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AGENDA
HISTORIC PRESERVATION / DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION

Wednesday, December 3, 2014 — 4:00 PM

City Conference Room — County-City Building
1515 Strongs Avenue — Stevens Point, Wl 54481

(A Quorum of the City Council May Attend This Meeting)

Discussion and possible action on the following:

1. Approval of the report from the November 5, 2014 HP/DRC meeting.

2. Request from Noah Eschenbauch for an amendment to the facade improvement grant contract to
exclude masonry activities, allowing for partial reimbursement at 925-33 Clark Street (Parcel ID

2408-32-2019-02).
3. Adjourn.

Any person who has special needs while attending these meetings or needs agenda materials for these

meetings should contact the City Clerk as soon as possible to ensure that a reasonable accommodation

can be made. The City Clerk can be reached by telephone at (715)346-1569 or by mail at 1515 Strongs
Avenue, Stevens Point, W| 54481.
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REPORT OF THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION / DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION
Wednesday, November 5, 2014 —4:00 p.m.

City Conference Room — County-City Building
1515 Strongs Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481

PRESENT: Alderperson Mary Stroik, Commissioner Tim Siebert, Commissioner George Hanson,
Commissioner Tom Baldischwiler, and Commissioner Karl Halsey.

EXCUSED: Chairperson Lee Beveridge

ALSO PRESENT: Director Michael Ostrowski and Associate Planner Kyle Kearns.

INDEX:

Discussion and possible action on the following:

1.

2.

Approval of the report from the September 17, 2014 HP/DRC meeting.

Request from Hope & Domenico Gallo to place a 10 foot by 16 foot accessory shed at 1808 Clark
Street (2408-32-1036-15).

Downtown fagade improvement grant program summary.
Plaques for historic buildings.

Adjourn.

Motion by Commissioner Hanson to nominate Commissioner Siebert to chair the meeting; seconded by
Alderperson Mary Stroik. Motion carried 4-0.

1. Approval of the report from the September 17, 2014 HP/DRC meeting.

Motion by Alderperson Mary Stroik to approve the report from the September 17, 2014
HP/DRC meeting; seconded by Commissioner Hanson. Motion carried 4-0

2. Request from Hope & Domenico Gallo to place a 10 foot by 16 foot accessory shed at 1808
Clark Street (2408-32-1036-15).

Economic Specialist Kyle Kearns explained that the proposed shed already exists on site had has
not received proper approval by the commission. The shed currently sits on blocks, as the
applicant was unsure of the permanent placement and foundation. Mr. Kearns indicated that
the design guidelines state the shed should be in the portion of the property that is located
furthest back from any right-of-way. Furthermore, as it is visible along Phillips Street, a
condition has been added to screen the structure. Also, staff is recommending a paint scheme to
match the primary structure.
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Commissioner Halsey asked if it was permissible to have three structures on a property, to
which Director Ostrowski state you are allowed to have up to 900 square feet of accessory
structures.

Commissioner Siebert pointed out the structure is out of place with the style and color of the
house. Commissioner Hanson suggested if they paint trim around windows and doors, similar to
the home using a three color scheme the shed would match much better. Furthermore,
Commissioner Hanson pointed out the existing detached garage which has a vinyl white garage
door and plywood garage door that does not meet the design guidelines.

Commissioner Siebert identified that the staff recommendations do not address the door of the
shed which does not match the home. He is not in favor of shed door due to its barn-like
appearance.

Motion by Commissioner Hanson to approve the 10 foot by 16 foot accessory shed at 1808
Clark Street (2408-32-1036-15) with the following conditions:

o The shed shall be painted using a three color scheme, matching the primary structure.
Furthermore, the applicant shall submit colors to be reviewed by the chairperson and
designated agent.

e The shed shall be permanently positioned in the northwest part of the property.

e Screening in the form of bushes, shrubs, or flowers shall exist along the east side of
the shed if the shed is positioned to face east.

e Applicable zoning requirements within the district regarding accessory structures shall
be met.

e Applicable building permits shall be obtained from the Community Development
Department.

e The chairperson and designated agent shall have the ability to approve minor changes
or substitutions.

seconded by Commissioner Halsey.
Commissioner Hanson amended the motion adding the following condition:

e An approved hard surface shall be installed to serve as a foundation for the shed prior
to permanent placement on the property. The hard surface shall be approved by the
chairperson and designated agent.

Commissioner Halsey confirmed the amendment and seconded.
Motion carried 4-0.

Downtown fagade improvement grant program summary.

Director Ostrowski stated a facade improvement grantee has recently submitted receipts for
reimbursement. Mr. Kearns added those numbers have not been included in the spreadsheet
presented in the memo, but approximately $166,000.00 of the grant funds have been allocated.
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This does take into consideration what has been reimbursed and what has been approved. The
fund balance is approximately $133,000.00 of which can still be awarded. Commissioner Siebert
asked if there has been any more discussion as to putting more money towards this. Director
Ostrowski stated the program has been well received and has the possibility to receive more
funds. The potential exists to utilize approximately $60,000 from a dormant downtown loan
program. Also, the potential exists for a shift of focus towards historic neighborhoods and the
creation of programs for home owners.

Plaques for historic buildings.

Mr. Kearns explained his research regarding plaques was performed at the State and National
level, of which references for different contractors were recommended. He narrowed it down
to three companies who would be the most cost effective.

Commissioner Hanson asked how many plaques we would be purchasing, to which Mr. Kearns
stated it is up to the commission. Plaques can be provided to the properties which received the
facade grant; eleven in total thus far. Commissioner Hanson then asked about the wording on
the plaques, as well as, a starting and ending point of plaque distribution, such as a walking tour.
Mr. Kearns stated the exact wording would be determined by the commission and can include
construction dates or other information. He also suggested a pamphlet which could provide
further information regarding buildings, along with a historical walking tour.

Commissioner Siebert questioned why we don’t have a plaque identifying our historic districts
prior to entering, and also stated a plaque requires a building owners' permission.
Commissioner Halsey pointed out that if they are receiving the funds, most property owners
wouldn’t mind a plaque. Director Ostrowski added that all the buildings downtown could be
analyzed prior to the installation of plaques. Commission Hanson likes the idea and would like
to see what the property owners think about the funds and the plaques. Director Ostrowski
stated the Association of Downtown Businesses, which has reformulated, could be used as a
resource when utilizing the plaques.

Adjourn.

Meeting adjourned at 4:45 p.m.
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Community Development
City of Stevens Point

Ph: (715) 346-1567 * Fax: (715) 346-1498

City of Stevens Point — Department of Community Development

To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Re:

Historic Preservation / Design Review Commission

Plan Staff

12/3/2014

Request from Noah Eschenbauch for an amendment to the fagade improvement grant
contract to exclude masonry activities, allowing for partial reimbursement at 925-33 Clark
Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2019-02).

Noah Eschenbauch, owner of 925-33 Clark Street, was approved for $11,766.06 in March of 2014 to
perform the below activities to his building on Clark Street. A summary of activities and associated
actual costs is below.

Approved

Activity Contractor / Work Full Half Actual Full | Actual Half | Difference | Reimbursement
A & | Exteriors &
2nd Story North o $5,434.12 | $2,717.06 | $5434.12 | $2,717.06 $0.00 $2,717.06
Facade Windows
Improvements Inc.
Storefront
Windows & Esser Glass Inc. $14,098.00 $7,049.00 | $14,848.00 $7,424.00 $375.00 $7,424.00
Doors
Masonry Thomas Masonry $4,000.00 $2,000.00 $2,055.02 $1,027.51 $972.49 $1,027.51
TOTAL $23,532.12 $11,766.06 $22,337.14 $11,168.57 $11,168.57

Windows: The total amount approved for second floor windows was $5,434.12. Second floor window related
activities were exactly to the approved amount above.

A total of $14,098.00 was approved for the storefront windows. Storefront window related activities totaled
slightly more than the approved amount at $14,848.00. This increased amount of $750.00 was for the
following activity: increase in height on return window and immediate door frames; was not included within
the original approval, however, can be covered for reimbursement as the increased costs when combined are
lower than the other submitted bids. Furthermore, the cost is under the maximum fagade grant award

amount.

Masonry: A total of $4,000.00 was approved for masonry related activities. Masonry work was much lower
than the approved amount, at $2,055.02.

The applicant has requested fagade grant fund reimbursement as the project has been completed,
however, after review, masonry activities performed do not match the design guidelines and conditions
of approval. Design guidelines and conditions of approval not met are identified below.
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Guidelines:

e Deteriorated masonry units should be repaired rather than replaced using materials that match
the original in size, texture, color, and overall appearance. Synthetic materials are not
recommended on historic structures for the wholesale covering of a structure.

e When repair to mortar joints is needed due to cracks, missing and crumbling mortar, and loose
bricks, use proper techniques for re-pointing.

a. Remove deteriorated mortar by hand raking rather than using electric saws and
hammers than can damage the brick.

b. Original texture, color, width, strength and profile of the historic mortar joints should be
matched. Type N mortar should be used as defined by the American Society for Testing
and Materials (ASTM).

c. Re-pointing with mortar that is stronger than the original, such as Portland cement, can
cause brick to crack, break or spall. In re-pointing mortar joints, mortar of appropriate
PSI should be used.

Conditions of Approval:
e Type N mortar as defined by the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) shall be
used, matching in color and texture to the original mortar.
e No funds shall be disbursed until project is fully completed.

The brick mortar used seems to leach outside of the joints onto the brick in certain areas. Furthermore,
the brick mortar used does not match in color with existing mortar.

The applicant is requesting an amendment to the contract which would allow for partial reimbursement
for activities other than masonry which totals $10,141.06. Furthermore, the applicant has indicated that
as winter has arrived it makes it very difficult to correct the masonry. The applicant has stated that the
additional $1,027.51 is incentive enough for the masonry to be corrected when the weather allows.

Staff would recommend denying the request to amend the facade improvement grant to allow for
partial reimbursement, as the conditions of approval were added to ensure the project would meet
design guidelines. If amended and partial reimbursement is awarded, no mechanism exists to ensure the
applicant corrects the masonry, except for fines.

Staff would recommmend that the owner repair the masonry to meet the conditions of approval. Staff
would recommend to allow for the remaining funds in the masonry component of the budget (5972.49
with an equal private match) in the contract to be utilized for this purpose. If costs exceed this amount,
no further grant funds would be awarded to cover the corrections. If the current weather situation is a
concern, staff would recommend that this project be completed no later than April 30, 2015.
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Photos

North Fagade - Before North Fagade - After

West Facade - Before West Fagade After

Page 3 of 4



Page 8 of 61

West Facade Window - Before West Facade Window - After
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