features, including 
original materials, architectural details, and window/door openings, contribute to the integrity of a structure and 
should be preserved when feasible. Submit separate sheet(s), as necessary. 

In sum, the Hotel Sausalito property and building’s historical and historic architectural significance are on the 
basis of their direct association to Sausalito’s historic downtown and waterfront. The Hotel Sausalito is also 
associated with the range of early owners of this property, from the days of the Arbordale (the 
Kristenbachers) to the founding and early years of the Hotel Sausalito (Henry Kruse, Henry Meyer and Rob 
Rose), and it is also clear that some of the early businesses and merchants associated with the businesses 
housed therein were important persons in Sausalito’s commercial history. Additionally, a relatively large 
building in its downtown setting, its scalloped Mission style architectural form is iconic while its original form 
and upper façades are uniquely intact, so there is likewise clear architectural importance.  

The following is a summary of historic characteristics: 
• Overall 2-story building form with 2 street fronts, north and west
• Mixed hotel, restaurant and commercial uses
• Upper building story in largely original condition, including:
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o Scalloped, Mission style parapets accented with quatrefoil openings 
o Stucco wall finish with projected window heads and sills 
o Bay windows supported by corbels and with tiled hoods 
o Wood sash windows along with intermediate stained glass windows 
o Continuous skirt roof with sheet metal (?) roofing and boxed eaves with fascia below 
o USPS emblem and flagpole (added c1947) 

 
Conversely, given the almost total extent to which they have changed, the ground floor exterior walls (below 
the midlevel skirt roof) have no historic integrity or historic architectural significance. Further, interiors also 
have no historical significance.  

 

SECTION 6 – SECRETARY OF THE INTERIOR’S STANDARDS (SOI STANDARDS) 
 

The Secretary of the Interior's Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties are common sense historic 
preservation principles in non-technical language. They promote historic preservation best practices that will help 
to protect our nation’s irreplaceable cultural resources. 

 
The Standards are a series of concepts about maintaining, repairing, and replacing historic materials, as well as 
designing new additions or making alterations. The Guidelines offer general design and technical 
recommendations to assist in applying the Standards to a specific property. Together, they provide a framework 
and guidance for decision-making about work or changes to a historic property. The Standards and Guidelines 
can be applied to historic properties of all types, materials, construction, sizes, and use. They include both the 
exterior and the interior and extend to a property’s landscape features, site, environment, as well as related new 
construction. The Standards offer four distinct approaches to the treatment of historic properties—Preservation, 
Rehabilitation, Restoration, and Reconstruction with Guidelines for each. In reviewing COA applications, the 
HPC evaluates the proposed project against the SOI Standards, amongst other Findings (SMC 10.46.060.F). 

 

SOI STANDARDS TREATMENT 
APPLIED TO PROJECT DESIGN 
AND EVALUATION 

[ ] PRESERVATION 
[X] REHABILITATION (most common treatment—refer to Section 8) 
[ ] RESTORATION 
[ ] RECONSTRUCTION 
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SECTION 7 – HISTORIC PRESERVATION PROJECT OVERVIEW 

A Is the property being used as it was historically? [X] YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A 

B Does the new use have minimal impact on distinctive materials, 
features, spaces, and spatial relationship? [X] YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A 

C Is the historic character of the property being maintained due to 
minimal changes of characteristics in Question B? [X ]  YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A 

D 
Are the design changes creating a false sense of history or 
historical development, possibly from features or elements 
inspired from other historical properties? 

[ ]  YES [X] NO [ ] N/A 

E 
Are there elements of the property that were not initially 
significant but have acquired their own historical significance 
over time? 

[X] YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A 

F Are the elements in Question E to be retained and preserved? [X] YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A 

G 
Have distinctive materials, features, finishes, and construction 
techniques or examples of fine craftsmanship that characterize 
the property been preserved? 

[X] YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A 

H Are all deteriorating historic features being repaired per the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards? [ ]  YES [ ] NO [X] N/A

I Are there historic features that have deteriorated and need to 
be repaired or replaced? [ ]  YES [ ] NO [X] N/A

J Do the replacement features match in design, color, texture, 
and, where possible, materials? [ ]  YES [ ] NO [X] N/A

K Are any chemical or physical treatments being undertaken on 
historic materials using the gentlest means possible? [X] YES [ ] NO [X] N/A

L Are all archeological resources being protected and preserved 
in place? [ ]  YES [ ] NO [X] N/A

M 
Do exterior alterations or related new construction preserve 
historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that are 
characteristic to the property? 

[X] YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A 

N 
Are exterior alterations differentiated from the old, but still 
compatible with the historic materials, features, size, scale, 
proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the property 
and its surrounding environment? 

[X] YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A 

O 
If any alterations are removed one day in the future, will the 
forms and integrity of the historic property and environment be 
preserved? 

[X] YES [ ] NO [ ] N/A 
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SECTION 8 – FINDINGS OF CONFORMANCE TO SOI STANDARDS FOR REHABILITATION 
 

In reviewing COA applications, the HPC evaluates the proposed project against the SOI Standards, amongst 
other Findings. Below are the SOI Standards for Rehabilitation, the most common, applicable treatment for 
projects in Sausalito. 

 
Rehabilitation acknowledges the need to alter or add to a historic property to meet continuing or changing uses 
while retaining the property's historic character. When repair and replacement of deteriorated features are 
necessary; when alterations or additions to the property are planned for a new or continued use; and when its 
depiction at a particular period of time is not appropriate, Rehabilitation may be considered as a treatment. 

 
Ø Please describe as to how and why the project meets the ten SOI Standards for Rehabilitation. Submit 

separate sheet(s), as necessary. 
Ø Do not merely conclude that the project is in compliance with a standard; this will automatically deem 

your submission as incomplete. 
Ø If a standard does not apply to the project, you must explain why it does not apply. 

 

NO. SOI REHABILITATION STANDARD PROJECT CONFORMANCE DESCRIPTION 

 
 
 
 

1 

 
 
 
A property will be used as it was 
historically or be given a new use that 
requires minimal change to its distinctive 
materials, features, spaces and spatial 
relationships. 

 
The subject property was originally a hotel with 
commercial uses at the ground floor and hotel uses at the 
ground and second floors, which uses remain. As the 
project proposes to continue the historic uses of the 
property and its building without alteration of its identified 
historic importance or character, Standard 1 is met. 

 

 
 
 
 

2 

 
 
The historic character of a property will be 
retained and preserved. The removal of 
distinctive materials or alteration of 
features, spaces and spatial relationships 
that characterize a property will be 
avoided. 

 
The identified historical character of the Hotel Sausalito. 
building is embodied in the distinctive characteristics of its 
early-20th century origins as a mixed-use building of 
period design, construction and detailing. 
 
As the proposed project fully retains the identified historic 
character and characteristics of the building and avoids 
the loss of any distinctive forms, spaces or spatial 
relationships, features or materials, Standard 2 is met. 

 
 
 
 

3 

 
 
Each property will be recognized as a 
physical record of its time, place and use. 
Changes that create a false sense of 
historical development, such as adding 
conjectural features or elements from 
other historic properties, will not be 
undertaken. 

 
Relative to identified historic character and  
characteristics, the proposed work replaces storefronts at 
the ground floor. Such proposed, new exterior alterations 
appear to be respectful of the historic building and no 
conjectural elements or materials are proposed, so the 
proposed alteration work has no potential to confound 
patterns of historical development. Consequently, the 
project meets Standard 3. 

 



Page 8 of 11 

NO. SOI REHABILITATION STANDARD PROJECT CONFORMANCE DESCRIPTION 

4 
Changes to a property that have acquired 
historic significance in their own right will 
be retained and preserved. 

The identified historic significance of the subject property 
and building is its surviving original/early character and 
characteristics, including several changes to the building 
dating to its post office use in the latter-1940s and that 
have acquired significance in their own right. As each of 
those subsequent features are being retained and 
preserved, Standard 4 is met.  

5 
Distinctive materials, features, finishes and 
construction techniques or examples of 
craftsmanship that characterize a property 
will be preserved. 

All identified character defining forms, features, finishes, 
examples of construction techniques and craftsmanship 
embodied in this historic building are proposed to be 
retained. As the overall forms and primary characteristics 
of the resource will be unchanged and thus preserved, 
the proposed work meets Standard 5. 

6 

Deteriorated historic features will be 
repaired rather than replaced. Where the 
severity of deterioration requires 
replacement of a distinctive feature, the 
new feature will match the old in design, 
color, texture and, where possible, 
materials. Replacement of missing 
features will be substantiated by 
documentary and physical evidence. 

The proposed work is focused at replacement storefronts 
at the ground floor, where there are no character defining 
features. As no repair or replacement of historic features 
is proposed, the project complies with Standard 6. 

7 

Chemical or physical treatments, if 
appropriate, will be undertaken using the 
gentlest means possible. Treatments that 
cause damage to historic materials will not 
be used. 

Again, the proposed work is focused at replacement 
storefronts at the ground floor, where there are no 
character defining features. As no chemical or physical 
treatments at historic features or materials are proposed, 
the project complies with Standard 7.  
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NO. SOI REHABILITATION STANDARD PROJECT CONFORMANCE DESCRIPTION 

 
 
 
 

8 

 
 
 
Archeological resources will be protected 
and preserved in place. If such resources 
must be disturbed, mitigation measures 
will be undertaken. 

 
Relative to the proposed building alteration work, 
Standard 8 is not applicable. 

 
 
 
 

9 

New additions, exterior alterations or 
related new construction will not destroy 
historic materials, features and spatial 
relationships that characterize the 
property. The new work will be 
differentiated from the old and will be 
compatible with the historic materials, 
features, size, scale and proportion, and 
massing to protect the integrity of the 
property and its environment. 

 
No new additions are proposed and related new 
construction is limited to a detached sidewalk dining area 
consisting of low railings and planters, the designs of 
which appear to complement the building design and 
which do not detrimentally alter the building’s relationship 
to the street. Projecting awnings are also proposed at the 
restaurant (north) front, and which treatment is 
compatible with the ground floor commercial uses of this 
and other buildings in the downtown. 
 
Relative to the identified historic building, proposed 
exterior alterations are limited to the removal and 
replacement of non-historic storefronts. The design of the 
proposed new restaurant and shop fronts are clearly 
intended to complement the building’s historic 
architecture. And the two new designs – alongside the 
hotel front to remain – additionally reinforce the three 
different uses by discreetly treating each use. At the 
same time, the proposed designs tie the building together 
by: 
• Positively restoring the open character of the corner 

shop – importantly, including restoration of the 
original clipped corner entry; 

• Using stucco to relate to the historic stucco and by 
painting the exterior with a unified color scheme; 

• Introducing cast pilasters of a simplified design that 
relate to the original detailing above yet avoid copying 
the (presumed) original pilasters; 

• Introducing new doors and windows that are likewise 
similar to the original windows at the second floor yet 
are materially and functionally differentiated. 

 
As the proposed work will not detrimentally alter its 
identified historic character or characteristics and will 
reinforce the historic character and integrity of the 
building, its property and setting, the proposed project 
meets Standard 9. 
 



Page 10 of 11 

10 

New additions and adjacent or related new 
construction will be undertaken in such a 
manner that, if removed in the future, the 
essential form and integrity of the historic 
property and its environment would be 
unimpaired. 

No new additions are proposed. Related new 
construction at the sidewalk dining area are readily 
reversed without effect on the historic building. 
Therefore, the proposed project also meets Standard 10. 

SECTION 9 – FINDINGS OF CONFORMANCE TO SAUSALITO HISTORIC DESIGN GUIDELINES 

In 2011, the City of Sausalito adopted Historic Design Guidelines to provide guidance to property owners, 
decision-makers, staff, and the public for the preservation of the architectural heritage and integrity of the City’s 
historic resources. Sausalito’s Historic Design Guidelines identify standards to ensure that changes to the built 
environment will be sensitive to the community’s historical legacy. 

In reviewing COA applications, the HPC evaluates the proposed project against Sausalito’s Historic Design 
Guidelines. This complements project review against SOI Standards and any other applicable state or local 
ordinances and policies. Submit separate sheet(s), as necessary. 

The following Historic Design Guidelines are generally applicable to the proposed project: 

Treatment of Historic Commercial Properties (from 2011 Historic Design Guidelines, Chapter 2 - Treatment of 
Historic Structures Page 12-16): 

2.1 For a commercial storefront building, a rehabilitation project should preserve…character-defining 
features. 

Treatment of Special Features (from 2011 Historic Design Guidelines, Chapter 3): 

G. Awnings and Canopies;
3.15 A fabric awning is encouraged;
3.16 An awning or canopy should be in character with the building and streetscape.

SECTION 10 – ADDITIONAL FINDINGS FOR CERTIFICATE OF APPROPRIATENESS REVIEW 

Pursuant to Sausalito Municipal Code Section 10.46.060.F, additional Certificate of Appropriateness Findings 
apply to projects involving the following: 

• Local Historic Property
• Property in Historic Overlay District
• Sign Permit Application
• Demolition Application

PROJECT CONFORMANCE 
DESCRIPTION (LIST 
SAUSALITO HISTORIC 
DESIGN GUIDELINES 
SECTIONS AND/OR PAGE 
NUMBERS CONSULTED) 
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ADDITIONAL COA 
FINDINGS [X]  APPLY TO PROJECT [ ] DO NOT APPLY TO PROJECT 
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The following section and provisions from Sausalito’s Municipal Code have been referenced for project 
conformance: 
 
10.46.060.F.3. Additional Findings for Properties in Historic Overlay Districts 

a. Any new construction, addition or exterior change shall be compatible with the character of the historic 
overlay district as described in the designating ordinance; 
b. Exterior change shall preserve, enhance or restore, and shall not damage or destroy, the exterior 
architectural features of the subject property which are compatible with the character of the historic overlay 
district; and 
c. For any exterior change where the subject property is not already compatible with the character of the 
historic overlay district, reasonable efforts shall be made to produce compatibility, and in no event shall there 
be a greater deviation from compatibility. 

 
In conclusion, and as summarized above under the SOI Standards and per the City of Sausalito’s Review 
Requirements, the proposed project at 12 El Portal is highly respectful of the building’s historic character so the 
proposed work is compatible with and will enhance the character of the historic Hotel Sausalito and of the Downtown 
Historic District. 
  
SECTION 11 – APPLICATION PREPARER AFFIDAVIT AND SITE VISIT CONSENT 

 

Under penalty of perjury, the following declarations are made: 
• The facts and information submitted in/with the Certificate of Appropriateness application are true and 

accurate to the best of my knowledge. 
• The undersigned is the owner or authorized agent of the owner of this property. 
• I understand that other applications and/or information may be required and that all documents/exhibits 

submitted are retained for the project’s permanent public record. 
• I hereby authorize City of Sausalito staff and Historic Preservation Commission members to conduct a 

site visit of this property, making all portions of the interior and exterior accessible. 
• I have provided the required supplemental information identified on page 1 of this application. 

 

PRINTED NAME 
Mark Hulbert 

SIGNATURE 
 

PROFESSIONAL QUALIFICATION  Preservation Architect and Historic Resources Consultant 

RELATIONSHIP TO PROJECT [ ] OWNER [ X] AUTHORIZED AGENT 
 




