AGENDA
HISTORIC PRESERVATION / DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION
Wednesday, February 6, 2013 – 4:30 PM
City Conference Room – County-City Building
1515 Strongs Avenue – Stevens Point, WI 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 January 2, 2013 HPDRC meeting.
2. Request from Phil DeSalvo, representing Saint Stephen Parish, to raze the former convent building
located at 1401 Clark Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-1007-09).
3. Request from Jerome Kawski for an amendment to façade improvement grant funds in the amount
of $340.00 additional dollars for work that received Historic Preservation / Design Review
Commission approval at 1059 Main Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2026-10).
4. 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, TDD# 346-1556, or by mail
at 1515 Strongs Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481.

REPORT OF THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION / DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION
Wednesday January 2, 2013 – 4:30 p.m.
City Conference Room – County-City Building
1515 Strongs Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481
PRESENT: Lee Beveridge, Alderperson Mary Stroik, Tim Siebert, and George Hanson (Kathy Kruthoff
absent).
ALSO PRESENT: Economic Development Specialist Kyle Kearns, Alderperson Beveridge, JD Manville,
Heidi Mancheski, Chris Northwood, Matthew Brown, Brandi Makuski, Troy Hojnacki, and Kevin Liu.
INDEX:
Discussion and possible action on the following:
1.

A physical inspection of 920 Clark Street pertaining to agenda item 3 will take place at 4:30 PM.
Commission members are advised to meet at the site.

Following the site inspections reference above, the Commission will convene its formal meeting at
5:15 PM in the City Conference Room, 1515 Strongs Avenue for discussion and possible action o the
following:
2. Approval of the report from the August 1, 2012 HPDRC meeting.
3. Request from JD Manville, representing the property owner, to raze the building located at 920
Clark Street (former Bumper to Bumper). Parcel ID's 2408-32-2018-15 and 2408-32-2018-16.
4. Request from Troy Hojnacki, representing Bars None Inc. for façade improvement grant funds in
the amount of $6,393.00 and design review for exterior building work, including painting, wood
work, and window re-glazing at 920 Main Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2015-12).
5. Façade Improvement Grant update.
6. Design Guideline Update
7. Adjourn.

1.

A physical inspection of 920 Clark Street pertaining to agenda item 3 took place at 4:30 PM.
Commission members inspected the building and site stated above.

2.

Approval of the report from the August 1, 2012 HPDRC meeting.
Motion by Commissioner Siebert to approve the report from the August 1, 2012 HPDRC
meeting; seconded by Commissioner Hanson. Motion carried 4-0.

3. Request from JD Manville, representing the property owner, to raze the building located at 920
Clark Street (former Bumper to Bumper). Parcel ID's 2408-32-2018-15 and 2408-32-2018-16.
JD Manville stated that he represented the owner of the property to the north which includes
the businesses of Salon Envy, and the old Hostel Shoppe. The intent of the demolition request
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was to increase parking for the building owner and businesses to the north and the residence in
that area as well as having less visible shared dumpsters, and new construction with historic
façade of a smaller 800-1000 square foot retail building. Mr. Manville pointed out that the back
block structure at 920 Clark Street, not only limits access to the property, but the building as a
whole would be extremely expensive to remodel to a functional sellable property. He feels that
the property and neighboring properties would benefit from the demolition with, the increase
parking, shared dumpsters and reconstruction of a smaller retail area designed with a historic
façade.
Commissioner Siebert expressed his displeasure of demolishing a historic building to construct a
new structure that would have a historic façade, and pointed out that other buildings in the
downtown area were of the same condition and cleaned up very nicely.
Commissioner Beveridge pointed out that the staff report recommends against the demolition,
to which Economic Development Specialist Kyle Kearns explained the city’s position. Mr. Kearns
stated considering the condition, location, and being the only south facing building for three
blocks staff recommend to save the structure and feels that it is in good shape and there are
resources available for renovation, such as the façade improvement grant and tax credits for
historical properties.
JD Manville asked the commission if he could demolish the back block warehouse addition on
the property, which is functionally obsolete, and takes up space as well as hindering the
accessibility of the building. He also pointed out that when demolishing that part of the building
there would be environmental issues in the ground due to its former use as a service station.
Commissioner Beveridge asked if the property abuts any of the other buildings in that area, to
which Mr. Manville stated there is a small area between buildings, and currently there is an
encroachment issue that they are sorting out with the Assessor’s office.
Commissioner Stroik asked how long the building had been sitting empty, to which Chris
Northwood stated since the summer of 2012, he continued stating that there had been two
interested parties in the building, but due to the cost of renovations, they backed out.
Motion by Commissioner Siebert to deny the razing of the building located at 920 Clark Street
(former Bumper to Bumper). Parcel ID’s 2408-32-2018-15 and 2408-32-2018-16 with the
condition to have staff bring back the discussion regarding the demolition of the concrete
block addition only on the back of the building and the vacation of the ingress/egress from
Clark Street; seconded by Commissioner Hanson. Motion Carried 4-0.

4. Request from Troy Hojnacki, representing Bars None Inc. for façade improvement grant funds in
the amount of $6,393.00 and design review for exterior building work, including painting, wood
work, and window re-glazing at 920 Main Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2015-12).
Troy Hojnacki of Bar None Inc stated that back in 2005 he had redone the building at 920 Main
Street, but the turret has not weathered well and in poor condition. He continued stating he
would like approval and grant funding to restore the turret, which includes putting a fiberglass
layer over the weathered wood areas, and repaint the front façade of the building using the
same colors as before. Mr. Hojnacki explained that he had supplied estimates as requested, but
is qualified as a contractor to do the work himself as he had back in 2005. Furthermore, he
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explained that the fiberglass mentioned in the restoration is a mesh that is placed over the area,
a fiberglass resin is then applied to about ¼ inch thickness and cured before it is painted, or the
resin can be the same color, so no painting would be needed. Mr. Hojnacki also pointed out
that the turret and façade will remain the same green and gray coloring, just a new fresh coat of
paint, and that the dome would be scrapped, sanded and repainted as needed. He stated that
the shingles will remain the same since they are in like new condition, the stain glass has the
original wood sashes and there maybe some broken ones that would be replaced with the same
tooling as the original.
Commissioner Beveridge asked about possible illumination in the upper part of the turret that
would shine through the stain glass, Mr. Hojnacki stated that back in 2005 they had considered
it, but due to cost and technology it was not feasible, but now with LED lighting he could look
into the illumination.
Economic Development Specialist Kyle Kearns recommended limiting the fiberglass between the
upper stain glass area and the dome of the turret.
Troy Hojnacki of Bar None Inc, also asked about his request of the protective glass on the
exterior of the stain glass, to which Commissioner Beveridge stated he was concerned with
moisture build up between the protective layer and the stain glass as well as a reflection off of
the protective layer giving a glare and hindering the view of the ornate fixture.
Motion by Commissioner Hanson to approve façade improvement grant funds in the amount
of $6,393.00 at 920 Main Street (Parcel ID’s 2408-32-2015-12); with the following conditions:













Fiberglass repair/renovation shall be limited to only the wood between the dome roof
of the turret and the upper stain-glass.
Window coverings/storm windows shall be prohibited to cover the stained-glass.
If possible, the stained-glass windows shall be made of wood and permitted to have
an aluminum exterior.
Pressure washing and sandblasting to prep brick for paint shall not be permitted.
Cleaning agents used to prep brick shall not be volatile and corrosive.
Painting of brick shall match that of the existing style and color and scheme, i.e.
window trim & sills, ornate brick, etc. And shall not occur in new areas.
One additional bid for the following shall be submitted:
1. Window work (re-glazing)
2. Prep, prime and painting
The HP/DRC Chair and Designated Agent shall review and approve second bids.
All work shall be completed within one year.
Project must adhere to Façade Improvements Grant Program Guidelines.
No funds shall be disbursed until project is fully completed.
The maximum City participation shall not exceed 50% of the lowest bid:

Improvements

Details

Cost

Masonry

Painting

Bill Wanserski Painting & Wall

Proposed
Matching Grant
Assistance
$3,727.5
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Covering - $7,455.00

Restoration

Cornice, Sanding, Priming,
Window Removal

HOJO Construction Company $2,530.00

$1,265.00

Windows

Stained-Glass reglazing/restoration and
aluminum storm panel

Precision Glass & Door - $2,800.00

$1,400.00

TOTAL
(Lowest Bid)

$12,785.00

$6,393.00

Seconded by Commissioner Stroik. Motion Carried 4-0.
5.

Façade Improvement Grant update.
Economic Development Specialist Kyle Kearns explained that only one of the three projects
approved for funds has been fully reimbursed. He stated that the Shrank project will finish in
the spring due to the weather conditions, and the Wooden Chair project is completed, and is in
the process of submitting the final paperwork. He continued stating that there have been a few
others interested in the funds now that the mall has been demolished because many of those
properties along Main Street now have a second frontage. Approximately $260,000 is left in the
grant fund account. Several Commission members asked about other historic districts such as
the South Side Business area and businesses on the north side of town and along Second Street,
to which Mr. Kearns stated that separate districts could be added but recommended that the
commission adopt the updated guidelines first.

6. Design Guideline Update
Mr. Kearns explained that the guidelines have been formatted and edited since the last meeting
in August, but a narrative on the historic districts still needs to be compiled, along with photos
and/or diagram of specific building styles and elements that will accompany text within the
guidelines.
7.

Adjourn.
Motion by Commissioner Siebert to adjourn; seconded by Commissioner Beveridge. Motion
carried 4-0. Meeting adjourned at 6:17 PM.
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Administrative Staff Report
Raze/Demo Request
St. Stephen Convent Building
1401 Clark Street
February 6, 2013
Applicant(s):
 Phil DiSalvo
Staff:
 Michael Ostrowski, Director
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com
 Kyle Kearns, Associate Planner
kkearns@stevenspoint.com
Parcel Number(s):
 2408-32-1007-09
Zone(s):
 "R-4" Multiple Family 1 Residence
District
Master Plan:
 Institutional / Government
Council District:
 District 1 – Andrew Beveridge
Lot Information:
2408-32-1007-09






Department of Community Development
1515 Strongs Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481
Ph: (715) 346-1568 - Fax: (715) 346-1498

Request
Request from Phil DeSalvo, representing Saint Stephen Parish, to raze the
former convent building located at 1401 Clark Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-100709).
Attachment(s)
 Parcel data sheets
 Demolition Request Letter
 Images of the building
Findings of Fact
 The building is currently vacant.
 The building was formerly used as a convent for the associated church.
Most recently it has been used as a meeting place for church functions.
 A demolition request within a Historic District must be approved by the
Historic Preservation – Design Review Commission.
 The request is to raze the building for the purpose of extending adjacent
parking, combining refuse storage areas, and potentially splitting parcels
with the intent to develop along Clark Street.
City Official Design Review / Historic District
 Design Review District
Staff Recommendation
When taking into consideration the standards of review, staff recommends
denying the request for the razing of the building.

Actual Frontage: 438 feet
Effective Frontage: 438 feet
Effective Depth: 256 feet
Square Footage: 112,128
Acreage: 2.57

Structure Information:
 Year Built: 1923 (Church)
1932 (School)
1954 (Convent)
 Number of Stories: 2 w/basement
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Current Use:
 Vacant
Applicable Regulations:



Chapter 22
Design Guidelines

Background
Phil DeSalvo, representing the Saint Stephen Parish, is
requesting to raze the convent building at 1401 Clark
Street. The building costs for ongoing maintenance utilities
and insurance have strained the Parish's operating budget.
In the past the building was leased to various organizations,
such as the Stevens Point Area Catholic Schools and
Catholic Charities, however costs outweighed revenue from
tenants. Most recently a private entity has shown interest
in remodeling the building into apartments, however
backed out due to the high repair and remodel costs.
The building now sits empty, with heat and plumbing
turned off. It is important to note that the Parish has
received approval to demolish the convent building from
the Diocese of LaCrosse. Please see the attached letter
providing additional information regarding the request.
If demolished, the Parish would utilize the space for additional parking and greenspace where potential Parish functions
could take place. Details have been provided below discussing the property and proposed request, as well as the historic
preservation / design review guidelines for razing and demolition requests.

Vicinity Map
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Standards of Review
Chapter 22 of the Municipal Code outlines the regulation of demolition of buildings:
c) Regulation of Demolition. No permit to demolish all or part of an improvement in a historic district or a landmark,
shall be granted by the building inspector except as follows:
1. At such time as such person applies for a permit to demolish such property, the commission may refuse to grant
such written approval, or suspend action for a period of up to four (4) months from the time of such application.
During such period, the applicant and the city shall cooperate in attempting to avoid demolition of the property.
During this time, the owner shall take whatever steps are necessary to prevent further deterioration of the
building. At the end of this four (4) month period, the commission shall act on the application by either granting
or refusing to grant permission to demolish such property. The applicant may appeal any decision of the historic
preservation/design review commission made under this paragraph to the common council.
2. Standards. In determining whether to grant or deny the demolition request, the commission shall consider and
may give decisive weight to the following:
a. Whether the building or structure is of such architectural or historic significance that its demolition
would be detrimental to the public interest and contrary to the general welfare of the people of the
city or state.
Analysis: The structure lies within the Downtown Historic/Design Review District however, is not on the
National or State Historical Register, but it is considered a contributing structure within the district. The
building is 59 years old, and has been most recently used by Catholic organizations and the Parish for
church functions. Its original use was a convent for the Parish. Below is a description of the property
from the City's recent intensive survey created in 2011.
City of Stevens Point - Intensive Survey Report, prepared by: Timothy F. Heggland, December 2011 Page 31
RELIGION
Catholic
The earliest records of regular services being held in the Roman Catholic faith in the Stevens Point area
in the nineteenth century suggest that the first ones were held in Stevens Point in a schoolhouse on
Clark St. in 1853. The first Catholic Church in Stevens Point was the first church of the St. Stephens
congregation, this being a small, frame building that was built in 1856 on the corner of Clark and Cross
streets. This church continued in use until 1866, when a larger, Gothic Style, 39 by 78-foot clapboardclad church was completed. (3) This new church was located 1401 Clark St. and it served its
congregation until 1919, when it was destroyed in a fire. It was then replaced on the same site by an
outstanding new stone-clad Neo-Gothic Revival Style church building (1401 Clark St.) that was
completed in 1922 to a design supplied by Childs and Smith of Chicago. (4) This church is still in
excellent, highly original condition today, it is still used as a church by the St. Stephens congregation,
and it is believed to be potentially eligible for listing in the NRHP as part of the Church of the
Intercession-St. Stephens R. C. Church Historic District, which also includes the St. Stephen’s Church
rectory (1401 Clark St.), built in 1932, its school (1335 Clark St.), built in 1932, and its convent (1408 Ellis
St.), built in 1954.(5)
The convent building's exterior has been only slightly altered with the removal of stained glass windows
on the north side and installation of a handicap ramp on the east side of the building. The exterior brick
is in excellent condition, however many windows and doors are deteriorating.
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Findings: Very few alterations have been made to the exterior façade therefore, the building still
exhibits several design elements from its era of construction.
Although the building is the newest one on the property it still provides historic significance to the area.
Stevens Point's downtown has several historic churches, one of which is directly adjacent to the
property. The convent building is a part of downtown's history and contributes to the property greatly,
as it demonstrates the Parish's development and progress over the course of decades. From a small
wooden frame building located nearby, this Parish grew into what it is today. The demolition of the
convent building would destroy the historical integrity of the property and neighborhood.
b. Whether the building or structure, although not itself a landmark building, contributes to the
distinctive architectural or historic character of the historic district as a whole, and therefore, should
be preserved for the benefit of the people of the city or the state.
Analysis: The building is two stories tall with a full basement. Small rooms exist on the second floor,
which were used by the sisters. Additionally, communal bathrooms with individual showers exist on the
second floor as well. The first floor is made up of several larger gathering rooms, with a kitchen and
chapel room. The basement contains the mechanical room, as well as several large rooms. See photos
attached.
Structurally the building appears to be sound, however, plumbing and electrical are in need of upgrades.
Furthermore, the mechanical equipment is old and inefficient. Exterior windows and doors are
deteriorating as well. The condition of the roof and other building elements are unknown.
Findings: Although it displays less uniqueness and architectural style than buildings of the same era
found in other areas of downtown, it nonetheless contributes to the district. Renovations can be made
to upgrade electrical and plumbing as well as provide increased efficiency. It matches building materials
and style of the Church, rectory, and school, also found of the property. Removing any of those
structures would decrease the integrity of the property, especially if parking replaces the structure.
Directly across the street exists parking, as well as, on several other properties along Clark Street.
Furthermore, large parking lots exist to the east and west of the block. Additional parking on the
property will add to the monotonous parking along Clark Street and within the proper's vicinity,
decreasing the aesthetics.
c. Whether demolition of the subject property would be contrary to the purpose and intent of this
chapter and to the objectives of the historic preservation plan for the applicable district as duly
adopted.
Analysis: The intent of this chapter has been provided below.
1) Effect and accomplish the protection, enhancement, and perpetuation of such improvements and of
districts which represent or reflect elements of the city's cultural, social, economic, political, and
architectural history.
2) Safeguard the city's historic and cultural heritage, as embodied and reflected in such landmarks and
historic districts.
3) Enhance the quality of the city's visual environment.
4) Stabilize and improve property values.
5) Foster civic pride in the beauty and heritage of the past.
6) Protect and enhance the city's attractions to residents, tourists and visitors, and serve as a support
and stimulus to business and industry.
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7) Assure the highest quality of design for all public and private projects in the city.
8) Protect and to improve the general appearance of all buildings, structures, landscaping and open
areas in the city; to encourage the protection of economic values and proper use of properties.
9) Encourage and promote a high quality in the design of new buildings, developments, remodeling
and additions so as to maintain and improve the established standards of property values within the
city.
10) Foster civic pride in the beauty and nobler assets of the city and in all other ways possible assure a
functionally efficient and visually attractive city in the future.
Findings: Maintaining and preserving the convent building at 1401 Clark Street will enhance the City's
visual environment, especially as it is lacking in that area. When traveling east along Clark Street,
motorists are visually greeted with several parking lots, stretching from the Portage County Library to
nearly Division Street. When continuing past Church Street, the demolition of the convent building at
1401 Clark Street would provide more un-aesthetically appealing views of parking. The parking would be
somewhat hidden as it screened from the church, yet residential homes to the south would be subject
to the view of a parking lot.
d. Whether the building or structure is of such old, unusual or uncommon design, texture, and/or
material, that it could be reproduced only with great difficulty and/or expense.
Analysis: The building is made of very common building materials, such as brick, wood, stone, cement,
and glass. Structurally the building is very sound, displaying little deterioration. Building design is
simple, with building floors differing in layout and design. Small rooms, former living quarters, exist on
the second floor, along with communal bathrooms. A small chapel room exists on the first floor.

Basement

First Floor

Findings: The building could be reproduced or replicated fairly easily, however it would be at a
significant cost, as the entire exterior is brick.
e. Whether retention of the building or structure would promote the general welfare of the people of
the city or the state, by encouraging study of American history, architecture and design, or by
developing an understanding of American culture and heritage.
Analysis: The building holds little historical significance related to American history, architecture and
design, or American culture and heritage.

Page 5 of 10

Findings: Preserving the convent building at 1401 Clark Street would promote little to no study of
American history, architecture, and design, nor American culture and heritage. However, it does
contribute to the overall campus.
f.

Whether the building or structure is in such a deteriorated condition that it is not structurally or
economically feasible to preserve or restore it, provided that any hardship-or difficulty claimed by the
owner which is the result of any failure to maintain the property in good repair cannot qualify as a
basis for the issuance of an approval to demolish.
Analysis: Several components of the building are deteriorated, however, none related to the structural
integrity of the building. Windows throughout the entire building are deteriorated to the point where
they no longer are efficient in retaining heat and blocking out moisture. Stained Glass windows within
the Chapel have been removed and covered with wood. Some rooms exhibit a need for repairs or
renovation. Bathrooms have no toilets or sinks and plumbing is need of an upgrade. Exterior and interior
brick are in adequate shape with rarely any areas in need of major attention. Electrical, plumbing, and
heating are adequate and although are in need of an upgrade pose no danger. Carpet, tile, and ceilings
within certain rooms on the first and second floor are in poor order.
Findings: Most of the deterioration described above pertains to building's interior accents and not to
structural components. It is important to note the building was recently emptied of all belongings. As
the building hasn't been utilized fully in several years, many areas have been left unattended.
Furthermore, several rooms have been used as storage for the Parish and school.

Second Floor Bathrooms

First Floor Chapel Room

g. Whether any new structure proposed to be constructed or change in use proposed to be made is
compatible with the buildings and environment of the district in which the subject property is located.
Analysis: The future use proposed by the applicant for the property is a parking lot and greenspace area.
The expansion of an existing parking lot utilized primarily by the on-site school would occur upon the
demolition of the convent. As greenspace exists to the east the potential to expand this greenspace
would be possible. The applicant has stated that the Parish could utilize the space to construct a semisheltered pavilion with picnic tables, to be used for Parish events.
Findings: There are several parking lots within the vicinity of the property in question. Additionally, the
expansion and use of the property for parking would lead to the resurfacing of an existing parking lot
and assist in lessening the deficiency of parking within the downtown. Parking along side streets would
be reduced during church functions as well. Aesthetically however, additional parking along Clark Street
will not increase the aesthetics. Clark Street is the main thoroughfare from downtown and should
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promote an appealing and enticing view to those traveling along it. Instead, the thoroughfare has been
increasingly stricken with more parking and asphalt. The City of Stevens Point is working towards
following sustainability principals in development, regulation, and operation. Sustainability principals
include promoting adaptive reuse, as well as, increased density. The demolition of the convent building
at 1401 Clark Street does not match these principals.
h. Whether demolition of the building or structure would promote conformance with other criteria as
designated in the architectural design guidelines.
Analysis: Standards exist within the Historic Preservation and Design Review Guidelines that address
architectural designs, materials, entrances, windows, and signage. Those found below have not been
met and can be addressed through demolition:
Windows
 The original shape, proportion and scale of window openings shall be maintained.
Blocking up or otherwise closing off of an original window shall not be permitted unless
deemed necessary for energy efficiency.
First floor windows, facing north, are boarded up. Stained glass previously occupied the
window openings.
Findings: The demolition of the building would meet the window standard that fails to be met, however
the loss of the building entirely would result. The HP/DRC has the power to designate types and style of
materials, and design. Replacement of windows can be performed without major renovation to the
building.
When reviewing the standards of review for demolition, many are not met, reinforcing the importance to retain the
building. The biggest factor in reviewing this request may be the proposed future use, slated as parking. Parking
surrounding the building is adequate with several public and private lots available to accommodate members of the
congregation, employees, and students. Although there may be an identified deficiency of parking within the downtown,
it is not a viable reason to demolish a vacant contributing historic building. Parking is available along the street for parish
members and patrons. Much of the deterioration is on accent features such as carpet, tile, drywall, trim, etc. Major
upgrades are needed to the plumbing, which include the installation of toilets and sinks, however the cost of those
upgrades may be offset if another use is established within the building, generating revenue. As the Parish has already
shown interest in leasing space within the building, allowing for additional uses may be worth exploring.
When taking into consideration all of the above, staff recommends denying the request to raze/demolish the convent
building at 1401 Clark Street.
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Exterior Building Images

West Façade

East Facade

East Façade - Facing Pine & Ellis Streets

North Façade - Boarded up Windows

South Façade - Basement Windows
West Façade - Entrance Door
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Interior Building Images

Basement

Basement - Mechanical Room

First Floor - Kitchen Area

First Floor

First Floor - Hallway

First Floor
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Basement Stairwell

Second Floor Stairwell

Second Floor - Hallway

Second Floor

Second Floor - Living Quarters

Bathroom – Shower
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1/30/2013 2:15:55 PM
Name and Address

GVS Property Data Card
Parcel #

St Stephen Parish
1401 Clark St
Stevens Point, WI 54481

Stevens Point
Alt Parcel #

240832100709

240832100709

Property Address
1401 Clark St

Display Note
OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Owner

Sale Date Amount

St Stephen Parish

10/25/2007

Conveyance

$25,000 Quit Claim Deed

Volume

Page

710277

Sale Type
Land & Build.

PERMITS

Date

Number

10/8/2010 37395
3/25/2008 35348
1/15/2003 31328

Amount

Purpose

Note

$1,500 066 Plumbing
$13,000 016 Deck/Patio/Porch
$1,500 099 Sign

parking lot storm sewer
Ramp for accessibility for old
Schools

2012 ASSESSED VALUE

Class

Land

Improvements

Total

X5-Other Exempt

$0

$0

$0

Total

$0

$0

$0

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
LOTS 1 - 8 & LOTS 37 - 42 A G & ELLIS ADD 37/49 123/542 152/303

168/265-6 202/604 710277

PROPERTY IMAGE

PROPERTY SKETCH

Information considered accurate but not guaranteed.

January 14, 2013

Kyle Kearns, Economic Development Specialist
Dept. of Community Development
City of Stevens Point
Re: St. Stephen Convent building demolition
Mr. Kearns,
Over the past several years, St. Stephen Parish has struggled to maintain its existing convent
building, located immediately to the south of the Church. Within that time, in an attempt to
offset costs, we have leased spaces within the building to various organizations, including
Stevens Point Area Catholic Schools, Catholic Charities, and other private and charitable
entities. However, the costs of providing heat, utilities and other maintenance for these
tenants has continued to be a financial strain on our Parish operating budget.
Time and the elements have taken their toll on the building, and the Parish has come to the
determination that any amount of revenues from tenant leases will not come close to covering
the cost of physical repairs and maintenance that the building requires. Additionally, this does
not take into account the costs of bringing the building into compliance with current
handicapped accessibility codes, should any tenant require it.
Within the last few months, interest has been shown in the building from an outside business
entity, which would create apartment units within the building. However, when they learned of
the amount of repair the building would need, their interest quickly faded.
Therefore, it was the decision of the Parish Finance Council to empty the building, turn off the
heat and plumbing, and prepare the building for demolition, with the sole purpose of
eliminating ongoing costs of utilities, maintenance and insurance. The Parish has been granted
permission to do so from the Diocese of LaCrosse, and now wishes to seek permission for
demolition from the City of Stevens Point, as the building falls within the downtown historical
district. We as a Parish intend to cooperate fully in any process necessary to this end.
As a further note, since the convent building was constructed in or around 1958, and the
existing Church, School and Rectory were constructed in the early 1920’s, we believe that the
convent building has very little, if any, historical significance. We feel that after the building is
gone, the area could be better utilized for additional parking, green space, or a semi-sheltered
outdoor space for Parish functions, picnics, and the like.
Our Parish would appreciate any consideration by the Historic Preservation/Design Review
Commission toward this information regarding the convent building demolition.
Sincerely,
Phil DiSalvo
Member, St. Stephen Parish Finance Council

Community Development
City of Stevens Point
1515 Strongs Avenue
Stevens Point, WI 54481
Ph: (715) 346-1567 • Fax: (715) 346-1498

Memo

City of Stevens Point – Department of Community Development
To:

Historic Preservation / Design Review Commission

From:

Michael Ostrowski and Kyle Kearns

CC:
Date:

2/6/2013

Re:

Downtown Façade Improvement Grant Amendment - The Wooden Chair

Jerome Kawski, owner of the Wooden Chair, was approved for $11,856.11 in June of 2012
to perform the below activities to his building at 1059 Main Street.
Improvements

Masonry

Details
Tuckpointing

$3,740

Granite Cost

$4,926.50

Granite Installation
st

Windows
Awning
TOTAL

Cost

Commercial (1 Floor)
nd

Residential (2 Floor)
Front Awning (Traditional
Triangle)

Proposed Matching Grant
Assistance
$1,870.00
$2,465.25

$1,900

$950.00

$4,482

$2,241

$4,800.00

$2,400

$3,859.73

$1,929.86

$23,712.22

$11,856.11

Costs associated with masonry for the purchase and
installation of granite were not performed. The
applicant, staff and Chair of the HP/DRC agreed that
another method of construction could be performed,
the installation of brick. Therefore, the applicant
received $8,440.86 for the windows, awning, and
tuckpointing work. See the finished building photo.
Upon reimbursement two discrepancies were found
within the approved work and funding. Those
discrepancies total $680.00 and are described below.
The applicant is requesting an amendment to his
awarded façade improvement program funds in the
amount of $340.00, 50% of the total.
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1. The bid from Precision for first floor windows did not include the replacement of
vinyl to match the existing. Instead this line item was placed on a Precision bid for
the installation of a rear door, not covered by the façade improvement grant.
Please see the two attached bids where the item has been highlighted. A required
condition for the project was that first floor and second floor window trim shall
match. Therefore, staff is recommending approving the amendment of grant funds
in the amount of $150.00.
2. The second discrepancy is found within the second floor window bid. The Precision
bid outlines two options for the second floor windows. The cost for option 1 was
approved as it was the lower of the two. However, option 2 was chosen as it
incorporated anodized aluminum windows. Anodized finish is preferred over vinyl,
and once again the condition for the approval of funds states that first floor
window and second floor window trim shall match. Therefore staff recommends
approving the amendment of grant funds in the amount $190.00, which is half of
the difference of the two options.
Staff recommends approving the request for an amendment to the façade improvement
grant award in the amount of $340.00 to Jerome Kawski, representing The Wooden Chair,
LLC, at 1059 Main Street for the purposes mentioned above.
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Attachment A: First Floor Commercial Window Bid

2326 POST ROAD
STEVENS POINT, WI 54481
CL: 715.347.8040
FX: 888.700.0516
brandt @precisionglasswi .com

Date: 4/13/12

Project: Storefront

To: The Wooden Chair

Location: Stevens Point WI

Att: Jerry/Carrie

Proposal #: 12-{){)43 REV I

WE PROPOSE TO FURNISH materials and/or labor as follows:
GLASS: I" OA CLEAR LOW-E INSULATED (TEMPERED AS REQUIRED BY CODE) WITH ARGON GAS
FRAMING: KAWNEER 451 T 2" x 4 Yz'' THERMALLY IMPROVED STOREFRONT
FINlSH: #40 CLASS I DARK BRONZE ANODZIZED
(I)- (3) UTES WIDE x (2) LITE lllGH, APX FRAME SIZE 166" x 108"
( I) - (I) UTE WIDE x (2) LITES HIGH, APX FRAME SIZE 60" x I 08"
.040 BREAK METAL FINISHED TO MATCH FRAMES USED AS CORNER CLOSURES
TOTAL AS DESCRffiED ABOVE, FABBED, FURNISHED, AND INSTALLED, TAX INCLUDED, IS:

$4,482.00

**PRICE ABOVE INCLUDES REMOVAL AND DISPOSAL OF THE EXISTING MATERIAL

ABOVE PRICING IS FOR THE STOREFRONT FRAMING ONLY - SEE ADDITIONAL ATTACHMENT FOR
REAR ALUMINUM DOOR AS WELL AS VINYL LETTERING

_

This proposal offer is valid for 30 DAYS from the above date. If the proposal offer is not accepted within the specified period this offer becomes invalid unless
exlended in writing by panies. This proposal offer is subjecl lo lhe following terms and conditions which are an integral pan of Ihis offer.

.............

QIZifti:,,. .~WIIIIIIOCl.IJIA:'ALPA(IU.JOO'f._-mtn'A..~~...a:::l:li"t.DinaiD:IIC*I$.,<Nl~ lwn'A><:ILIIAftft 'hU.Je fO&K.A'OALU'Ji'T.uc:I!OII'T*t't0f0141.~IIID"CJJ,..fn,~SlXM.toa'IPtAJ<I:MATI& ',..,.,..,.WXFOJr.u.cnctcUMDS'niU

.."'UWU-~AS.....,._TAJI'OSSI:IIUAI'fta~~w:JIAWU.T I~NIW.UlUADTfiOII<IlADiCJlD~~·~~wn:HOl"fiN'<IIII('t\OQOo/QJ~l· liU'I'tOA"'~T)CQ~QlUI'IlftMIIuotD.CiaT

... ~~c::w.IGIS....a.•~

'1o'QU WU,. . .DX\.'IID.U,.,...,._T .UKIUIMA, Mn:n...:T110DIU.n~aTSn:siiZS..I..OOUMJIS.ftiU:l.c.MilJDa.NIDO'nO CAt3IS ....ucii>CIUi nwDCL .....~JID'I'aD\.Aa: ~mt-...a;DJIUIJU1,t,U I.H..I.:D CAUall*tC'1l.TIT0Ur;~
,.._~.a.uaJCI!OiAU.....:.S.UC~DU.DIO~WOIOIO . . . . ~CM.MI)faWIU..._MO.Dt.l'llii...,.,""'D'fNI.wau:

1WII ............. .11C.'af101..~1D1lC-~M.f»OI.aCII:IDfllll'~
-~IDfjiQj'fOIIIOoiO'\'Ol.aO'I')IDQUIA.<rCDwaLIOGTAIIUo&....
UNW.M. aT01MilU

-CMUCZ"*"

SC~D"ta •t:l'ltCJVIXD.TTMt.GeUAI-~,.,._,"JCM.UIOI10UI.tMJ::acrn.:JrWUitMliU!lD

tMI~~~U~~TI!~ ...AoC'It'fO&MA1't11AU.L'SIDI!MI'al."UXX''Q,~OWr.OI.

a.::a~OOOJ.:tJTNU.DI!»l'rVICW.~JO~•-oul'IIAD\'DSii•umu.

11nJ~WU. 1 1~11.C't.u.:QW..~t'AIITOIII)tf~'nC"'\Da:A.'Cti~OIOCAI"''II''iALSKAU. It.aDAIIIA.Y'f~r..o\"Dia'Gt'llunmi("'N'TT.,t,CT~
''''1U.»>TAC'C'D'1a.A."'afScaCX'ILiroST01MIC'CWT'UoC'TwmcuJrtJO&'Io'IJT"rrl'f.wnwJ~o2o\~~..t.OIIOU4'1't.AD.I!SNL<n"TOnii.C'Omi.AC'J
... AU110-~IroDO;IIUo\WUIIOin.I«XnOI.U'IO ..........."(IU;tiiOHCIUI:lW."ft.A.~ATKICC.ot,aiUftlllA.U.IC»c:x.o.acal5tO•MADifiDIIClUI~YRSU.G'-...&TUJn'A1UGITBL"CIQSI'OCIDmllf..-.: .....'IOM,.,_,'aJ:II'DISUftAa&II'AC'tCiol11111
...:.KTWftiOI!nDIU.CIIO#'MAlUilAUwrnon'~

AU.WIIftlitW.SW!U.-~. . ~'C'twnMMA.."U'.w:n.u:rs1CU:U.!C'BioC-.CUD~;Y...... t'U«.'bCI::JCoED,.. . . ~~.uiO~'IQ:~
qtJOICI'fn.t.AlfA..."TM.t.l'UIIAL.OL..LSLN!n'AL.tllleCniU.~ClalrA."CDDII!L.1WS~DCID,;cn"rc:'\tdA.VfCUA~OI'DtnAU!D M.t.'ID:IAU

nJUGIO.PAeEACII_,.UUCru:::AJtn.TOloiL''1)11.,.a.-u.."<ltllfi'U.l ...tncllflO~TIAI'J'O~-~·t:ac

ACCEPTED: ____________________________
DATE: __________________

PROPOSALBY: ___________________________
Brandt Laughnan

Attachment B: Rear Door Bid (Not Covered by Facade Grant)

2326 POST ROAD
STEVENS POINT, WI 54481
CL: 7 15.347.8040
FX: 888.700.0516
brandt@precision gla~swi.com

Date: 4/13/12

Project: Back Door

To: The Wooden Chair

Location: Stevens Point WI

Att: Jerry/Carrie

Proposal #: 12-0093

WE PROPOSE TO FURNISH materials and/or labor as follows:
GLASS: 1" OA CLEAR LOW-E INSULATED TEMPERED WITH ARGON GAS
FRAMING: TUBELITE
DOOR: TUBELITE NARROW STILE W/10" BOTTOM RAIL
FINISH: CLASS I DARK BRONZE ANODIZED
( I) - 42" x 84" SINGLE DOOR, NO TRANSOM, NO SIDELITE(S). DOOR HARDWARE TO CONSIST OF ( 1) EA
TOP AND BOTTOM OFFSET PNOTS, (I) EA ARMS I 850 DEADBOLT LOCK WI CYLINDER AND
THUMBTURN, (l) SET C0-9/CP-II PUSH/PULL, (1) HOLD OPEN CLOSER. (I) SWEEP, AND (I) 4" x '12'' ADA
THRESHOLD
TOTAL AS DESCRIBED ABOVE, FABBED, FURNISHED, AND INSTALLED, INCLUDING TAX AND
REMOVALIDISPOSAL OF THE EXISTING DOORIFRAMEIHARDWARE, IS:
$1 ,690.00
TO REPLACE THE VINYL ON 1HE FRONT WINDOW, ro MATCH EXISTING, INSTALLED, INCLUDING
TAX, IS:
$300.00
TO REPLACE THE VINYL ON THE BACK DOOR, TO MATCH EXISTING, INSTALLED, INCLUDING TAX,
IS:
$150.00

BELOW IS CONTACT INFORMATION FOR A COMPANY THAT CAN ASSIST YOU WITH THE DOOR
ALERT

http://www.dakotaalert.com/
Phone 605.356.2772
Fx 605.356.3662
This proposal offer is valid for 30 DAYS from the above date. If the proposal offer is not accepted wilhin !he specified period this offer becomes invalid unless
exte nded in writing by parties. This proposal offer is s ubject to the following terms and conditions which are an integral part of tbis offer.
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ACCEnED: __________________________
DATE: __________________

PROPOSALBY: ___________________________
Brandt Laughnan

Attachment C: Second Floor Window Bid

2326 POST ROAD
STEVENS POINT, WI 5448 I
CL: 715.347.8040
FX: 888.700.0516
brandt @precisionglasswi .com

Date: 4/27/12

Project: Upstairs windows/doors

To: The Wooden Chair

Location: Stevens Point WI

Att: Jerry/Carrie

Proposal#: The Wooden Chair - apartment windows

WE PROPOSE TO FURNISH materials and/or labor as follows:
Replace (3) windows in upstairs apartment (Main Street side) as per request.
Option #I -Vinyl double hung window with stationary picture window mulled on top of it thus making it a (3) tall x
(I) lite wide window. Glass to be low-e with argon gas. Cost includes grids (between the glass) as per request. Exterior
perimeter of window to be wrapped with aluminum. ("Brick-mold" only)
Beige vinyl interior/exterior $4,520.00 tax included
Add for painted exterior ( 1) of (7) colors with white interior $280.00
Option #2 - Bronze anodized aluminum window split in Y2 -- lower 1h to be a project in hopper window - upper 1h to be
stationary - Glass to be low-e with argon gas. Cost includes grids (between the glass) as per request. . Exterior
perimeter of window to be wrapped with aluminum. ("Brick-mold" only)
.

/'

\

For the sum of $5,180.00 tax included

\l

) .\

Replace exterior entrance door to the apartment as requested. (Picture of new door is attached) Door the be custom size
to fit opening. Cost includes: Low-e/argon gas glass- pre-finished interior/exterior - mail slot - 430 door style - full
wood frame - Heritage Fiberglass door slab - Embossed 2-panel (lower)- Trilennium multi-point lock with Pinnacle
lever handle- Reuse interior casing- Includes exterior aluminum wrapping.

For the sum of $3,090.00

Thank you for the opportunity to bid on this project. If you have any questions or would like to place an order please
call Don Turzinsk.i at 715-344-8525.

This proposal offe r is valid for 30 DAYS from the above date. If the proposal offer is not accepted within the specified period this offer becomes invalid unless
exte nded in writing by panies. This proposal offer is subjec t to the following terms and conditions which are an integral pan of this offer.
'II<'\:IU:SDIYf:'JJtt . IClHT to a:M:UCTnDliC"JU.111.0U. ,<CT""""-1TA~ru:l• .o\CCVTA..
'CIQi nQ. t:UDiltll.'l OI"'E Of-S ifUTAI'n JV.'JtlD flt,t,N ~'IO.A.'CDAC'O!Jl"'A.'IICI:CJI.lHEH.~ot·c\;UaUOIU!m COUiit"nCN.SUOI .oC'CU1'AfOCI!joO,Y iot"'molloU..... .. l>lll~kD!Ciainll$

MO"QML ~('QI'f.\.-.£
'WOIIIJ:"'"LL.- ~I:D.U"¢1o0'1\.T..U I'O!OliiL( U'l:l:'a~~I.&JMAT !A'1CDrtoi.AMS.U.l J.£1.D'f POfi~'I'O NIIRI~ ..OiiiU)'II(; CVoit'lmft't$ WfTMOl)f 0..'W)It('1S00 ~ VS \.'Ic.'!l:'t.\$A.'I 'TiuPST0 !oXQI't(lNM~~Un.Jt.n i"! A ilra~~ Ul lT
TJn(U'.~. ADC:JmOSAI.('HA.I:G0"'1..1.. M ioCAJ:II!
WOU'IO"U,.)It:E'(I..('\."f?;DAS,..~T...SI'('IS.S'*'U..tt." .$~ ft) l;l'U,...I'S0CCAJJO!'(I:D t T STII.li:D.l..OCL~l'1$,.1"CU$..t:"AA.o(IQ:1 . A~O"QilJII C.O.UU:S D't"O";DCUJIC'nm!IOl.. •"I.UO :OO ' II.U"'AC1"UUUGl: OI. JM,K<,odl)M.\1UIAULf'IU:SiCM4tl> lJIKS.."T\.'f i TOUtl!t.O'U)11'U
lM IS NOI'O$All$ a.uel)~ ~ 1l'C)Q;M:NC tttFOIII40tli!Al'«l .~Wot:U'IGHOt.'IU llitn,.\ (~OIU WIU. kMI.DE"<*A.-t >t<nn~ t •·oa._
"ni iS ,_OiO$.U./E ~ IS lt"KT10n.AI'ft.O'IIAl.Of'OUIIC"UtWTOUUn.(ENT

• "l" M"AD.l'Oaf)I()W Ot&O~ ~ll6A'Q WU..N'"!'f A,i.S\....: Al'fl)C"M.UGI! Fell. UloiCWAL IYontO.J
IC~lSm ll: t'llO'o1DI!D IY ntlC.ES0Uot..cum.Ac-n:-•TntOUT C"KA.1Ult "JO US l.l<l.EU O'n'IUIW'UAU.J.W
nll'(".t."'tUAlCQ'('I!U,CTI:M "''IU."'-OYI'Df! ~>DE("IATt S"ft)IU(;£ S~.o.ct fa. MATit tu..S..01$1Dt TN: .va...no;o.., 'llt7n«NT C'IUlOE'
OU. "(lf'()fAI.OOU Haf iSC\.t.CI' ~t' Srte;IAL ~LII tTD~"llo~nu: ~ J..O'o'liUo!~11fO
m~ l'lt01'05.41.•"U. If: l'oCOR1'011,A~A."\"l')III .Ult:.,...UTOI'NIY~ "nft! Tf"ll)o(SAJ>'D ~ Of' (•.Jt l'ltOI'Oll. • ~ ll'!A.U.U.D1EDf:A.'<f~rTNOP!IO"' ISID'I.li N Dnfti: C""O.''ftACTDOniWL""
'111!•"U.MJT AC"C:Uf OIA..:VC ORU""I'AAJ l'Ol)(f et7.<mi;AC1"WrnfOti"t fJIICIII.,_~,AlmtOtu.A~1'f~ADIQ,.. ""71:ADilSl'J.a:X1"1UTHl~"T

WtM! mlt:loi'HMOU)ADD;IL:.O.TI: \:SI!OI'Tlte HOr)TIX1U"(;Q) J..iJA """t'IIUI: t>!UIOOlaiiOl n.t>.~"tATKJ!I"OI'~ JtoUlVIV.U !"t'L"MAil OlfSlUI!~JIOiltX.. ucrut.Y"Ulti'lt. t)#!n.\O'OitAn tUri'IATOU rriSII'nloUJ"lt.U) lJV. T .."l: A U. ID I~rii.O\l;)Ci fbi SI.o'l" fiU. SI"A('t(I)(TJon:
P!I.OJlCTstnJIOII.n'QL\ClOfo !U>f1ino.U "'Tnt0t."TC'IV<AGI!
AU..W:..~IAUWU.*Et\.'lt.loi!SIU';D . . ACC"OIWA.~~ W.O..'(\.J'AC!\!ilD."S 1"'01.DA)«"fS~('Q.t)ltV,o..tlA"tiO.'I.li. tMJC"~ ''lli:.tt'otWI.~"Nb..AN.:)PU.I()It."I&A."'(l;SfAS..-.os
VI'!DO N:;J"T CUA"'t A.'fYWAttltu.t..,t:il...Uo1J«TA&..~"\""JT'k t iCTIOS.DI P".'--U.. ntl'l rlot'OSAL. tiOOMar r<O.UDIAl'o i"~OfPI'STAu.QlMAttA.IAl!

T'OJ(j l'O ft rAlD IACM!o'IO.v nt\'f'Oto' Pllut:."TAl"'II:X-'(Zo r<"\"t*%.

ncta."-"-"'("t f'ln ;.L ""1"nm!JO O...Y.S M"In.~OfotWWOIUI

ACCEPTED: ____________________________
DATE: ___________________

PROPOSALBY: ___________________________
Brandt Laughnan

