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Introduction and Purpose
Beginning the end of August aand running through mid-October 2020,
the Town of Windsor conducted three online survey exercises to gain
an understanding of the ideas and expectations of the community about
a range of housing issues. Beginning August 24, the Town posted one
exercise a week, and each was available to the public through October 15,
2020. Please note that due to the timing of the Planning Commission and
Town Council Joint Study Session, this report reflects community input
gained through October 12, 2020. The report will be updated with any
additional input when the exercises close.
• Webinar #1: Housing Factors. The first exercise included a video
introduction to the project and a webinar video: Getting the Housing
You Want: Terms and Factors that Shape Housing. Following the video,
a short survey prompted community members to share their input.
• Webinar #2: Design Elements. Similarly, the second exercise included
a webinar video: Getting the Housing You Want: Design Factors that
Matter. The exercise also included a survey where participants could
provide feedback.
• Visual Preference Survey. The third exercise included a Visual
Preference Survey that provided the community an opportunity
to offer input regarding architectural styles and design elements.
Participants were asked to rate and respond to a series of visual images
showing various housing styles and architectural elements.
In total, 160 participants completed surveys. The input provided during
these exercises will guide the consultants and Town staff in drafting
Multifamily Residential Objective Design and Development Standards to
streamline multifamily residential development in Windsor.
This Report is organized into five sections: this introduction, a discussion
of the Multi-family Residential Objective Design and Development
Standards process, and listings of the input received during each of the
three exercises.
3

Town of Windsor Multi-family Residential Objective Design and Development Standards

This page is intentionally left blank.

4

Community Engagement Summary

The Multi-family Residential
Objective Design and Development
Standards Process
In February 2020 the Town began the process of revising the Zoning
Code to reflect various changes in State Law regarding the streamlining of
multifamily residential project approvals. Specifically, Senate Bill (SB) 35,
passed in 2017, set out to “Significantly increase the approval and
construction of new housing…by meaningfully and effectively curbing the
capability of local governments to deny, reduce the density for, or render
infeasible housing development projects” if the proposed project meets
all “objective” standards within the General Plan, Zoning Code, and any
subdivision standards.” (Gov’t Code §65589.5 (a) (1) (K)). The goal of this
Project is to create a streamlined “by right” path to multifamily residential
project approvals based on a ministerial process without additional
discretionary design review.
What are objective standards? California State law defines
objective standards as “Standards 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 the
public official prior to submittal.” (Gov’t Code § 65913.4 (5))
The first steps in the Objective Design Standards process included a work
session with Town staff to discuss project objectives and expectations for
the Zoning Code revisions; interviewing stakeholders in the local housing
development industry; reviewing existing Town planning documents;
and community outreach to solicit input from the community, which
is summarized in this report. Following these initial steps, consultants
and Town staff will facilitate two Joint Study Sessions with the Planning
Commission and Town Council, draft multifamily residential objective
design and development standards and Zoning Code amendments, and
complete an environment review.
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Visual Preference Survey Responses

7

Town of Windsor Multi-family Residential Objective Design and Development Standards

This page is intentionally left blank.

8

Windsor Visual Preference Survey - Part 3

Community Engagement Summary

Q1 Please let us know a little about you (this information will be kept
confidential).Your e-mail will only be used to inform you of upcoming
events and send you a copy of the survey results.
Answered: 60

Skipped: 9

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Name

100.00%

Company

0.00%

0

Address

0.00%

0

Address 2

0.00%

0

City/Town

0.00%

0

State/Province

0.00%

0

ZIP/Postal Code

0.00%

0

Country

0.00%

0

Email Address

100.00%

Phone Number

0.00%
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0
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Q2 Do you live in the Town of Windsor?
Answered: 68

Skipped: 1
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88.24%

60

No

11.76%

8

TOTAL

10

60%

68
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Windsor Visual Preference Survey - Part 3

Q3 How long have you lived in Windsor?
Answered: 61

Skipped: 8

Less than 3
years

3 - 5 years

5 - 10 years

10 - 20 years

More than 20
years
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RESPONSES

Less than 3 years

9.84%

6

3 - 5 years

6.56%

4

5 - 10 years

18.03%

11

10 - 20 years

24.59%

15

More than 20 years

40.98%

25

TOTAL

61
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Q4 Design
Answered: 66

Skipped: 3

(no label)
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WEIGHTED
AVERAGE
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Q5 What do you like or dislike about this development?
Answered: 45

8 / 53

Skipped: 24
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#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

Out of character with the community.

10/12/2020 9:03 AM

2

It is too uniform. I like the green space on both sides of the sidewalk. I like the concept of
multi family but it is too “cookie cutter”

10/10/2020 9:26 AM

3

I BELIEVE THE KEY TO THIS STYLE IS THE STREET SCAPE.THE STREET NEEDS TO
BE AN ATTRACTIVE AND ACTIVE PART OF THIS STYLE OF DEVELOPMENT

10/6/2020 10:03 AM

4

Strongly favor for non-downtown infill projects that are adjacent to single family neighborhoods
and multifamily housing in new subdivisions. Particularly good for housing on/near Old Red or
Shiloh which aren't very walkable and a distance from downtown. Clear criteria for minimizing
lighting in rear particularly when no one is around overnight is critical as infill often backs up on
single family homes and new LEDs are perceived much brighter as same lumen level.

10/5/2020 9:00 AM

5

Monotony

9/29/2020 8:04 PM

6

The project has nice glazing at the ground floor, I appreciate the simple second level, no
gingerbread. It does not bother me that the colors are not too varied.

9/29/2020 3:40 PM

7

too homogeneous; no diversity that adds to visual appeal;

9/26/2020 2:48 PM

8

Flat and cookie cutter.

9/25/2020 11:03 PM

9

I like the raised stoops, the farmhouse nature of the design, and the garage in back with
greenery in front.

9/25/2020 2:16 PM

10

I don't care for this design, not enough variance in design from one residence to the next.

9/24/2020 1:11 PM

11

The public realm path, stairs, & planting are appealing. But the monotonous color and flush
alignment of the same facade module makes it boring. The street wall should be stepped
between homes.

9/23/2020 3:10 PM

12

Boring. Too similar with triangle tops and squares at street level

9/20/2020 9:46 PM

13

Where is the low income housing?? Or have some members of our town council and "mayor"
been bought off by the developer???

9/20/2020 12:23 PM

14

Simple and clean and unified appearance that’s probably less expensive to construct. Positive
use of land as well.

9/19/2020 12:16 PM

15

No shared floor/ceiling decides, lots of light to street level, garages and trash in rear

9/19/2020 10:00 AM

16

Too uniform. Looks like one unit that was cloned. People like a little individuality in their home.

9/18/2020 5:15 PM

17

The sidewalk and landscape blocks some of the street noise from the homes and serves as a
buffer. Good!

9/17/2020 3:22 PM

18

Not very interesting looking from the color to the exact same appearance all the way down the
street

9/17/2020 2:18 PM

19

No one else above or below you.

9/17/2020 1:26 PM

20

For some communities or neighborhoods that enjoy a uniform frontage and "everyone being the
same" this works. However, I prefer to at least add in different facades so that even buildings
with the same interior at least present a frontage that appears more customized and varied.
This design strikes me as boring and unimaginative. Adding in bay windows or overhangs or
other architectural features to add changes in depth would be more appealing to my eye.

9/17/2020 10:32 AM

21

I like because they start with floor level, homes. No businesses downstairs from unit.
Appearance of a single family home with shared walls. Pretty bland and they look like standard
row homes I do like that they have pitched roofs. Where's the parking?!

9/17/2020 10:09 AM

22

Too close to sidewalk, depending on what is going on in the yard, might not want to walk on
sidewalk

9/17/2020 7:35 AM

23

Lacks character, too cookie-cutter

9/16/2020 10:55 PM

24

Too plain

9/16/2020 9:43 PM

25

Plain and boring looking

9/16/2020 8:47 PM
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26

It’s pretty bland.

9/16/2020 6:26 PM

27

Looks affordable

9/16/2020 5:48 PM

28

Classic look. Very Americana and nice for a small town feel.

9/16/2020 5:21 PM

29

Clean and walking friendly

9/16/2020 4:09 PM

30

I like that they are set back from the sidewalk. I like the clean lines and windows

9/16/2020 3:59 PM

31

Fits well with other town elements around the Green.

9/16/2020 3:48 PM

32

It appears regimented and the landscaping has no personality. If the facades for each unit were
painted different colors that would help.

9/16/2020 3:35 PM

33

They are a little bland and flat on the front side

9/16/2020 3:28 PM

34

I like the casual, rural look that fits our town.

9/16/2020 2:16 PM

35

Seems classic and fits in with the feel already present in Windsor

9/16/2020 1:55 PM

36

Simple design, two stories only. But where is the parking? Off street parking is needed.

9/16/2020 12:50 PM

37

quaint

9/16/2020 12:34 PM

38

look to much alike ? stairs for seniors

9/15/2020 8:24 PM

39

I like that it captures nostalgia for a traditional home, but still has a modern edge. Like the
variance with the front stoop and setback doors.

9/15/2020 4:59 PM

40

It's in character with Windsor and Sonoma County; the windows are proportional and pleasing.
It's got an 'Urban Farmhouse' feel. Two-story buildings will fit the scale of most all of Windsor.

9/15/2020 4:50 PM

41

Looks like low income Midwest [expletive]

9/15/2020 4:47 PM

42

They all look the same.

9/15/2020 3:40 PM

43

I like the traditional look, the first floor windows and the entries.

9/15/2020 3:09 PM

44

I like the fact that the garages and parking are at the back. It would be better if there were front
porches, and if the units weren't all the same. This is a cookie-cutter design. Some single-level
units should also be included.

9/15/2020 1:24 PM

45

Garages in back helps create neighborhood feeling, as do porches. Design is clean and
somewhat classic, but somewhat modern, too.

9/15/2020 12:35 PM
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Windsor Visual Preference Survey - Part 3

Q6 Design
Answered: 65

Skipped: 4

(no label)
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40.00%
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SOMEWHAT
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12.31%
8

STRONGLY
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15.38%
10

1.54%
1

TOTAL

65

WEIGHTED
AVERAGE
2.17

Windsor Visual Preference Survey - Part 3

Q7 What do you like or dislike about this development?
Answered: 44

Skipped: 25
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#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

design is "okay?" but too tall

10/11/2020 6:39 PM

2

I like all of the windows. It is inviting. I like that because they are townhomes they allow for
more units on a parcel of land. It’s hard to tell what the green space is like and that is
important.

10/10/2020 9:29 AM

3

I THINK THIS STYLE IS WELL SUITED TO MAJOR STREETS AS A WELCOME FACADE
TO LIVABLE AND SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES

10/6/2020 10:04 AM

4

Really limits access for seniors.

10/5/2020 9:00 AM

5

I like how the two similar floor plans have dramatized with different siding and colors their
elevations. Also the canopy entry detail on the white units different than the darker ones.

9/30/2020 10:00 AM

6

Monotony, sense of crowdedness

9/29/2020 8:04 PM

7

lots of light from inside creates warmth; colors; facade has old country cottage look but
modernized; fenced landscaped area - but only if they are required to keep it landscaped - and
not become a storage space for junk.

9/26/2020 2:51 PM

8

Clean, modern with feel of height.

9/25/2020 11:04 PM

9

It's hard to see the private space in front - I see steps and can't see how big the porches are. I
hope they are big enough and that the they are raised at leasts 2-2.5 feet. I do like this
contemporary look and the overhangs over the front doors. And the vertical window where the
stairwell appears to be. Also like the different wall treatments.

9/25/2020 2:18 PM

10

These are compact and cute, I like the large windows and coverings over the doors.

9/24/2020 1:11 PM

11

The facades are very similar, but because follow a rhythm/set grid pattern with the strong
contrast of materials makes the repeating facade composition harmonious. This type of
facades would be a good transitional architecture between high density and low density
neighborhoods

9/23/2020 3:13 PM

12

The different textures of the walls give it nice curb appeal

9/20/2020 9:47 PM

13

Low income housing??? Where is it???

9/20/2020 12:23 PM

14

I prefer the more modern style with variation in external finishes. I favor the large windows and
glazed front doors.

9/19/2020 12:19 PM

15

Looks like custom windows which could add to costs. Nice combination of contemporary and
traditional design. Different glazing shapes and sizes are attractive. Parking garage must be
considered.

9/18/2020 5:20 PM

16

I like the architecture. I prefer this type or farm like architecture to modern. It depends how far
back the homes are from the street

9/17/2020 3:26 PM

17

Love the modern design, color and different finishes. Just not sure it really matches the feel of
the town green

9/17/2020 2:18 PM

18

Design is favorable, however too many levels of living. Looks like a galley design. I like the
ground floor entrance. Color is attract.

9/17/2020 11:08 AM

19

The modern style does not match the feel of the Town. Although I like the differing depths and
materials which create a more unique style to each house, the modern style does not appeal to
me. Additionally, although the 3-story design allows for higher density, the ratio of width to
height feels too urban for a community that wants to call itself a "town"

9/17/2020 10:35 AM

20

Visually appealing

9/17/2020 7:35 AM

21

Modern & sophisticated

9/16/2020 10:56 PM

22

Too many levels

9/16/2020 8:15 PM

23

It’s too modern for the Windsor aesthetic, if wanting to align with the visuals of the green

9/16/2020 6:27 PM

24

Looks like too many stairs

9/16/2020 5:48 PM

25

Reminds me of Amsterdam. Also a classic look.

9/16/2020 5:21 PM
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26

A little too contemporary but I like the clean lines and large windows

9/16/2020 4:09 PM

27

Love these... the look is so modern and clean. I like the set back from the street. I like the
windows.

9/16/2020 4:00 PM

28

Not sure about 3 stories. Definitely not good for seniors. I do like the large windows.

9/16/2020 3:49 PM

29

I like the variety of textures in the facades and the differences in the yards. I do not like that
there is no where to sit on the front stoop.

9/16/2020 3:37 PM

30

Too contemporary for our town’s “style”

9/16/2020 3:28 PM

31

The windows and open feel are nice

9/16/2020 2:41 PM

32

A little on the modern side, but I still like it. The front garden areas are a nice touch.

9/16/2020 2:17 PM

33

Still fits within the feel of town, but with modern twist.

9/16/2020 1:55 PM

34

Modern yet friendly. Three stories feels too tall. Like the modern elements

9/16/2020 12:51 PM

35

non conventional looking

9/16/2020 12:34 PM

36

look more interesting, may still not work for seniors simple

9/15/2020 8:25 PM

37

I feel like this is a good use of space (going taller), and would fit well with the California
aesthetic.

9/15/2020 5:00 PM

38

This style would be appropriate closer to the Town Green. The Modern Craftsman look
complements the three-story Turn-of-the-Century feel and look of the existing Town Green
buildings.

9/15/2020 4:52 PM

39

Ooga booga baby!

9/15/2020 4:48 PM

40

There is some diversity in this design, but if it repeats itself, I have the same issue as the first
design.

9/15/2020 3:41 PM

41

I dislike large areas of black and arctic white. It is not an inviting design for me. Austere, cold.

9/15/2020 3:11 PM

42

Rear garages and parking are good. In general, I don't like townhomes. They aren't accessible,
and don't make good use of interior space because so much space is devoted to staircases.
They are cheaper for developers to build than single level units in multistory buildings, which
require elevators. Developers and their enablers have convinced the public that townhomes are
more desirable than single-level units, so people are willing to pay more for them. As for the
design, these are okay but will inevitably look dated within a few years. Also, it's hard to say
how desirable they'll remain over time, which depends on how well they are actually built and
maintained.

9/15/2020 1:36 PM

43

More units for footprint.

9/15/2020 1:11 PM

44

Downtown Windsor looks like Disneyland now. Architecture should be a reflection of its own
time! Love the modern and clean design. Good use of space, too, very European.

9/15/2020 12:36 PM
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Windsor Visual Preference Survey - Part 3

Q8 Design
Answered: 65

Skipped: 4
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Q9 What do you like or dislike about this development?
Answered: 45

Skipped: 24
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#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

More updated.

10/12/2020 9:03 AM

2

too modern

10/11/2020 6:39 PM

3

Lots of interesting things going on in the design.

10/10/2020 9:30 AM

4

I LIKE THE IDEA OF MIXING THESE LOW DENSITY MULTI FAMILY UNITS WITH SINGLE
FAMILY AND. TRI-FOUR PLEXES IN OUR NEWER SUBDIVIONS.

10/6/2020 10:06 AM

5

Pretty much same comments as the first one (2 story townhomes).

10/5/2020 9:00 AM

6

As a duette style unit, these are popular, It looks great without a garage as a strong suit, the
upper second story eave line looks best with an overhang, it looks strange in the center, the
low parapet wall is more urban but does not fit with the corner look.

9/30/2020 10:04 AM

7

bulky, sharp, uncomfortable, bad proportions, odd combination of trim colors/arrangement,
awkward window treatments, unfriendly, uninviting.

9/29/2020 8:07 PM

8

too boxy; too contemporary for Windsor; do NOT like colors; like placement of landscaping;

9/26/2020 2:52 PM

9

I like this idea - I am not sure I like the design all that much but I really like this duplex type
(where it looks like one large house but is really two homes). We need some of these in
Windsor.

9/25/2020 2:19 PM

10

These are very plain, not my favorite.

9/24/2020 1:11 PM

11

The muntins and mullions on the windows have odd proportions, the material application is not
done very well, the brown wood cladding on top of the windows appears like a repair - patch
job. The windows appear too commercial for this type of homes. Massing the building seems
OK for mid/low density development

9/23/2020 3:17 PM

12

Interesting architecture and curb appeal. Does not look like a cookie cutter type duplex

9/20/2020 9:48 PM

13

Low income housing??? Where is it???

9/20/2020 12:24 PM

14

I like the modern/prairie box style with articulations to make it interesting. It looks similar to a
single family home but offers the advantages of shared wall and green space of the shared lot.

9/19/2020 12:22 PM

15

Lack of garage space is a hindrance and requires more street parking

9/19/2020 10:01 AM

16

Visually appears as a single residential unit but is actually a duplex. I don't care for the modern
faux running brick facade.

9/18/2020 5:23 PM

17

Although not the farm house design I like. I do like the simple design lines.

9/17/2020 3:29 PM

18

Too many sharp features and modular looking

9/17/2020 2:21 PM

19

Modern look makes the house look upscale. Color is attractive Dislike not having windows on
the side and no garage.

9/17/2020 11:08 AM

20

There are too many elements to the building siding. The painted wood, two colors of brick, and
natural wood all crammed together feels forced as opposed to "adding character". However, the
overall idea of duplexes built to look like single-family detached homes is appealing. It allows
for higher density and more affordability without making a neighborhood feel like an affordable
housing complex. Overall I like the idea even though the modern style does not appeal to me
or fit the town in my opinion.

9/17/2020 10:41 AM

21

Visually appealing , keeps cars off the road, good spacing between housing and public realm

9/17/2020 7:37 AM

22

Modern but comfortable

9/16/2020 10:57 PM

23

Ugly

9/16/2020 9:44 PM

24

I like the look of this housing.

9/16/2020 8:49 PM

25

Too modern

9/16/2020 8:15 PM

26

Looks more industrial vs residential

9/16/2020 6:27 PM

27

Cute and probably more affordable

9/16/2020 5:48 PM
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28

Will not stand the test of time. ugly

9/16/2020 4:10 PM

29

Not crazy about the color scheme. Looks a little boxy.

9/16/2020 3:50 PM

30

I think I'd need more context to have an honest reaction.

9/16/2020 3:39 PM

31

Way too boxy

9/16/2020 3:29 PM

32

Too business/boxy

9/16/2020 2:41 PM

33

Too contemporary

9/16/2020 2:18 PM

34

seems stark and boxy, not a fan.

9/16/2020 1:56 PM

35

Looks more like a single family home. Like the space next to the building.

9/16/2020 12:51 PM

36

modern feel

9/16/2020 12:35 PM

37

better looking more detached not senior friendly

9/15/2020 8:27 PM

38

I usually like prairie style, and I think I'd probably like the interior, but this reminds me of a
doctor's office. Feels kind of impersonal.

9/15/2020 5:01 PM

39

This is ugly. The side windows are trying to be Art Deco while the front porch is trying to be
Craftsman and the windows over the front porches are trying to be modern. It's a jumble. Also,
side pads will leave the cars up front with the possibility of looking junky. They should be
hidden in back; behind a small fenced and gated private yard for the unit would be great. Also,
no one should ever paint portions of a house black (columns at front, door walls) at any time
for any reason.

9/15/2020 4:56 PM

40

Me man, me wrench car, me need cover from sky water.

9/15/2020 4:49 PM

41

Except a little too contemporary for a duplex, a builder would not build this, too costly.

9/15/2020 3:42 PM

42

Dislike black and with touch of brown. The entry portico (?) and columns are overbearing,
unattractive and don't harmonize with rest of building. I like the windows except that downstairs
ones are screened black.

9/15/2020 3:16 PM

43

It's not bad, but no one will want to buy a place with no garage unless there are other things
that make it highly desirable. I can't tell if the two units are side by side or if each is an entire
floor. Better if it's the latter.

9/15/2020 1:40 PM

44

Feels more like architecture for "today" - not living in the past.

9/15/2020 1:00 PM

45

Boxy looking, parking on the side will be unattractive.

9/15/2020 12:37 PM
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#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

Looks like Seattle or Vancouver BC, not in line with Sonoma County

10/12/2020 9:04 AM

2

I think I like this better than the colonial in the same design

10/11/2020 6:40 PM

3

I like the greenery on both sides of the sidewalk, i like the steps up to the homes but it seems
too uniform.

10/10/2020 9:33 AM

4

I LIKE THE IDEA OF THIS STYLE IN APARTMENT TYPE COMPLEXES WITH HIGH
DENSITIES 20-24 WITH LESSENING THE INFLUENCE OF THE AUTOMOBILE.
DOWNTOWN AREAS.

10/6/2020 10:07 AM

5

Depends on design. I have concerns with a three story housing unit because it limits access
for seniors.

10/5/2020 9:49 AM

6

Timeless, I like the fact that it is unified, does not need a lot of color shift, strong as a singular
statement

9/30/2020 10:06 AM

7

I like the casual soft style. It is a little monotonous/repetitive. I wonder about visitors in
wheelchairs.

9/29/2020 8:10 PM

8

would like it better if colors or building materials on face of building were more diverse to break
up the homogeneity; like landscape placement; somewhat boring.

9/26/2020 2:54 PM

9

Classic feel of neighborhood of a missed bygone day.

9/25/2020 11:05 PM

10

I love these. Remind me of NYC and the east coast in general.

9/25/2020 2:20 PM

11

I love the brownstone look, timeless and attractive.

9/24/2020 1:12 PM

12

the front vegetation stairs The change in materials and neutral/vintage green colors work well
with the brick.

9/23/2020 3:19 PM

13

Nice curb appeal with different fronts and the stairs and trees give it a welcoming look.

9/20/2020 9:49 PM

14

Where is the low income housing???

9/20/2020 12:24 PM

15

Articulation of each & between units to create visual interest which also defines each unit. The
setback makes the street feel more suburban. And this style includes a garden level (added sq
ft) we don’t often see on the west coast. Looks upscale. A great use of the land.

9/19/2020 12:28 PM

16

Inaccessible for anyone with physical challenges or disability including the aging. Semi-below
grade bottom floor creates challenges in lighting and long-term water intrusion problems. I
thought we were on the West Coast not the East Coast. :-)

9/18/2020 5:27 PM

17

The home look huge and imposes on the street life. It would depend where they are. We are a
small town.

9/17/2020 3:33 PM

18

Fits in more with the existing buildings in the area.

9/17/2020 2:21 PM

19

I like having stairs up to the front entrance. Design is attractive to the eye. The bay window
makes it look like a home and having a parking garage makes it attractive.

9/17/2020 11:08 AM

20

Too consistent of frontage and no creativity. Basically feels like trying to create a Boston or
Chicago neighborhood. Windsor is essentially flat and mostly clay so the benefit of a semibelow grade bottom floor doesn't work well or serve a purpose for grading. The only thing I like
is the materials complement each other well and the width to height ratio is more appealing
than example #2

9/17/2020 10:45 AM

21

Visually appealing while protecting public realm

9/17/2020 7:37 AM

22

Love the style, but doesn’t look like Windsor

9/16/2020 10:57 PM

23

Not really our town feel

9/16/2020 8:49 PM

24

Too much like San Francisco

9/16/2020 8:16 PM

25

Seems a bit more rustic and yet also vintage, ties in better with town green schema. Colors
don’t work as well though

9/16/2020 6:28 PM

26

They look nice

9/16/2020 5:49 PM
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27

I like the front area with the greenery.

9/16/2020 5:23 PM

28

Color is good. Same note about 3 stories.

9/16/2020 3:51 PM

29

I like the use of shrubs to create a boundary between public and semi-private.

9/16/2020 3:41 PM

30

The greenery and warmth of the buildings are beautiful

9/16/2020 2:41 PM

31

I like the look, green area out front softens the look.

9/16/2020 2:19 PM

32

Not sure below grade is a good idea in this region with occasional seasonal flooding

9/16/2020 1:57 PM

33

Architectually interesting. Doesn't look so much like a tract development.

9/16/2020 12:53 PM

34

nice

9/16/2020 12:35 PM

35

looks better better style

9/15/2020 8:28 PM

36

I'm sure a lot of people would like this style, but it feels overdone at this time. I expect an
upscale open-air mall to be next door.

9/15/2020 5:04 PM

37

Thse are GORGEOUS. I'd live in one. Love the Northwest Contemporary/Craftsman look, the
wonderful craftsman windows and shingle features. The below-grade feature is interesting and
I'm hoping reflects a lower parking lot or covered parking space in back of the buildings. Love
the red brick, which is very reminiscent of buildings currently on the Town Green. However,
you've got that black paint going again. It's a horrible trend that should be avoided.

9/15/2020 4:58 PM

38

It's ok. What is this Brooklyn?

9/15/2020 4:49 PM

39

Unattractive

9/15/2020 3:43 PM

40

Seems very pleasant, inviting and surprisingly authentic-seeming craftsman style. Colors are
great.

9/15/2020 3:18 PM

41

Townhomes again! Why? How can they be made accessible? As for the design, as usual it
depends on the quality of the materials and construction, and how well the structure is
maintained. Without knowing how all these multi-unit residences will be governed, it's hard to
say if they're a good idea or not. HOAs are very complicated and difficult, especially when a lot
of people don't even realize they are members, because they don't know the meaning of
"common interest development" and think that because it's a townhome, it's "not a condo."
Some will buy one or more as an "investment property," further complicating governance.

9/15/2020 1:48 PM

42

They seem a little dark.

9/15/2020 1:12 PM

43

Brownstone idea is classic, good utilization of land and space, nice to have "yards" and
landings.

9/15/2020 12:38 PM

44

Does not respect local/regional aesthetic

9/15/2020 12:12 PM
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#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

Height should only be permitted near commercial hubs, not near town green, mor adjacent to
Shiloh.

10/12/2020 9:05 AM

2

Dislike 4 stories

10/11/2020 6:40 PM

3

I like that it is mixed residential. Lots of interest with the windows, awnings. More green space
would be nice

10/10/2020 9:35 AM

4

ALONG OUR MAIN THOROUGHFARE. OLD REDWOOD HIGHWAY AND SHILOH ROAD
THIS IS A AMENITY FOR YOUNG FAMILIES, SENIORS AND SUCH. AFFORDABILITY BY
DESIGN.

10/6/2020 10:28 AM

5

For downtown development only (near town green or adjacent to Lakewood shopping centers).
Must not be used to abut single family developments particularly single story development.

10/5/2020 9:52 AM

6

I like the center portion, the third floor craftsman ends are out of scale, one does not normally
find craftsman architecture in more than one or two story buildings. It looks like a one story
house was craned into position there at the end.

9/30/2020 10:09 AM

7

Looks like a little too much of a hodgepodge of different siding. Too close to the street.

9/29/2020 8:11 PM

8

like mix of materials; needs more landscaping/green up front; hate the colors - get rid of that
brown!

9/26/2020 2:56 PM

9

Apartments that look rich in feel.

9/25/2020 11:07 PM

10

I like the idea if mixing apartments and condos. I think this looks a bit jumbled though.
Different architecture on this building wold be what I would prefer. And maybe have a middle
building set back like in the example Jim Heid had in his presentation. I could see this along
Shiloh.

9/25/2020 2:22 PM

11

I like everything about this look, differences in window size, coverings, façade. Very nice.

9/24/2020 1:12 PM

12

This development has too many ideas in just one facade. There needs to be more order so
that each town home reads a bit more as individual home units next to each other, instead the
scattering of colors interwoven makes the whole read as just a massive block. For example
the end unit if the orange shingled cladding was grey instead of that orange it would read more
as a single town home. Then the brick portion is another individual town home.. etc.

9/23/2020 3:27 PM

13

Remind me of the buildings from the 90s. Dated. Each section is too different, needs some
styling to connect everything.

9/20/2020 9:51 PM

14

Where is the low income housing???

9/20/2020 12:24 PM

15

The articulation and variety of material finishes are appealing and interesting. Also like the
variety of uses, retail and residential that increases foot traffic and living options.

9/19/2020 12:31 PM

16

Looks too jumbled. Not homogeneous enough and looks sterile and uninteresting despite the
varied window sizes and textures.

9/18/2020 5:33 PM

17

The homes look BIG. Maybe if they were set back from the street.

9/17/2020 3:36 PM

18

I like everything about it. Color scheme. The difference elevations and awnings and mixed use
of materials for the facade

9/17/2020 2:22 PM

19

Good to provide apartment options. Presumably less expensive than a condo or town home.

9/17/2020 1:30 PM

20

Attractive fronts as they are not the same especially since colors blend together. Makes the
houses look more individual. Entrance too close to the street, prefer the building to be set back
more.

9/17/2020 11:07 AM

21

My only complaint would be the scallop siding that doesn't flow with the rest of the siding
materials. The architectural features creating a varied depth, the craftsman style, the planter
strips and really the overall design fits the Town. I also like creating a mix of ownership and
rental properties. And creating apartments that present more like attached houses than
traditional apartment complexes is attractive. The only downside to the idea is the lack of
parking

9/17/2020 10:50 AM

22

While it looks clean and contemporary, as soon as families move in, streets become cluttered

9/17/2020 7:40 AM
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and congested by parked cars. Not conducive to walking
23

Too big for this town! 2 smaller complexes would keep the small town feel

9/16/2020 10:59 PM

24

Too commercial

9/16/2020 9:44 PM

25

These look nice but 4 stories is too high for our small town feel.

9/16/2020 8:50 PM

26

So ugly and too tall

9/16/2020 7:43 PM

27

At least this actually brings in more units. Word of caution though. Can our streets handle it? If
there is a fire and evacuation, what will be Windsor’s plans for growing ina safe and
responsible manner

9/16/2020 6:29 PM

28

I’m not sure about mixing condos and apartments, if I were buying a condo I’d want a condo
only complex...but if it has been successful elsewhere I am not opposed

9/16/2020 5:50 PM

29

Not sure.

9/16/2020 5:24 PM

30

Looks like an apartment building

9/16/2020 4:11 PM

31

It seems a bit dated...but thats just not my style

9/16/2020 4:02 PM

32

I don’t like the awnings. I think they will come to be dirty and perhaps a little raggedy over
time. I also would like to see a tiny bit more yard in the front. Would have much more curb
appeal

9/16/2020 3:52 PM

33

From a distance the building is visually interesting on the upper levels but I know from
experience that awnings can be expensive to replace and difficult to clean. There isn't much
eye candy at the ground level.

9/16/2020 3:44 PM

34

Looks like what we have now. It would be nice to mix up the architecture

9/16/2020 2:42 PM

35

Looks cheap. Too modular.

9/16/2020 2:19 PM

36

Seems like we have enough mixed use and also seems challenging to support businesses and
also support the residents with noise etc.

9/16/2020 1:58 PM

37

Looks like every other low income housing development in Sonoma County. Yuk.

9/16/2020 12:53 PM

38

visually unatractive

9/16/2020 12:37 PM

39

too bland

9/15/2020 8:28 PM

40

I do like the variance of materials to delineate the different sections and entrances. Would
blend well locally.

9/15/2020 5:06 PM

41

If you have to put up a four-story building, it should look like this. I'd call it the "Bay Area
Multifamily Housing" look. I think four-story buildings are out of scale for Windsor, and should
be concentrated by Highway 101 and the Town Green. An infill development next to existing
one and two story housing should not have four-story housing next to it. Love the differentiated
features of each of the "units" and the colors. No ugly black! Yay!

9/15/2020 5:01 PM

42

Looks like a strip mall target.

9/15/2020 4:49 PM

43

Trying to do too much Architecturally, and it just doesn't work.

9/15/2020 3:44 PM

44

Not traditional craftsman at all. Confusing and unpleasant mix of styles from different eras, as
well as materials. Really atrocious.

9/15/2020 3:22 PM

45

I don't see how a mix of condos and apartments is governed. As for the design, I just don't see
either "Craftsman" or "Traditional" in it! I'm very familiar with Craftsman era and 1920's eclectic
designs. The above design kind of looks like 1980's, but better because parking is in the rear.
The "articulation" isn't particularly pleasing to the eye, though. It just looks busy.

9/15/2020 1:56 PM

46

I like the smaller units. Would prefer three stories.

9/15/2020 1:14 PM

47

4 stories is good and needed. Design looks "busy" and not cohesive.

9/15/2020 12:38 PM
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#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

Looks like it belongs in LA

10/12/2020 9:05 AM

2

like as a duplex but hate the spanish design. does not fit windsors other buildings

10/11/2020 6:40 PM

3

I like Spanish architecture but I don’t think it fits with what we have going on in our town

10/10/2020 9:35 AM

4

BLENDED INTO OUR CURRENT NEIGHBORHOOD WHERE THEUR IS OPPORTUNITY
WITH VSCANT LOTD. WORKS FOR ME. AGAIN, AFFORDABILITY BY DESIGN.

10/6/2020 10:30 AM

5

Main concern is most of Windsors roads are bike friendly particularly when riding next to on
street parking -- so this is best used in new subdivisions along neighborhood streets only.

10/5/2020 9:54 AM

6

Spanish revival architecture can be beautiful, it tends to be eclectic, for the small scale of this
building, the tower and all the different arch shapes are overkill. It would still look beautiful with
half as many elements.

9/30/2020 10:12 AM

7

Inviting and amusing. Maybe a bit much with the turret.

9/29/2020 8:12 PM

8

love this look; it is not a traditional look in Windsor but is CA history and it is very appealing
and could be incorporated into a neighborhood to add interest; cottages in this design are
always very appealing;

9/26/2020 2:58 PM

9

We are not SoCal.

9/25/2020 11:08 PM

10

Even tho I complain we have too much Spanish - I love this building! Looks like a big house
but it's really two. Want this!

9/25/2020 2:22 PM

11

I don't think this style matches what we have in Windsor.

9/24/2020 1:12 PM

12

seems like a nice duplex. the articulation on the massing is interesting, also because of the
scale and style the different types of fenestration work. This would be ok at this scale but on a
larger building having so many different single elements would not be very effective.

9/23/2020 3:29 PM

13

Unique design that does not look like a duplex.

9/20/2020 9:52 PM

14

Where is the low income housing????

9/20/2020 12:25 PM

15

I’ve always loved this style as seen in So Cal cities mostly from the 1920’s. This historical
style adds variety to the mix too. Street parking requires wider streets to accommodate
necessary spaces though. Insufficient parking has a negative impact on the neighborhood.

9/19/2020 12:36 PM

16

Nice style, street parking is a limitation

9/19/2020 10:02 AM

17

California mission design, although found mostly in So Calif, it provides for a single home look
in a duplex. Street parking will be a problem. Provide parking in back instead of yards.

9/18/2020 5:38 PM

18

I like the idea of a duplex

9/17/2020 3:36 PM

19

Does not look like it belongs in Sonoma County

9/17/2020 2:22 PM

20

Very attractive, but designated parking should be available.

9/17/2020 1:31 PM

21

Attractive to the eye but not my style. I do like the different design elements. Do not like the
color or the façade.

9/17/2020 11:07 AM

22

Spanish style neighborhoods are nice as long as they are separated from other neighborhoods
because the style clashes with almost all others and feels like a separate town within a town.
Also relying on street parking for duplexes seems to be asking for having way too many cars
parked on the street and a significant shortage of parking and congested streets.

9/17/2020 10:53 AM

23

Again, love the look but it doesn’t fit the look of Windsor

9/16/2020 11:00 PM

24

Ugly doesn’t fit

9/16/2020 9:45 PM

25

Doesn’t really go with the rest of this town.

9/16/2020 8:51 PM

26

Need garages

9/16/2020 8:16 PM

27

I love the look but having dedicated parking, preferably in a garage is a must.

9/16/2020 7:43 PM

28

No no no. This is not LA. I don’t see how this fits with Windsor at all

9/16/2020 6:30 PM
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29

Looks a bit 1950s LA

9/16/2020 5:51 PM

30

No Spanish style. It’s not Santa Fe. Looks out of place.

9/16/2020 5:24 PM

31

Not wine country aesthetic

9/16/2020 4:11 PM

32

Not at all my style... I dont like stucco, it does not look good when it ages and if it is not
properly cared for cracks. Its not a material I prefer

9/16/2020 4:02 PM

33

This would work better in Santa Barbara. We don’t have any Spanish architecture in our town.

9/16/2020 3:52 PM

34

I love how this looks vaguely like a castle. The variety of windows and terracing (I've already
forgotten the correct term) on the different levels of the units is very intriguing.

9/16/2020 3:47 PM

35

Doesn't fit existing architecture around the town green. Maybe Sonoma it could work.

9/16/2020 2:20 PM

36

Does not fit the feel of the town

9/16/2020 1:58 PM

37

Love the look, but not enough street parking now

9/16/2020 1:51 PM

38

Like the Spanish styling. Visually interesting. Looks like it will age well.

9/16/2020 12:54 PM

39

different

9/16/2020 12:37 PM

40

like strong clean look and style

9/15/2020 8:29 PM

41

I find this appealing for the various terraces and shapes (but still unified). However, would
prefer to see more dense and taller housing.

9/15/2020 5:09 PM

42

This. This. SO MUCH THIS. I'd love to live in this. If necessary you could take it up to three
story, and make the units flats. Seniors need flats with a central elevator. This is fantastic.

9/15/2020 5:02 PM

43

No.

9/15/2020 4:50 PM

44

This I like, but the cost factor with a stucco finish is the concern.

9/15/2020 3:44 PM

45

Maybe a tiny bit fussy, but overall a very nice version of Spanish style. The exposed open
ends of the roof tiles that come off as decorative may be what makes it seem a bit fussy to
me. Otherwise fun design.

9/15/2020 3:28 PM

46

If the duplex is "stacked", then this design is an improvement over some of the others. My
main concern would be the quality of the stucco work. I've seen too many cases of bad
stucco, with stains running down from the windows, mildew patches, etc. Also, is the roof all
tile, or just the visible part? A street with just one of these duplexes would be interesting. A
row of them would look horrendous!

9/15/2020 2:04 PM

47

Street parking is going to be a constant problem. Spanish style doesn’t fit the town.

9/15/2020 1:16 PM

48

I don't mind spanish influences, but this particular example is too "heavy handed" - incorrect
scale on the details.

9/15/2020 1:01 PM

49

Street parking not desirable. No porches or neighborhood feeling. Pseudo Spanish design
dated.

9/15/2020 12:40 PM
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#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

All development needs to allow for appropriate off street parking. These units are likely to
attract as many as 4-6 vehicles each. Clogging the streets impacts safety for evacuation.

10/12/2020 9:07 AM

2

like the 4 plex design and height. Style doesn't match existing windsor styles

10/11/2020 6:40 PM

3

This is nice because it fits the style of traditional single family homes that make up our town,
however, it doesn’t provide the interest of some of the other options

10/10/2020 9:38 AM

4

JIM HEIDE LAID OUT THE BENEFITS OF VARYING THE TYPE OF HOUSING IN THE
SAME DEVELOMENTS,WHETHER LARGE OR SMALL. I DON’T HAVE STRONG
PREFERENCES IN THE FACADES AND STYLES BUT STRONGLY SUPPORT THESE
VARIOUS TYPES. THE FOUR DOORS BEING EMPHASIZED HERE DOES DETRACT
FROM THE OVERALL GRACE OF THIS HOME.

10/6/2020 10:33 AM

5

Same comments as the duplex with on street parking -- only suitable in neighborhood/quiet
streets not along main streets due to impacts on biking.

10/5/2020 9:56 AM

6

This is a unifying design for 4 households. Craftsman can look wonderful without a garage,
which was what it was born for. One must remember without bus service or by embracing the 3
stalls per unit parking, there are 12 stalls populating the land this building is on.

9/30/2020 10:16 AM

7

I tend to like craftsman style, but this example is a little to symmetrical and institutional
looking with the four doors in the center.

9/29/2020 8:14 PM

8

love the craftsman style; i don;t like that much hard-scape up front...worry it would be used to
park cars and ruin the whole curb appeal. Not a big fan of the colors - if doing craftsman, stick
with historically-correct color schemes.

9/26/2020 3:00 PM

9

So I like fourplexes but don't like all the cement in front. Don't like all the doors together. I think
two doors should be on a side street. I'd redo this to make a more interesting two sided
fourplex. And ditch this coloring!

9/25/2020 2:24 PM

10

I like the porches, the set back with the gathering place out front. I also like the balcony for
people to be outside.

9/24/2020 1:12 PM

11

the front is quite stark with so much concrete instead of vegetation. Also all the doors in
sequence i not very attractive, the doors would be better if set in a shared alcove or if not the
two end doors on each side swapped with the windows. provides each unit its own entry
landing.

9/23/2020 3:33 PM

12

Boring and bland. Not inviting at all. Would not want to see what's behind all those doors

9/20/2020 9:53 PM

13

Where is the low income housing?????

9/20/2020 12:25 PM

14

I like the concept of a fourplex but I dislike the 4 doors across the front. I realize it probably a
very efficient floor plan with this arrangement.

9/19/2020 12:40 PM

15

Street parking is biggest problem

9/19/2020 10:03 AM

16

Ugh! No way!

9/18/2020 5:39 PM

17

I am in favor of the craftsman style. I see that around often.

9/17/2020 3:37 PM

18

All the doors side by side in a line and the windows is unappealing

9/17/2020 2:23 PM

19

I like having living all on one floor. Too many doors makes it unattractive for me. Not a
craftsman style person. Like straighter lines. Do not like street parking.

9/17/2020 11:07 AM

20

Street parking for a four family building is an insane idea. Also to four front door frontage is a
terrible look.

9/17/2020 10:54 AM

21

Easier to control street parking, good spacing away from public tealm

9/17/2020 7:41 AM

22

Nope

9/16/2020 9:45 PM

23

This look represents our small town feel.

9/16/2020 8:51 PM

24

Need garage space

9/16/2020 8:16 PM

25

Looks cheap and cramped

9/16/2020 7:44 PM
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26

Charming and ties w town green vibe

9/16/2020 6:30 PM

27

Dont love street parking

9/16/2020 5:51 PM

28

Craftsman is classic, so it may fit.

9/16/2020 5:25 PM

29

Looks dated.

9/16/2020 4:11 PM

30

As long as all the neighbors can get along, I think it’s a great look.

9/16/2020 3:53 PM

31

I don't like the sterile front patio and the door treatments could be have more individuality but I
like the idea of the big, shared porch.

9/16/2020 3:51 PM

32

Too busy looking

9/16/2020 3:31 PM

33

Yuck. Too sterile and I would not like my front door jammed together with 3 others. NO

9/16/2020 2:20 PM

34

All the doors together seems crowded/ lacks privacy for residents. although pretty ideal for
trick or treating

9/16/2020 2:12 PM

35

Again, not enough street parking now

9/16/2020 1:52 PM

36

Meh

9/16/2020 12:54 PM

37

to many doors lined up in front

9/16/2020 12:38 PM

38

could become messy do not care for the style

9/15/2020 8:30 PM

39

This looks like a craftsman on steroids. Kitschy.

9/15/2020 5:10 PM

40

It's OK. It does manage to look like a craftsman house/apartment building BUT having only
street parking is never a good thing. How are you going to unload your groceries? There's no
guarantee you get to park in the same block as your house. I wouldn't want to live in those
conditions and I wouldn't want to foist them on somebody else. Development should include
one reserved parking space per unit, or there should be residential permit parking on the street,
with curbs and signs marked appropriately.

9/15/2020 5:05 PM

41

Reminiscent of old Santa Rosa. :)

9/15/2020 4:50 PM

42

What door do you go in?

9/15/2020 3:45 PM

43

While I love craftsman design, the row of four front doors is not attractive. I would put two at
the most on the front. The other two could go on the sides or maybe at street level. The color
combinations are annoyingly bright and the upstairs balcony railing is not a style or color that
goes with the rest of the house. Stick with two more toned-down colors or accent doors only.

9/15/2020 3:35 PM

44

If street parking is realistic, this could be nice. I like the fact that the first story is/could be
accessible. It looks like there are porches on the first level and a terrace on the second? It's a
nice traditional look.

9/15/2020 2:09 PM

45

Street parking will be a problem. Entry way with four doors looks a bit institutional.

9/15/2020 1:19 PM

46

Copies an old style, doesn't look at all friendly.

9/15/2020 12:40 PM
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#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

We do NOT need more commercial space., or live/work style housing. There is ample
available commercial space to fill community need. Stay focused on pure housing.

10/12/2020 9:08 AM

2

a bit boxy. 3 stories is tall so depends on location. also, how many retail can windsor support?
what happens when all retail is online and shops are empty

10/11/2020 6:41 PM

3

I like this but worry about empty store fronts. Might be a little too modern design for Windsor. I
like that it allows for mixed use. Please keep in mind that what our town and county needs is
affordable housing

10/10/2020 9:40 AM

4

WHILE I STRONGLY FAVOR IT. WINDSOR MAY BE SOMEWHAT LIMITED IN AVAILABLE
SPACES. WE CONTINUE TO MAKE MISTAKES AS WITH THE FAILED DEVELOPMENT AT
THE OLIVER’S CENTER WHERE THIS TYPE OF DEVELOPMENT COULD REALLY
ENHANCE THE DOWNTOWN.

10/6/2020 10:35 AM

5

Good in theory but isn't working well in Windsor in practice except maybe downtown.
Particularly bad if used area where doesn't predominately exist already because with loss of
redevelopment zones they become islands where businesses struggle. Support if restricted to
downtown and Old Red north to Arata and South to Palm shopping center.

10/5/2020 10:01 AM

6

There is a poetic way the elements repeat and are staggered, when one goes three story plus,
this is a good example of how one does not need sloping gable forms to break the roofline.
Solar panels are more hidden with this approach as well.

9/30/2020 10:19 AM

7

OK in a modern city, but doesn't belong in Windsor--would clash with anything you put it next
to.

9/29/2020 8:16 PM

8

NO! This is not what Windsor looks like or what people always say they like about the look - a
"town," not a contrived idea of a lively urban, millenial-focused downtown; too
contemporary/modern; the mixed use may be OK, but with so little landscaping and a boxy
look, it will become trashy looking as soon as materials weather. Also, these doorways that
tuck back to form enclaves are havens for bad behavior at night....poor lighting will create dark
spaces for nefarious behavior. It reminds me of that mixed use development on Sebastopol
Road that now looks run down, ca not attract business or only undesirable business which
leads to low foot traffic, which leads to closed store fronts, and then homeless people sleeping
in doorways.

9/26/2020 3:09 PM

9

I like the active uses on the bottom floor and the fenestration. And how one building appears to
turn inward toward the rest - that is pretty cool. I like the small windows on the third floor.

9/25/2020 2:25 PM

10

These are very nice, I like the combination of storefront and housing with a modern look,
glazing and balconies. I don't like apartments unless they can be owned. We need to be giving
lower income families the opportunity to own a residence.

9/24/2020 1:12 PM

11

The treatment of materials on the massing is successful, the materials are applied to the
volumes instead of just wall planes. The sidewalk appears too narrow would be better if it was
even 2 feet deeper/wider.

9/23/2020 3:35 PM

12

This reminds me of what they are building in the South Bay. But I'm afraid that this style will
become dated.

9/20/2020 9:54 PM

13

Where is the low income housing????

9/20/2020 12:26 PM

14

The articulation and variety of materials and colors makes it appealing and interesting. Just as
Windsor Green, it makes great use of land & invites foot traffic and could could increase the
feeling of community. As with the green, adequate parking must be provided (underground?) for
businesses to flourish.

9/19/2020 12:47 PM

15

More walkable than most other designs, parking becomes problematic when both commercial
and residents need parking areas.

9/19/2020 10:04 AM

16

Only along the ruined empty strip of property near Oliver's on ORH. Would be somewhat
consistent with the planning on the other side of the Town Green or nearby.

9/18/2020 5:43 PM

17

If it’s done well it make work in some places. But I generally dislike it!

9/17/2020 3:40 PM

18

I like this a lot. The color scheme as well as the different elevations and balconies. Like the
fact there are store fronts and then apartments above. I think this is type of design is very
appealing

9/17/2020 2:31 PM

19

I like the modern look. Color scheme is pleasing the
eye. Mixed façade doesn't make it
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appealing
19

I like the modern look. Color scheme is pleasing the the eye. Mixed façade doesn't make it
look like a commercial building. Prefer single floor dwelling with underground parking for both
retail and apartment/condo.

9/17/2020 11:07 AM

20

Although the modern style does not appeal to me or fit the downtown area, I see a major
benefit to mixed-use development. It is a fantastic idea for infill development and creates a lot
of housing in areas that wouldn't normally have residential uses.

9/17/2020 10:57 AM

21

Too industrial for a bedroom community. Too high a potential for empty store fronts

9/17/2020 7:42 AM

22

Modern

9/16/2020 9:46 PM

23

It’s ok seems too modern for our town. I like the store fronts on ground floor.

9/16/2020 8:52 PM

24

Too modern

9/16/2020 8:17 PM

25

Meh

9/16/2020 7:44 PM

26

No personality. Cold

9/16/2020 6:31 PM

27

Seems to work in the downtown area

9/16/2020 5:52 PM

28

It looks too big city. Doesn’t go with the small town feel.

9/16/2020 5:26 PM

29

Big city look and not appropriate for small town

9/16/2020 4:12 PM

30

I like this.. very modern. Looks like it could use sustainable materials.

9/16/2020 4:03 PM

31

It looks like an interesting neighborhood to live in. But I'd like to see more landscaping. I came
back and changed my vote to neutral after looking at the next building.

9/16/2020 3:56 PM

32

Would blend well with what we have done on the town green.

9/16/2020 3:53 PM

33

These are a bit too modern for our downtown’s traditional feel

9/16/2020 3:32 PM

34

Just doesn't fit in with what we have going on.

9/16/2020 2:21 PM

35

Dont care for the modern style and i think we have enough mixed use.

9/16/2020 2:12 PM

36

Where is the parking?

9/16/2020 1:52 PM

37

Again, you see this everywhere in Sonoma County. Boring. Will not age well, already is not
aging well. What happens when the retail space doesn't rent?

9/16/2020 12:55 PM

38

windsor already has this design or similar to.

9/16/2020 12:40 PM

39

like the living above retail, not good for seniors

9/15/2020 8:31 PM

40

Ugly, ugly ugly. Save it for San Jose or SF. This does not fit the character of Windsor. It will
stick out like a sore thumb, and be outdated very soon. Again, they've got the dreaded black
and gray paint going on. I would hate to see this be the design of any new buildings in Windsor.

9/15/2020 5:50 PM

41

I don't like this for Windsor, too urban-modern. But mixed-use is awesome.

9/15/2020 5:11 PM

42

Give me craftsman or give me death. Not into the whole "revitalized crappy city" look.

9/15/2020 4:50 PM

43

Mixed use is a failure. Every attempt at doing it in Sonoma County has proved it doesn't work.

9/15/2020 3:47 PM

44

Ugly black, brown, gray. The whole effect of the building is aggressive, loud, brutal. Stores
don't seem inviting either.

9/15/2020 3:40 PM

45

This could be okay, if the ground floor commercial units were actually filled. My experience, in
San Francisco, is that it's very hard if not impossible to lease all the ground floor units, and
even then some of the uses-- such as office space-- lead to a boring exterior with closed
window coverings at street level. The single-level apartments above are a good idea, but there
needs to be a "plan b" for the first floor.

9/15/2020 2:17 PM

46

I like three stories, mixed use. The style is too modern and blocky.

9/15/2020 1:19 PM

47

Nice to see contemporary - also, flat roof and very low pitch roofs are better for solar panels.

9/15/2020 1:02 PM

48

Our Town needs more businesses to bring life to it from both visitors and residents.

9/15/2020 12:42 PM
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HOWEVER, without an additional floor above retail for offices, not enough weekday workers to
support busineses and restaurants.
49

Too urban

39 / 53

9/15/2020 12:14 PM

43

Town of Windsor Multi-family Residential Objective Design and Development Standards

44

Community Engagement Summary

Windsor Visual Preference Survey - Part 3

Q20 Design
Answered: 65

Skipped: 4

(no label)

0%

10%

20%

Strongly Favor

30%

40%

50%

Somewhat Favor

60%

Neutral

70%

80%

90% 100%

Somewhat Oppose

Strongly Oppose
STRONGLY
FAVOR
(no
label)

10.77%
7

SOMEWHAT
FAVOR
23.08%
15

NEUTRAL

SOMEWHAT
OPPOSE

18.46%
12

STRONGLY
OPPOSE

18.46%
12

29.23%
19

TOTAL

65

WEIGHTED
AVERAGE
3.32

Windsor Visual Preference Survey - Part 3

Q21 What do you like or dislike about this development?
Answered: 47

Skipped: 22

41 / 53

45

Town of Windsor Multi-family Residential Objective Design and Development Standards
Windsor Visual Preference Survey - Part 3

46

#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

No more commercial space.

10/12/2020 9:09 AM

2

matches our existing buildings better but again...must they be 4 stories?

10/11/2020 6:42 PM

3

Like the mixed use and fact that you can get more units into a land parcel.

10/10/2020 9:43 AM

4

IF THERE IS A PLACE FOR THIS, I WOULD BE VERY SUPPORTIVE. UNTIL WE GET OUR
TRANSIT AND PARKING ISSUES MOVING FORWARD, THIS TYPE OF DEVELOPMENT
CAN BE TOO EXPENSIVE IF PARKING UNDERGROUND, IMPACT LAND USES AND
NEIGHBORHOODS IF SURFACE PARKING IS INTENDED AND CAUSE CONTROVERSY.

10/6/2020 10:39 AM

5

Like previous mixed use option, only for use in downtown and Old redwood north to Arata (only
side that backs against freeway).

10/5/2020 10:05 AM

6

I appreciate the breaking up of a parapet line with the canopy, the canopy here is a bit forced,
as the tiny windows at the top could have been larger, making a more legitimate 5 story look.

9/30/2020 10:21 AM

7

Ugliest cornice treatment I've ever seen. Sharp, bulky, blah. Too tall for a small town.

9/29/2020 8:18 PM

8

This looks like something you'd find in a strip mall. Don't care for the parking right in front of
where you sit - that looks like an accident waiting to happen! Not as bad as last slide. Designs
don't seem to go together - street level looks like an old western town (where do I tie up my
horse??) and up top wants to be a old industrial loft. Yawn.

9/26/2020 3:15 PM

9

This is OK - not my absolute favorite but it meets many of the criteria I would like to see. I like
what what appears to be the wrap around balcony. Still want an Art Deco building here tho. :)

9/25/2020 2:26 PM

10

As long as these can be purchased and not just rented out. The design in nice.

9/24/2020 1:12 PM

11

the proportions of this building are strange. The top cornice and balcony support elements see
brutish and heavy. The signage is cheap looking with neon. The contrasting color vent caps
detract too much. No need to accentuate a vent, more effort should have been made to hide
those. Last the plastic furniture looks very cheap and there does not appear to be enough
shade for that seating space.

9/23/2020 3:41 PM

12

VIsually interesting on the ground floor and above floors. Seems more timeless that won't
appear dated in 10 years

9/20/2020 9:55 PM

13

Too many of these already

9/20/2020 12:26 PM

14

Four stories is as limit I would like to place on the height of any buildings. I’d like to avoid the
“canyon effect” we have at McClelland and Windsor Roads. Of course setback, stepback and
terraces could alleviate that and provide a more airy feel as well as more sunlight.

9/19/2020 12:51 PM

15

Parking still an issue

9/19/2020 10:05 AM

16

Not inviting. No doors to the outside for access to commercial. Looks like you have to go into
the store fronts from the inside. Too boxy.

9/18/2020 5:46 PM

17

We have used the traditional design around town. Although it is more than two stories high, it
does not look bad.

9/17/2020 3:43 PM

18

To plain

9/17/2020 2:32 PM

19

Too tall.

9/17/2020 1:33 PM

20

Like the decks and the fact the front is not a straight line.

9/17/2020 11:07 AM

21

This perfectly fits in with the feel of the Town and as stated earlier I am a fan of mixed-use.
Especially since having the businesses combined with more affordable forms of housing can
work to keep a neighborhood from becoming run down as can happen when there is only rental
properties instead of owners. The only complaint would be the "Union" sign on the side. It
makes the development seem more commercial than mixed-use

9/17/2020 11:00 AM

22

Too high a potential for empty businesses given current economics

9/17/2020 7:43 AM

23

It’s what we have now

9/16/2020 9:46 PM

24

I like this but only go 3 stories instead of 4.

9/16/2020 8:53 PM
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25

Too tall

9/16/2020 8:17 PM

26

These are only attractive if the businesses below are filled.

9/16/2020 7:44 PM

27

Looks more like converted warehouse area

9/16/2020 6:31 PM

28

I like the mixed use

9/16/2020 5:52 PM

29

Looks too modern

9/16/2020 5:26 PM

30

Just another bland multi use street. Not creative or inventive

9/16/2020 4:13 PM

31

I like that this is a modern take on traditional brick buildings. I like this

9/16/2020 4:04 PM

32

The use of outdoor space is inviting and using the balconies to create a covered walkway is
very appealing to me as a pedestrian. I hope Windsor can do more of that - it's too bad more of
the downtown wasn't given this treatment.

9/16/2020 3:57 PM

33

For stories are too many for our town. This is a very plain Jane design. Not much character to
it.

9/16/2020 3:54 PM

34

Too big and not a fan of the mixed use, we have enough

9/16/2020 2:13 PM

35

Looks like housing projects or tenements

9/16/2020 1:53 PM

36

Super ugly. Doesn't age well. Has no character.

9/16/2020 12:56 PM

37

unappealing

9/16/2020 12:40 PM

38

bland looking

9/15/2020 8:32 PM

39

Four stories is too tall for most of Windsor, EXCEPT for the downtown. This design makes
some attempt to incorporate elements already present in the Town Green - second floor
terraces and the extended top of the corner building. The second floor terraces providing
covered outdoor dining space for businesses below is very nice. The Windows are too
"modern" though -- they should have more of a Craftsman appearance or similarity to the
windows of the Town Green buildings. Commercial and hospitality on the ground floor is a great
idea; hoping there is enough commercial activity to fill the space. I do think any three or four
story building should have a central ELEVATOR so the disabled and seniors can live in the
buildings. Don't know how the beautiful Town Green buildings were allowed to have no
elevators.

9/15/2020 5:55 PM

40

This is fine. It's tall and mixed used, which I like. But design, meh.

9/15/2020 5:12 PM

41

Ugh.

9/15/2020 4:51 PM

42

Mixed use.

9/15/2020 3:47 PM

43

Too tall, harsh black Italianate trim that doesn't go with anything else. Looks unpleasant and
cheap. Seen this look a million times. Generic. Certainly not traditional. Needs more balconies
or stepbacks and something to decorate or soften top of red buildings.

9/15/2020 3:47 PM

44

The corner building looks squat. I think the problem is the "cap" on the fifth floor, which looks
as though it has squished the windows down! Also, is that a fake brick facade? I can't tell. I
think that this design could be "saved" with a few changes. And I have my usual concerns
about ground floor commercial: nice if you can achieve it, but it's not guaranteed.

9/15/2020 2:25 PM

45

Prefer three story.

9/15/2020 1:20 PM

46

Modern, clean, practical. Underground parking would be great.

9/15/2020 12:43 PM

47

Only suitable for high density core

9/15/2020 12:14 PM
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#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

Conceptually good, not in Spanish style. More like modern craftsman

10/12/2020 9:10 AM

2

Dislike the spanish style. but like the setbacks and patios

10/11/2020 6:42 PM

3

Doesn’t fit in with what we already have in Windsor

10/10/2020 9:44 AM

4

THE QUESTION IS CAN IT BE BUILT WITH FINANCES STRETCHED TO THE POINT THEY
ARE.

10/6/2020 10:40 AM

5

Strongly support underground parking as you can increase density and reduce exterior lighting
and noise impacts on surrounding neighbors. In addition, Windsor is (unfortunately) a carcentric (commuter/bedroom) community where because of high housing costs are likely seeing
more adults per unit then 20-30 years ago. There is also very poor mass transit (hours limited
and infrequent). Any objective designs must adequately anticipate and support parking in
Windsor's reality not some made up ideal.

10/5/2020 10:10 AM

6

Nicely done scale, here the use of tile roof covered entries and in the recessed third level play
well off the simple open balconies. This is an example of how not multi-coloring is successful,
the eye is busy enough with the geometries. Being mindful of solar PV placement is a
challenge.

9/30/2020 10:35 AM

7

lines and composition consistent with traditional aesthetics. Some awkwardness on the front
left.

9/29/2020 8:19 PM

8

Like the underground parking part; its a little "busy," visually; Spanish style looks best on a
cottage or single family dwelling. Its hard to pull off on such a large scale. And I worry about
those white walls - great magnet for graffiti. Needs a green strip between sidewalk and building.
Again, Windsor has little Spanish architecture so using it on a large scale woudl not fit in.

9/26/2020 3:18 PM

9

Feels like Southern California.

9/25/2020 11:09 PM

10

There are cool. A big existing tree is needed to make this work though. Would look good on a
corner.

9/25/2020 2:27 PM

11

This is a nice design that fits in with the wine country feel.

9/24/2020 1:12 PM

12

This development is trying to mimic an old passed style, it reads fake historical, or theme
park, would fit right between Disneyland's New Orleans square and Frontier Land, because we
all know it is not genuine.

9/23/2020 3:45 PM

13

Visually interesting with the different heights from street level. The arches and setbacks give it
charm.

9/20/2020 9:56 PM

14

Where is the low income housing?????

9/20/2020 12:26 PM

15

Visual interest with setbacks, garden areas, stepbacks articulation and various rooflines. It
looks like there are individual entrances which is appealing as a resident, as well as common
green area. Like the Spanish style with arches for community identity & variety.

9/19/2020 12:55 PM

16

Parking handled well, visually appealing desigb

9/19/2020 10:06 AM

17

Addresses parking concerns and is visually pleasing with courtyard.

9/18/2020 5:49 PM

18

The Spanish design goes well in our small town, it would fit better in Santa Barbara.

9/17/2020 3:45 PM

19

Does not fit the feel of Windsors other architecture

9/17/2020 2:32 PM

20

Yes, underground parking a necessity.

9/17/2020 1:35 PM

21

An apartment complex with such a strong Spanish style can be difficult to find a place to fit in
rather than seem out-of-place. Other than that, this is a nice looking option for multi-family
housing.

9/17/2020 11:01 AM

22

Do not favor three floor living nor the Spanish design. I do like the courtyard and that there is
both underground parking as well as street parking. Different roofs make it more attractive and
not just a building.

9/17/2020 10:45 AM

23

Massive, and who wants to park underground with our risk of earthquakes and wildfires ?!

9/17/2020 7:45 AM

24

Ugly

9/16/2020 9:46 PM

47 / 53

Windsor Visual Preference Survey - Part 3

Community Engagement Summary

25

I like the underground parking but that’s it. Not our town feel.

9/16/2020 8:53 PM

26

Don’t like below ground parking

9/16/2020 8:17 PM

27

This is ok

9/16/2020 7:46 PM

28

Again, no tie in to town green

9/16/2020 6:32 PM

29

I thought we didn’t do underground stuff in CA due to earthquakes.. they seems like it would up
the price

9/16/2020 5:53 PM

30

No Spanish style. It doesn’t go with that he rest of Windsor.

9/16/2020 5:27 PM

31

Santa Barbara Spanish vibe is not Windsor

9/16/2020 4:13 PM

32

Nope...spanish style is not my thing

9/16/2020 4:04 PM

33

All the different levels, styles of balconies, fenestration is very compelling. Even though this
looks like a pretty dense use of space there is still a feeling of privacy.

9/16/2020 4:01 PM

34

Again, better suited to Santa Barbara. I do like the idea of underground parking.

9/16/2020 3:55 PM

35

Underground parking! There is a lack of street parking in most neighborhoods.

9/16/2020 3:33 PM

36

I do not care for the spanish style but love the idea for underground parking if water table
allows for that, generally it has not

9/16/2020 2:13 PM

37

Love this one the most. Visually appealing and covers the parking issue.

9/16/2020 1:54 PM

38

Looks cheap and tacky.

9/16/2020 12:56 PM

39

distinctive

9/16/2020 12:41 PM

40

very nice looking , strong good lines

9/15/2020 8:32 PM

41

The best, along with the three story Craftsman. Underground is THE place to put resident
parking. The Spanish Colonial style is gorgeous. I'd live here. Three stories is not out of scale
for Downtown Windsor and areas near 101 and arterial streets. One note though: I think the
walls should be planted with appropriate vines as often as possible to discourage graffiti...they
would require some drip irrigation.

9/15/2020 5:58 PM

42

I like this a lot due to varying roof lines, "hidden" terraces, etc. Appealing.

9/15/2020 5:13 PM

43

Yeah, I'm sure they'll keep those stucco walls painted and washed.

9/15/2020 4:52 PM

44

Beautiful, inviting, very pleasant to look at. Maybe needs more windows and balconies. Love
calming, pretty color. Nice version of Spanish style.

9/15/2020 3:49 PM

45

Attractive elevation, but the cost factor is a concern.

9/15/2020 3:48 PM

46

If you mean that each apartment is 3 stories, then I don't think it's a good idea. Red tile roofs
and arches are nice. I have my usual concerns about bad stucco. Underground parking is just
so expensive to build that I can't imagine what the rents would have to be.

9/15/2020 2:29 PM

47

Pros: three stories, small units, apartments, underground parking. Cons: style doesn’t fir
Windsor. We are not Sonoma, nor Southern California.

9/15/2020 1:22 PM

48

Underground parking is very desirable. the different levels including outdoor courtyard area and
balconies are great.

9/15/2020 12:43 PM
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Q24 Are there any additional ideas or thoughts you would like the Town to
consider regarding residential design?
Answered: 42

Skipped: 27
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52

#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

The feel of wine country and our community roots are important to maintain in density housing.
We need to avoid types and styles that make Windsor more like other Bay Area feeder
communities and be true to our family way of life.

10/12/2020 9:11 AM

2

All of this depends on where they are located. I did not see any maps

10/11/2020 6:42 PM

3

The big issue that i hope we can address even through the residential design is availability of
housing and affordability. There are too many working people in our town that are paying too
much for housing. I feel for the new generations who will ultimately leave Windsor or Sonoma
County because they can’t afford to live here. I care less about what these units look like and
more about them being affordable. Thank you.

10/10/2020 9:47 AM

4

I WISH WE HAD A RESET BUTTON AND PUSHED IT. BOTH THE DOWNTOWN AND MILL
PROJECTS SEEM TO CONTROVERT THE PRESENTATION LEADING UP TO THIS
SURVEY. EVEN THE SMALLER RESIDENTIAL PROJECTS HAVE FAILED TO EMPLOY
THE STRATEGIES SET FORTH BY MR. HEIDE. FOR SO LONG. MUCH OF THE DESIGN
OF DEVELOPMENT HAS BEEN BY THE DEVELOPERS’S HIRED GUNS, ARGUING
CONVINCINGLY THAT THEIR DESIGN MEETS ALL THE REQUIREMENTS AND DESIRES
NECESSARY FOR LIVABLE COMMUNITIES WHILE IN TRUTH, THE DESIGN IS BASED
ON A BOTTOM LINE OF WHAT MAKES THE MOST SENSE MONETARILY AND END OF
STORY EXCEPT FOR THE CONCESSIONS MADE THAT ARE CONTINGENT ON THE
APPROVAL OF THE PROJECT AS PROPOSED.

10/6/2020 10:48 AM

5

Yes, often neglected, I believe as much or more attention must be given to providing clear
design objectives that account for and minimize the impacts on existing neighbors. Exterior
lighting standards must be changed to reflect relative brightness not absolute brightness and
using new technologies like motion sensing dimmer lights to retain more dark space. True
parking criteria need to be developed based on actual Windsor data not a one size fits all
universal formula. (For example we have multiple multifamily developments on Old Red away
from downtown -- we should understand their actual car/parking use and use that data) We
have to account for loss of redevelopment zones and focus on rules that work for developing
smaller in fill lots (I.e. the Shiloh Vision Plan is getting in the way of getting this area of
Windsor developed not encouraging it). We need to design with a recognition that Windsor
doesn't have a real plan for improving its main arterials to make them more walkable (sidewalk
gaps particularly south/north Old Red and Shiloh) or bikeable. I.e. infill projects will address
isn't a solution. Parking behind projects though leading to nice street frontage is problematic
when this parking is immediately against single family backyards particularly with use of open
air car ports as lighting issues and noise become increasing factors. To sum it up, there is no
one size fits all design standard for Windsor. However, all developments should be pushed to
include some multi-family units even those in areas zoned single family only. Single family
subdivisions should only support 2 story multi-family units. Likewise projects that abut
neighborhoods should in general be no taller than 1 story more than the median average of that
neighborhood and generally the same height as the tallest where the projects abut (I.e. front of
project can be taller than back). My recommendation is to build really tall/dense in the few
areas/lots that support it without excessive negative impacts on existing neighborhoods and
use the smaller multi-family designs in the other areas. I.e. I think we can support taller
buildings only in the immediate downtown (maybe that should be looked at instead of a high
end hotel) and along the north east side of Old Red. Build a dense downtown! Also require a
good percentage of multifamily duplexs (at least) to be mixed in new single family
subdivisions. Don't rely on ADUs in developments in new subdivisions as a substitute. ADUs
should only be seen as a tool for existing single family units to add housing.

10/5/2020 10:43 AM

6

A key thought is in the years ahead, unless projects apply for density bonuses where parking
concessions are accepted, the automobile will have a dominance in developments, particularly
the MDR zones. The desire to hide the car from public view will be quite difficult as many
parcels are small, not easily alley loaded. Much of what is in the survey implies is an alley
loaded world. With solar code for three story buildings and under on residential projects, the
49 / 53
drive to have gable sloping roofs can be a conflict with optimally generating the energy.

9/30/2020 10:35 AM
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9/29/2020 8:29 PM

8

One of my concerns in parking spaces. What is intended with development and how they are
used are two different things. You may not be required
provide parking spaces for units, but
50 /to53
that does not stop people with 2-3 cars moving in. This has a negative impact on surrounding
neighborhoods. I lived in a townhouse which provided two car garages but most of the parking
on the exterior was for guests. This forced people to park outside of the development (onto the
public street), or use your garage as it was intended - to store cars. Is there any way to
discourage people using garages for storage of junk, and then taking up all the street parking??
Love the underground parking.

9/26/2020 3:24 PM

9

I prefer a mixture of styles from traditional, modern, and craftsman.

9/25/2020 11:10 PM

10

Art Deco! At least one! 😎😎

9/25/2020 2:27 PM

11

Please consider designs with variance that have character even though they are objective
standards. I'd like to see more of the missing middle homes over apartments, the condos and
townhouses shown in these slides would fit in nicely with the design and theme of the
downtown area. Please include stepbacks and articulation, it makes a big difference on the
attractiveness of the housing. Thank you.

9/24/2020 1:12 PM

12

The town should avoid trying to make buildings look pseudo historical because at best it will
read as a good theme park and at worse will look fake, neither lend to a true sense of place or
community.

9/23/2020 3:48 PM

13

Low income housing???? Where is it????

9/20/2020 12:27 PM

14

Creating walkable communities with green spaces if possible. When considering the multi
family concept with commercial (like the Green) more parking options are needed. To increase
density a parking tower like near the theatre/marina in Petaluma or underground parking may
need to be considered. Many residents live too far from the commercial areas to walk and
need to drive to carry the family/elderly as well as transport groceries and other purchases.

9/19/2020 1:02 PM

15

Consider the problems of maintenance and longevity of the materials used. Stucco lasts if
done correctly. Open spaces and exclusive parking must be easy to find and access for the
residents.

9/18/2020 5:53 PM

16

We are a small community that is one of the reasons why we chose to live here. I think it is
important not to forget our roots. Our architecture should reflect our Italian, Spanish, and
French history. We don’t want to be Santa Barbara. Although I love the roundabout, the
sculptures are truly ugly and don’t fit in our small town.

9/17/2020 3:54 PM

17

People love Windsor for community. Any new housing needs to support safety and family and
BLEND with current housing styles. You can’t throw a huge apartment complex in the middle of
single family homes and expect satisfaction

9/17/2020 7:47 AM

18

Adequate parking for additional residents!

9/16/2020 11:19 PM

19

Clean lines similar to what we have now

9/16/2020 9:47 PM

20

No more growth. We are already congested and need to think about how this added growth will
effect our Town later and in the event of a disaster.

9/16/2020 8:18 PM

21

Anything that seems more self contained like townhouses and brownstones is preferred

9/16/2020 7:46 PM

22

We don’t need an opportunity to do something different design wise. Different and unique in
design often become dated or tacky in appearance. Aim for a classic approach for better buy
in

9/16/2020 6:33 PM

23

Bike lanes

9/16/2020 5:53 PM53

24

Classic, home styles. Those homes by Walmart are too modern and people usually like a more

9/16/2020 5:28 PM
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23

Bike lanes

9/16/2020 5:53 PM

24

Classic, home styles. Those homes by Walmart are too modern and people usually like a more
classic look.

9/16/2020 5:28 PM

25

We are a commuter town with limited public transit so a good amount of parking is essential

9/16/2020 4:14 PM

26

Any time I've been at a meeting about a development in Windsor there has been someone
screaming that they don't want anything built in Windsor until we get a community pool. I grew
up in Princeton, New Jersey and the way we got a community pool was by allowing the
university to build one that they maintained but they
to allow residents to use it for a very
51had
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modest fee - or by buying a yearly pass. The university used it for training in the mornings and
the rest of the time the residents had complete access. Maybe Windsor could find a creative
solution to the pool issue like that one.

9/16/2020 4:10 PM

27

I would hope they consider sustainalbe mateials as well as just overal design. Also, it would be
nice if the design could somehow *meld* the various styles we have around the green into one
cohesive look without being totally matchy matchy

9/16/2020 4:05 PM

28

Provide more than adequate parking, stay away from the Spanish style, and have a good curb
appeal with something green around it.

9/16/2020 3:55 PM

29

Traditional fits in with the existing buildings in our town. I don’t think we should modern styled
buildings when everything else is so traditional

9/16/2020 3:34 PM

30

windsor is a family focused town and any new residential projects should support our windsor
families with related amenities, parks, and access to public transportation.

9/16/2020 2:15 PM

31

Any housing should have some private parking incorporated into it - not enough street parking
as it is.

9/16/2020 1:55 PM

32

Please focus on family, not tourism or high density. Those of us who chose to move here
came for the smaller family centered community feeling. We don't want to be treated like rats
in a maze nor do we want this community to become Healdsburg. Keep it homey and friendly.

9/16/2020 12:57 PM

33

would like to see traditional designs

9/16/2020 12:42 PM

34

not to have building look like projects need to look like the area

9/15/2020 8:33 PM

35

The architectual design standards Windsor has in place now are great. The town has
developed/is developing beautifully. Don't give in to developers who complain they can't adhere
to the standards because they can't make enough money (probably untrue) or architects who
are infatuated with "modern" style -- the current fad in architecture. Stick with the classics you
already have: "Published Town design standards (Spanish, Norcal Wood Frame, Victorian,
Craftsman, Mission Revival and Spanish Colonial)." People in multifamily and affordable
housing deserve quality living space too! And be sure to put enough parks in place for those
new developments, with green space, trees, flowers and play structures.

9/15/2020 6:03 PM

36

Make it as energy efficient, and space efficient, as possible.

9/15/2020 5:14 PM

37

Modern architecture is generally a mess, with a lot of "different" for different sake that ends up
borrowing features from so many different movements it ends up looking like garbage, and I
promise it won't age well looking back on it in 30 years. The Spanish style looks like endless
southern California suburbs. The bay area has unique classic neighborhood feels, stick to what
works.

9/15/2020 4:55 PM

38

It's critical that all the buildings have light, balconies, decks and are a pleasant, even soothing
human style. The buildings strongly affect the mood of those living in them as well as
passersby, whether they are conscious of it or not. These are terrible times and doing all we
can to calm, comfort and uplift our community is very important.

9/15/2020 3:55 PM

39

Don't go too high, you'll get push back from the neighbors. Look at 2 to 3 stories and come up
with a design that has enough variation to be attractive, and not too expensive. Stay away for
Mixed use!

9/15/2020 3:49 PM

40

I would like the Town to consider not just the designs, but what it would take to build and
maintain each particular design. As you can see today on the Town Green and along Windsor
River Road and Windsor Road, not all of the Town Green area buildings were designed for the
long term. Cheap stucco looks cheesy, and the addition of a turret doesn't help! Also, the
"oldie townie" look (postmodern) was already dated before the project was even conceived. I
like the Town Green but am concerned about the long term viability of some of the buildings.
The TGVA does not seem to be a good model for governance.

9/15/2020 2:39 PM
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40

I would like the Town to consider not just the designs, but what it would take to build and
maintain each particular design. As you can see today on the Town Green and along Windsor
River Road and Windsor Road, not all of the Town Green area buildings were designed for the
long term. Cheap stucco looks cheesy, and the addition of a turret doesn't help! Also, the
"oldie townie" look (postmodern) was already dated before the project was even conceived. I
like the Town Green but am concerned about the long term viability of some of the buildings.
The TGVA does not seem to be a good model for governance.

9/15/2020 2:39 PM

41

Allow for diversity. Don't try to make the entire town look like one architectural style, or only
traditional styles. Allow for contemporary, too (albeit well-done contemporary), not bland boxes
Windsor Visual Preference Survey - Part 3
with no articulation.

9/15/2020 1:04 PM

42

Although we don't know the future of offices and workspaces, a ground floor of restaurant or
retail, a 2nd floor of office for weekday activities and 3rd and 4th floors (and more!) for living
spaces. Underground parking cannot be overemphasized.
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Community Engagement Summary

Q1 Please let us know a little about you (this information will be kept
confidential).Your e-mail will only be used to inform you of upcoming
events and send you a copy of the survey results.
Answered: 63

Skipped: 7

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Name

100.00%

Company

0.00%

0

Address

0.00%

0

Address 2

0.00%

0

City/Town

0.00%

0

State/Province

0.00%

0

ZIP/Postal Code

0.00%

0

Country

0.00%

0

Email Address

100.00%

Phone Number

0.00%
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Q2 Do you live in the Town of Windsor?
Answered: 70

Skipped: 0
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Q3 How long have you lived in Windsor?
Answered: 70

Skipped: 0
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More than 20 years

38.57%

27

Don't live in the Town of Windsor
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3

TOTAL
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Q4 How would you rate the overall presentation?
Answered: 68

Skipped: 2
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Q5 Was the content clearly presented?
Answered: 69

Skipped: 1
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Q6 If "No," how can the content clarity be improved?
Answered: 1

Skipped: 69

#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

The written opening, of lack of community input was not addressed. This was very confusing.
What has now changed? A video regarding this would be great.

9/17/2020 12:21 PM
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Q7 Did the presentation meet your expectations?
Answered: 67

Skipped: 3
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Q8 If "No," what could be modified?
Answered: 7

64

Skipped: 63

#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

it was a menu of what will be done to us in the near future. The town taxpayers had little to no
input as to the "design" or what is truly needed in our town. We (townsfolk) are being
scammed.

10/9/2020 1:09 PM

2

It would have been helpful to provide additional concrete examples of successful projects in
the area that fall within each of the "missing middle".

9/23/2020 12:39 PM

3

Clear changes in having a voice at a town council and current available voice for windsors
future. A visual... now/then/

9/17/2020 12:22 PM

4

Missing details

9/16/2020 1:39 PM

5

what "objective" does the Board of Supervisors have now?

9/8/2020 3:59 PM

6

more pictures of the types discussed tucked in more frequently to hold interest....this was
rather dry and could be confusing for someone new to the subject.

9/4/2020 9:25 PM

7

IT EXCEEDED MY EXPECTATIONS!!

9/2/2020 4:57 PM
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Q9 Do you have any general comments on the presentation or Update
process? We will provide answers to all the questions received and post
them to the Town’s Planning Division website within a week of the release
of the Part 1 Video?
Answered: 27

Skipped: 43

Windsor Objective Design Standards - Part 1
#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

Both videos are merely lip service. There is no effort at all by either "presentor" to allow for
anyone to respond. It would be so easy for this whole thing to be put into a booklet, with or
without a survey, that was distributed to all interested taxpayers in this town. Civid or no
Covid...the mail does go through./

10/9/2020 1:14 PM

2

More visuals would have aided the presentation. Very clear info though.

9/29/2020 10:43 PM

3

n/a

9/26/2020 2:32 PM

4

I'm thinking it might be long/technical for some residents of Windsor. But it also gives the
background of who we are in Windsor, what we are missing, and what the elements are that
would create more diverse housing here. As a biased person, I would have added in here all
the vision planning and design standards that Windsor has done that has created the
community we have - instead of leaving the impression that the developers came up with their
"program vision".

9/25/2020 1:29 PM

5

I was hesitant to watch this because of the length but it was very informative.

9/20/2020 6:03 PM

6

Appreciated the clarification on housing types and the influence city policies make on the end
products development and costs.

9/19/2020 12:07 PM

7

So happy you are doing this. Very interesting and timely for me as I am considering creating a
JADU in my home but really love the courtyard single homes pictured as well as the cohousing
pieces as I move toward retirement with my husband. Would love to see more of these in
Windsor.

9/17/2020 1:36 PM

8

Not clear, need changes now in a visual format. How can the public who live here, grown up
here have a voice. The low income Shiloh project has brought filth, rats and trash up and down
Shiloh and in Esposti park. Cars are packed up and down Old Redwood. Horrible. I grew up her
for 51 years. Homless now peeing in our backyard. I want a voice in any Windsor Develpment
plans. Tasha Giangocomo

9/17/2020 12:24 PM

9

I don't like any of it.

9/17/2020 10:22 AM

10

I feel there should have been an explanation of how community outreach was being
implemented to encourage as many residents as possible to participate.

9/17/2020 8:25 AM

11

None

9/16/2020 8:21 PM

12

This needs to be promoted more widely. I saw by an off-chance on social media. I recommend
you send through the Windsor School District’s Wednesday mail platform with links.

9/16/2020 8:18 PM

13

Not too sure our town has the infrastructure to handle more growth.

9/16/2020 6:16 PM

14

No

9/16/2020 5:46 PM

15

There is also a segment by type of occupants: young (single or married) without children,
families with children, and seniors. That was mentioned but it affects the type of houses a
community needs.

9/16/2020 4:55 PM

16

I live in the unincorporated part of Windsor and I often find that the needs/desires of these
areas are overlooked even though what is done within town limits affects my quality of life.

9/16/2020 2:55 PM

17

It seems like we are being fed the answer that Windsor is looking for with this presentation.
You are not looking for input so much as to check the box for stakeholder or community input.
Decisions have already been made. It is truly unfortunate.

9/16/2020 1:52 PM

18

No
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There is also a segment by type of occupants: young (single or married) without children,
families with children, and seniors. That was mentioned but it affects the type of houses a
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16

I live in the unincorporated part of Windsor and I often find that the needs/desires of these
areas are overlooked even though what is done within town limits affects my quality of life.

9/16/2020 2:55 PM

17

It seems like we are being fed the answer that Windsor is looking for with this presentation.
You are not looking for input so much as to check the box for stakeholder or community input.
Decisions have already been made. It is truly unfortunate.

9/16/2020 1:52 PM

18

No

9/16/2020 1:13 PM

19

Doesn't "Affordable" housing really mean subsidized housing? If you are going to provide
housing to a certain income level then it's not free market and some body is making up the
difference. Are you using my tax dollars for this subsidy?

9/16/2020 12:42 PM

20

Very clear and concise! Great choice for the presenter.Even after serving as a planning
commissioner, I learned something! I will encourage our town to watch and give input!

9/16/2020 12:19 PM

21

Thank you. I think it would be helpful to include some other categories and complications of
Objective
Standards
- Part
1
housing: 1) mobile homes, Windsor
which are affordable
butDesign
at risk from
both extreme
weather
events
and owners' whims. 2) condominium units that are bought by individuals who then lease them
out, such that the condo project becomes a very complicated, unmanageable multi-owner
apartment building. 3) condominium units that are bought by individuals who then turn them
16community's housing supply and
into short term vacation rental units that do not add15
to /the
sometimes lead to rental housing inflation as units are taken off the rental market.

9/8/2020 3:04 PM

22

Can you give examples of specific policies that increase the cost of building in a city? Thank
you!

9/7/2020 10:26 PM

23

handouts for reference with definitions of the housing types might help people.

9/4/2020 9:27 PM

24

I need more information about multi family

9/3/2020 5:45 PM

25

As we consider crowding people in for various reasons, are we considering how HARD it was
to evacuate in 2019 FIRE? The roads were SO impacted. Do you have comparative crime
reports that are linked to different types of housing? Is there more crime in neighborhoods with
multifamily dwellings or Stand alone housing? What is the impact on mental health when
people are so crowded together and hearing their neighbors through the walls that can't get
"away" and have some peace? I'd like to see a survey or study on that.

9/2/2020 5:01 PM

26

Can we get background on State laws that have us now taking a look at our development
standards after our 2040 plan is completed?

9/2/2020 4:28 PM

27

Reducing the square footage on units DOES NOT make them more livable. Housing square
footage are on the rise since COVID-19 and that trend will continue. I also question the
concept of affordability and the use of Deed restrictions. I believe there is another model out
there, where developers are incentivized to build affordable units, not restricted. Carrot vs.
stick.

9/1/2020 1:19 PM

Community Engagement Summary

Webinar #2: Design Elements
Survey Responses
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Community Engagement Summary

Q1 Please let us know a little about you (this information will be kept
confidential).Your e-mail will only be used to inform you of upcoming
events and send you a copy of the survey results.
Answered: 20

Skipped: 1

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Name

95.00%

19

Company

0.00%

0

Address

0.00%

0

Address 2

0.00%

0

City/Town

0.00%

0

State/Province

0.00%

0

ZIP/Postal Code

0.00%

0

Country

0.00%

0

Email Address

100.00%

Phone Number

0.00%

1 / 11

20
0
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Q2 Do you live in the Town of Windsor?
Answered: 21

Skipped: 0

Yes

No

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Yes

85.71%

18

No

14.29%

3

TOTAL

70

60%

21

4 / 11
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Q3 How long have you lived in Windsor?
Answered: 21

Skipped: 0

Less than 3
years

3 - 5 years

5 - 10 years

10 - 20 years

More than 20
years
Don't live in
the Town of...
0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Less than 3 years

9.52%

2

3 - 5 years

0.00%

0

5 - 10 years

19.05%

4

10 - 20 years

19.05%

4

More than 20 years

42.86%

9

Don't live in the Town of Windsor

9.52%

2

TOTAL

21

5 / 11
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Q4 How would you rate the overall presentation?
Answered: 18

Skipped: 3

(no label)

0%

10%

Very good

20%

Good

30%

40%

50%

OK

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

Like some, but was too long

Did not ﬁnd information useful
VERY
GOOD
(no
label)
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50.00%
9

GOOD

OK

27.78%
5

22.22%
4

LIKE SOME, BUT WAS
TOO LONG
0.00%
0

6 / 11

DID NOT FIND
INFORMATION USEFUL
0.00%
0

TOTAL

18

WEIGHTED
AVERAGE
1.72
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Q5 Was the content clearly presented?
Answered: 20

Skipped: 1

Yes

No

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Yes

100.00%

No

0.00%

80%

90% 100%

20
0

TOTAL

20
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Q6 If "No," how can the content clarity be improved?
Answered: 1

Skipped: 20

#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

salesman from Jersey

9/8/2020 4:30 PM

7 / 11
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Q7 Did the presentation meet your expectations?
Answered: 20

Skipped: 1

Yes

No

0%

10%

20%

30%

40%

50%

60%

70%

80%

90% 100%

ANSWER CHOICES

RESPONSES

Yes

85.00%

17

No

15.00%

3

TOTAL

20

Windsor Objective Design Standards - Part 2

Q8 If "No," what could be modified?
Answered: 3
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Skipped: 18

#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

The presentation didn't address some of the most problematic aspects of high density living,
such as privacy, noise, access to nature/adequate parkland per capita, rapid spread of
disease, and traffic. It also didn't go into detail about the different types of costs incurred as a
result of municipal policies.

9/29/2020 7:58 PM

2

I don't feel the video was directed to Windsor, rather to another community elsewhere

9/23/2020 10:25 PM

3

use Windsor, CA as the start/ WE do need to be Windsor Proud

9/8/2020 4:32 PM

9 / 11
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Community Engagement Summary

Q9 Do you have any general comments on the presentation or Update
process? We will provide answers to all the questions received and post
them to the Town’s Planning Division website within a week of the release
of the Part 1 Video?
Answered: 9

Skipped: 12

#

RESPONSES

DATE

1

The presentation contains within it a bias toward high density (i.e. city) development, without
presenting the downside of such development, or showing any discussion regarding the
appropriateness of that type of development for Windsor specifically.

9/29/2020 8:01 PM

2

I become concerned with the application of design standards that are intended to make livable
and enhanced private and public spaces, being compromised by the developer through
exaggerated presentations that are somewhat fiction. Cases in my point are the Bisno
Townhomes (720 plus units) with the area between the opposing front doors described in terms
of spaciousness, landscaping and shared community space actually being a somewhat narrow
open hallway without much for the neighbors to share and then these pedestrian corridors
leading to narrow very private auto ways which really cannot be classified as streets. As Jim
Heide explained, Windsor does have design guidelines, which include street design and yet if
built, these 700+ homes, none AF, appear to me as more like traditional projects, basic
shelters affordable by design without design, than housing that meets the design qualities
captured in the videos. My take on this planning project that it is a good one and only through
the education provided this presentation as well as other opportunities will come the an
understanding of what can be accomplished in a meaningful and thoughtful adoption and
implementation of the best in design standards.

9/20/2020 3:09 PM

3

No

9/17/2020 7:31 AM

4

None

9/16/2020 8:23 PM

5

Again, I find it necessary to point out that what happens inside the town limits affects me. I
live in an unincorporated area of Windsor and am surrounded by walls protecting subdivisions
and isolating me.

9/16/2020 3:29 PM

6

Agreeable Diversity is another term for ugly architecture. You can't have walk-able
communities with project on the periphery of the UGB's. Since COVID-19, people (especially
Millennials) are requesting larger spaces, so get off smaller is better. Higher density (4 to 5
stories) will never fly in Windsor. The push back will be "They don't exist anywhere else in the
County, why should we support them?"

9/9/2020 2:46 PM

7

I just wonder about the assumption that design standards can be "objective." A project could
meet all the criteria but still be boring and/or ugly. Also, tastes change over time, and projects
that were once considered innovative are now objects of ridicule. For example, the postmodern
Portland Building.

9/9/2020 2:34 PM

8

yep one picture was from El Jebel, CO that is 9 miles from Aspen, co.

9/8/2020 4:35 PM

9

Very informative presentation. I am hopeful the Town Council and Town planners will act fast
as it appears in the past the process takes too long there are too many hurdles that a number
of approved projects have not moved forward.

9/8/2020 4:03 PM

11 / 11
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