AGENDA
HISTORIC PRESERVATION / DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION
Wednesday, August 14, 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 June 5, 2013 and July 16, 2013 HPDRC meetings.
2. Request from Marty and Kelly Kizewski for design review of exterior façade improvements and
signage at 1008 Main Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2029-20).
3. Request from Jeff Brown for façade improvement grant funds in the amount of $10,389.60 and
design review for exterior building work at 1140 Clark Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2026-32).
4. Request from Mark Grubba, representing M&C of Stevens Point LLC, for façade improvement grant
funds in the amount of $25,333.00 and design review for exterior building work at 949 Main Street
(Parcel ID 2408-32-2018-01) and 937 Main Street (2408-32-2018-02).
5. Determination of Eligibility (DOE) submission of potential historic districts or sites to the Wisconsin
Historical Society regarding the Business 51 road reconstruction project.
6. 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 June 5, 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, Kathy Kruthoff (George Hanson
excused).
ALSO PRESENT: Director Michael Ostrowski, Economic Development Specialist Kyle Kearns, City
Attorney Logan Beveridge, Alderperson Tony Patton, Cathy Dugan, Bill Schierl, Carrie Butt, and Elizabeth
Aquillera.
INDEX:
Discussion and possible action on the following:
1. Approval of the reports from the April 3, 2013 and April 10, 2013 HPDRC meetings.
2. Request from Bill Schierl, representing the Arts Alliance of Portage County, Inc, for a
contemporary street art mural on the west facing wall of Dive Point Scuba, 944 Main Street
(Parcel ID 2408-32-2015-15).
3. Façade Improvement Grant Program Update.
4. Adjourn.

1. Approval of the reports from the April 3, 2013 and April 10, 2013 HPDRC meetings.
Motion by Commissioner Siebert to approve the reports of the April 3, 2013 and April 10, 2013
meetings; seconded by Commissioner Kruthoff. Motion carried 4-0.
2. Request from Bill Schierl, representing the Arts Alliance of Portage County, Inc, for a
contemporary street art mural on the west facing wall of Dive Point Scuba, 944 Main Street
(Parcel ID 2408-32-2015-15).
Commissioner Beveridge stated that we have all read the proposal, and understand the thinking,
but the request does violate the guidelines, however several things have been presented in the
past that don't meet guidelines.
Bill Schierl asked if the guidelines referred to were the 2008 centennial and the purpose of the
murals, to which Commissioner Beveridge stated yes, those are our guidelines and we had
created them at the time when the murals seemed like a good project. Commissioner Beveridge
pointed out this is very different and evokes lots of different opinions and attitudes.
Commissioner Siebert stated he opposes this even though he understands were the idea is
coming from, but he feels it looks like graffiti, and pointed out the examples in the packet which
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appear scary to him. When asked by Elizabeth Aquillera if it was the style or the content that he
opposed, Commissioner Siebert answered both.
Bill Schierl explained it started when he went to an exhibit at the Center for the Visual Arts in
Wausau where they had done graffiti art in a skateboard proof which was extremely popular.
He continued in conversations with Carrie and Bob Butt regarding the wall of the building as a
place for a mural. This would allow the creation of a space for contemporary younger artists to
show their work and to create interest. His hope is that the wall is continually changing and that
it isn’t about graffiti, but hopefully the goal of having real artists who do real work rather than
graffiti. Furthermore, he pointed out the wall is currently in poor shape. Mr. Schierl continued
stating that he and Elizabeth went to downtown property owners to obtain feedback regarding
this project. Business and property owners that would typically look at the wall are in favor of it
and many have a positive impression of the art, especially rather than the current wall.
Elizabeth Aquillera stated she poled the other end of the street and the majority said yes to the
graffiti mural, showing much excitement and interest.
Commissioner Beveridge asked if this could be broken down into different things rather than
just street art, such as different divisions, to which Mr. Schierl answered possibly. Commissioner
Beveridge added, he loved the colors and thinks the images are intriguing, but there are people
who will not understand it at all. Mr. Schierl pointed out that some people don’t understand the
Sculpture Park or traditional photos. The concept of not knowing the history of the sculpture or
mural and the requirements is simply a misconception for this wall not necessarily fitting into
the existing mural context, but rather just a place to beautify the building and expand the art
scene.
Elizabeth Aquillera explained you are speaking to people that you are not going to reach with
the historic murals, however a lot of "smaller town" downtowns in Wisconsin are starting to
pursue the same thing. The other end of Main Street has a skate shop, Energy Café and a
clothing store called "Identity" which are all of a different generation and style, whose
customers may enjoy this type of art.
Carrie Butts added if you go to Google images and type in the word graffiti you will see a lot of
pictures of amazing art. Often times the words graffiti is often times associated with bad art.
Commission Beveridge added he does not think it applies to this.
Commissioner Siebert asked how frequently the wall would change, to which Mr. Schierl
answered that in the staff report the recommendation is for an approval process. Initially
however, the concept was to be as free as possible, allowing changes to the wall to occur at
artist's choosing. Profanity, inappropriate imagery, sexual content, violence, racial slurs, and
political gang messaging would be blacked out. He continued that this art is not something that
someone is going to complete in an hour; the proprietors of the building will have some control
and connection with the artists. Commissioner Beveridge did point out there will be taggers out
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there and pieces of art will be painted over, as well as potentially nearby buildings. Mr. Schierl
asked if there has been graffiti damage to the existing murals, to which Commissioner Beveridge
answered he thinks they are boring enough that kids are not interested. He then added this will
draw the right people to come and appreciated it, but at 3am someone with a spray can may be
tempted to use it. Mrs. Butt stated they are willing to put a video camera on this side of the
building and more lighting if allowed. One currently exists on the front of her building.
Commissioner Kruthoff feels the art is refreshing; the murals in the past are historic, and they
have met a certain need. Furthermore, this proposal meets another kind of need for the arts
which should be approved by the committee, as changes to paint can be reversed.
Commissioner Siebert asked who is to determine that renderings are disturbing, to which Mr.
Schierl answered art would be based on the criteria of profanity, inappropriate imaging, sexual
content, violence. Mrs. Butt interjected that if there was something vulgar she would be out
there right away covering it up. Commissioner Beveridge also pointed out that the staff report
included bringing a rendering through the committee for review, to which Mr. Kearns clarified it
was a staff recommendation. Mr. Schierl asked if approval of contemporary images changing
was really needed, as a code exists among artist to respect each other's work and create
appropriate images. He continued stating he is on the Sculpture Park committee and there has
only been one vandalism issue.
Kyle Kearns Economic Development Specialist asked Mr. Schierl to provide more detail as to
how going about enforcing the time in which artists art are allowed to be displayed, before
being painted over. Mr. Schierl answered that his understanding is in major metro areas unless
artists bought the wall there is no control of time frame. Mrs. Butt added they will play that by
ear, and see if they get a waiting list of people to paint the wall which may encourage the
creation of a schedule. Adperson Patton stated that initially several artists will be interested
and if space is given to artists they will respect it.
Commissioner Siebert stated there has been graffiti on some of the murals.
Cathy Dugan, 615 Sommers Street, agreed there is no historical significance at this site and that
is what this area is about. She continued stating the proposed area is not the appropriate place
for contemporary graffiti art, but another place in town might be. Lastly, Ms. Dugan stated she
is skeptical as to what type of artwork will be displayed, but would be more inclined to listen if
the University Art professors were involved.
Commissioner Beveridge explained there is a trend of to ensure responsibility, enforcement,
and approval, however, there is none of that involved in this project. He continued stating that
he liked the idea, and agreed may be shocking to people, but the downtown is shaping up to be
the Mecca of the young; there is no other place.
Alderperson Patton asked if there is anything in our ordinance that regulates façade painting, to
which Commissioner Beveridge stated yes, they have to have prior approval from the Historic
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Preservation/Design Review Commission and they can paint the wall a solid color if it is
approved by the commission from a historic palette.
Commissioner Kruthoff stated the way the downtown is shaping up, with the arts walk and
studio adjacent to the river, the mural is a unifying factor that brings in another view point.
Alderperson Patton added, like the skateboarders needed their place, maybe the graffiti artists
need one as well, and if someone is willing to give up a wall of their building, it might be worth
it. Furthermore, a temporary approval can be given, allowing for a trial period where the
committee has the chance to end the project.
Commissioner Kruthoff asked if there was anything that prevents us from requiring a review
before something is put up. Mrs. Butt commented that she purchased the building in 1999,
during which discussion occurred with city planners that a mural portraying a scuba diver,
kayaker, and a rock climber was a concern because it may be advertising, even though she
explained it portrays residents of Central Wisconsin. It was never pursued due to financing.
Commissioner Beveridge asked if this was going to be shepparded by the Arts Alliance, to which
Mr. Schierl explained they would put out a call to artists, and because it is new to the Alliance,
they do not want to have restrictive barriers. Elizabeth Aquillera added this also is the only
place where you can just walk down the street and see art being made. Commissioner
Beveridge stated the commission does understand what is being proposed, but unfortunately,
the Commission is not part of the art community, and some of these things can be interpreted in
many different ways. The commission is looking for some way to approve this but have some
idea of what is going to happen.
Commissioner Kruthoff asked if they had reviewed the staff recommendations, to which Mr.
Schierl stated yes and he does not have a real problem with them. Mr. Kearns added the reason
those staff conditions were placed on the approval is because the historic guidelines do not
typically allow the painting of brick and it is frowned upon by the state's Historical Society. Mr.
Schierl explained with the control question, the worst case scenario is that the wall just gets
painted grey if the project is rejected in the future. Alderperson Patton added most of the
designs would occur during the summer and whatever is put up in November would probably be
there all winter. Mr. Schierl added that a timeline for this really has not been discussed with the
owners or anyone else. Commissioner Beveridge asked what the time line would potentially
look like, to which Mr. Schierl answered we would have to work through the process of prepping
the surface, posting signage and rules, as well as, getting in contact with street artists to get
involved; a couple of months or even by fall.
Alderperson Patton stated as an Alderperson he supports it and believer in its success with
MSTC coming downtown and bringing younger people to the area.
Carrie Butt asked if the staff recommended conditions would that take care of the concern
about control, to which Commissioner Beveridge answered we were told there would be no
Page 4 of 7

renderings beforehand. Commissioner Beveridge then asked if prepping the wall would include
painting it a solid color prior to the art, to which Mr. Schierl answered he doesn't know.
Alderson M. Stroik asked if renderings will be done because it may hinder the creativity of the
process, to which Mr. Schierl stated the Art Alliance does not want to put itself in the position of
judging art.
Commissioner Beveridge asked Director Ostrowski if there was any graffiti problems downtown,
to which he answered yes. Graffiti through was found by the library on the murals, on the
former Player’s Lounge, as well as the Cooper Motors and Shopko last year. However, there was
not a specific focus to the downtown area.
Cathy Dugan added that regarding oversight, all art should come before the commission, as
described in the staff report. Commissioner Beveridge stated it has been explained during this
meeting that art is not going to be controlled and will happen over a period of time.
Commissioner Beveridge asked the representatives to get back to the commission regarding
answers to some of the concerns and see if there is anyone in the arts league who would have
any additional comments or recommendations about control or safety to surrounding buildings.
Mr. Schierl stated that if the expectation is for the Arts Alliance is to control those issues, then
they will withdraw the proposal as they do not want to be a part of judging art.
Commissioner Siebert pointed out one of the issues is the inappropriate stuff; who will then
paint over it, to which Carrie Butt stated she can keep paint to cover it up. Director Ostrowski
added if there is any inappropriate language, gang signs, or imagines there is a graffiti ordinance
that would require it to be repainted within 10 days by the property owner.
Alderperson Patton stated he feels the commission should let it happen with a review process in
place, similar to a trial period. Commissioner Beveridge added we are here to protect the image
of downtown, and this request is just different.
Motion by Commissioner Kruthoff to approve a contemporary street art mural, on the west
facing wall of Dive Point Scuba, 944 Main Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2015-15) with the
following conditions:
 Proposed artwork shall not display inappropriate language, phrases, pictures, or gang
signs.
 Artwork shall be limited to the southern half of the western building façade. The
northern half shall remain unpainted brick.
 Renderings of proposed artwork shall be submitted for review by the Commission
Chairperson and designated agent prior to painting to ensure conditions are met.
 If the Contemporary Street Mural Program shall ever cease, the applicant and/or
owner shall be responsible for restoring the wall with a neutral paint color at any time
in the future if decided by the Historic Preservation/Design Review Commission.
Seconded by Alderperson M. Stroik.
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Commissioner Kruthoff continued stating she understands both side of the review argument,
but feels the comfort level of the community, area, and the commission is a responsibility that
we have to have. Furthermore, it doesn’t mean the Commission has to have a full meeting for
approving art, but our commission has to have part of that review to ensure that conditions are
met. She continued stating that she trusts Mrs. Butt wouldn't approve something that was
inappropriate in nature. Commissioner Beveridge added that he is still concerned an attractive
nuisance will be created with this approval. Mrs. Butt added that traffic flow is in the opposite
direction of this wall and in order to see it you will have to be walking. Additionally, the city
Police Department has called her a few times in the past when kids have gotten on the roof, and
to review her camera footage which point towards Main Street.
Amended Motion by Commissioner Kruthoff to approve a contemporary street art mural, on
the west facing wall of Dive Point Scuba, 944 Main Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2015-15) with the
following conditions:
 Proposed artwork shall not display inappropriate language, phrases, pictures, or gang
signs.
 Artwork shall be limited to the southern half of the western building façade. The
northern half shall remain unpainted brick.
 Renderings of proposed artwork shall be submitted for review by the Commission
Chairperson and designated agent prior to painting to ensure conditions are met.
 If the Contemporary Street Mural Program shall ever cease, the applicant and/or
owner shall be responsible for restoring the wall with a neutral paint color at any time
in the future if decided by the Historic Preservation/Design Review Commission.
 In one year from approval, review shall occur by the Historic Preservation / Design
Review Commission of the Contemporary Street Mural Program, during which the
commission shall determine the programs continuation or abolishment and add any
conditions to approval.
Seconded by Alderperson M. Stroik.
Commissioner Beveridge stated he thinks we are going to end up approving something that
ruins the downtown mural atmosphere. Furthermore, he requested the applicant to provide
material in the future to alleviate many of the Commission's concerns. Mr. Schierl answered that
internally, the Arts Alliance will have to discuss the program specifics, historic guidelines and
approval process to ensure the program can be sustainable for a year.
Ms. Aquillera added the cultural center in Wisconsin Rapids just a week or two ago had a
skateboard artist there talking about more contemporary art and doing a workshop with youth.
Commissioner Beveridge asked staff to contact other surrounding communities to see if this has
come up, and to find something similar that communities have made themselves comfortable
with.
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Roll Called Commissioner Beveridge – aye, Alderperson Mary Stroik- aye, Tim Siebert –
abstain, Kathy Kruthoff- aye, motion carries 3-0.
3. Façade Improvement Grant Program Update.
Mr. Kearns stated the commission has been provided with the memo regarding the current
funds approved for the Façade Improvement Grant. He continued stating that six projects have
received approval for funding, with two complete which received reimbursement.
Mr. Kearns also provided an update on current projects, specially relating to 1225 Second Street
which will not be pursuing corncob blasting as it is not allowed by the State's Historical
Preservation Society. Instead, discussion has ensued to identify other non-abrasive cleaning
methods. Commissioner Beveridge pointed out that multiple color patterns have been discussed
for the building in order to bring out the detailing.
Mr. Kearns then discussed the Mattlin Building, 920 Clark Street, stating the solar panels have
been taken off which has exposed wood trusses and steel beams. The applicant has expressed
interest into extending the windows and providing transom windows up to what has been
exposed. Commissioner Beveridge added the original sign on the east side of the building has
also been exposed. Mr. Commissioner Seibert asked for clarification as to what was behind the
solar panels, to which Commissioner Beveridge answered there had been glass block and that
was taken out and stud wall was put in with some insulation.
Alderperson M. Stroik asked about Specialized Computer Systems project, to which Mr. Kearns
answered it was postponed until this year because they could not do the wood work and
painting prior to the snowfall.
Commissioner Beveridge asked about the funds being available for the mural that was
previously talked about, to which Mr. Kearns answered he did not think the funds would assist
with the painting of a mural and the materials and labor to do so. However, if the Butts wanted
apply for the removal of tar and so forth, they may be a candidate for funds as the wall is visible
from the right-of-way and abuts an alley.
4. Adjourn.
Meeting adjourned at 5:39 p.m.
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REPORT OF THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION / DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION
Tuesday July 16, 2013 – 4:00 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
excused).
ALSO PRESENT: Director Michael Ostrowski, Economic Development Specialist Kyle Kearns, and Garrett
Ryan.
INDEX:
Discussion and possible action on the following:
1. Request from Garrett Ryan for design review approval to construct a detached accessory
structure within the Clark Street Historic District at 1708 Clark Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-103610).
2. Dumpster corral design within the downtown design review district, specifically relating to the
area north of Main Street, between Third Street and Strongs Avenue.
3. Adjourn.

1. Request from Garrett Ryan for design review approval to construct a detached accessory
structure within the Clark Street Historic District at 1708 Clark Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-103610).
Economic Development Specialist Kyle Kearns stated Garrett Ryan is the owner and applicant
requesting to construct a detached structure; it will meet all the zoning requirements; however
it is before this commission due to being within the Clark Street Design Review District.
Garrett Ryan, 1708 Clark Street, explained the 22’ x 24’ detached garage will be placed in the
back corner of the lot, to match the existing structures as close as possible. Garage doors will be
painted exactly the same, with the same distance between the doors. Material such as siding
and trim will be custom painted to match the house. He continued stating the siding will be four
inch wide to match the existing siding on the back of the house, and the shingles will be the
same.
Commissioner Siebert asked what would be the lifespan of the material, to which Mr. Ryan
answered a 30 year warranty on the paint which is an automotive paint and a 5 year/50 year
warranty on material.
Arrival of Alderperson Mary Stroik 4:05p.m.
Commissioner Siebert continued, explaining his concern regarding the material getting wet and
splitting. Commissioner Beveridge explained the materials that are of concern are composed of
a hard board which is masonite and furthermore, the edges which go unpainted and expand.
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Commissioner Hanson asked if the structure would abut the existing driveway, to which Mr.
Ryan stated correct, with this location there will be very little concrete poured from what exists
to where the garage is starting. He explained the location was chosen to maintain the much of
the trees and landscaping existing in the yard. Furthermore, power lines have been trenched so
there will be no overhead lines
Commission Beveridge asked if the siding on the house was wood, and was concerned with the
texture of the sample provided, to which Mr. Ryan stated the house looks like wood, but he is
unable to confirm due to several layers of paint. Additionally, the new proposed siding texture is
customizable, and is proposed to match as close as possible to the existing principal structure.
Commissioner Beveridge asked if wood siding was considered or priced for this project, to which
Mr. Ryan stated it was and came out to $6,000.
Kyle Kearns, Economic Development Specialist stated he has also researched LP SmartSide trim
and siding and provided some information in the staff report regarding the engineered wood
that was directly from the company’s website and has not found any other comments, forums
or reviews regarding the durability or longevity of it.
Commissioner Beveridge asked what our guidelines state, to which Mr. Kearns referred to page
three of the staff report stating that original material should be used verses a synthetic material.
Commissioner Beveridge then asked why the size of 22’ x 24’ was chosen, to which Mr. Ryan
answered the in order to be above the flood level a larger grade would need to be reached,
therefore, smaller dimensions were chosen. Furthermore, he explained the building inspector
confirmed and is aware of the change and situation. Commissioner Beveridge asked what lead
to the decision not to tie it into the existing attached garage. Mr. Ryan answered that increased
costs, additional concrete, and the removal of trees would have resulted if attached to the
existing garage.
Commissioner Beveridge asked what types of windows were proposed, to which Mr. Kearns
stated vinyl are proposed. Mr. Ryan added there won’t be any on the back, the side of the
neighbor on the corner, or front. Additionally, an entrance door to match the doors on the
house with a window will face east and then possibly one or two windows on that side same
side. He continued stating there will be a lot of greenery around the structure to blend into the
existing landscape. Commissioner Beveridge pointed out that the windows on the house are tall
and narrow double hung, to which Mr. Ryan stated he would want the garage windows to match
the house. Commissioner Beveridge continued asking if the doors were proposed to match the
house, to which Mr. Ryan stated the back of the house has a more modern door with an antique
look to it, which the door on the garage will most likely be steel insulated and the same color.
Commissioner Siebert asked again whether wood or vinyl windows were proposed, to which Mr.
Ryan answered he wants wood windows, to which Mr. Kearns added the staff recommendations
are recommending wood and painted to match the home. Mr. Ryan then asked if windows
were required, Commissioner Hanson stated if no windows were installed that would not be a
problem, but if they are added they should match the house.
Motion by Commissioner Hanson to approve the design review to construct a detached
accessory structure within the Clark Street Historic District at 1708 Clark Street (Parcel ID
2408-32-1036-10) with the following conditions:
 All applicable building and zoning codes shall be met prior to construction.
 All required permits shall be obtained prior to construction.
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Painting of trim, doors, and windows shall match the color scheme and design found
on the home.
Shingles should match exactly to those found on the existing home.
Wooden double hung windows shall be installed if pursued by applicant and shall
match in color of those found on the existing home.

Commissioner Siebert asked about costs of the fabricated siding to which Mr. Ryan answered he
does not have the actual cost but was informed of the price difference by the builder, and he
added the maintenance of painting is less with this product as it will hold up much better.
Director Ostrowski asked what the warranties were, to which Mr. Ryan confirmed the painting is
30 years and the siding 50 years.
Seconded by Commissioner Siebert.
Commissioner Hanson added the pitch of the roof is going to match the pitch of the house, it
will look like it has been there before and the integrity of the yard is still going to be protected.
Motion carried 4-0.
2. Dumpster corral design within the downtown design review district, specifically relating to the
area north of Main Street, between Third Street and Strongs Avenue.
Director Ostrowski explained we had approved the layout design for the parking area behind
Dunham’s and between the Main Street buildings, and we are looking at a couple of options for
the dumpster corals and had indicated we would bring this back to the commission. He stated
there will be two corals in this area, one being in service court number 1 which will be larger and
hold up to six dumpsters, whereas, coral number 2 will be very close to the current service
court off of Strongs Avenue by the bus drop off area. Commissioner Siebert asked for
clarification of the location of the first dumpster, to which Director Ostrowski stated it will exist
one or two stores to the east of the former Andrew’s behind the service court area.
Commissioner Hanson asked if this will service the stores there, and will it handle the
apartments as well, to which Director Ostrowski stated Schertz uses a dumpster that he has
across Third Street for apartments, so this will primarily serve businesses within the area.
Agreements with business owners are still being put together. Director Ostrowski continued
stating that with the design there are a couple of options; the first being brick pillar similar to
the coral on the square with a brick veneer side with the dumpster going completely down to
the ground; the second option is doing something with murals having the brick pillars with
cinderblock sides and have mural boards fixed on them. He stated the city is looking at biding
out this project, and is looking for the direction of the committee in how to proceed. Director
Ostrowski stated the brick veneer is more expensive, but the murals may match the area better,
and when the mural committee had met, there was discussion regarding more historic themed
murals, or maybe adding a different type of mural keeping with the historic feel to the area.
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Commissioner Siebert stated the other types discussed at the mural meeting were still
historically themed with either railroad history, or nationality history similar with the style of
painting on the murals inside the Whiting Hotel.
Commissioner Siebert added the committee wanted to do a railroad type mural since railroads
had save the city at one point back in the 1870’s. Commissioner Hanson liked the idea of a
railroad mural on coral number one due to the extensive size of the coral, but asked if the brick
is extended all the way to the ground how would it be cleaned out. Commissioner Siebert asked
if the opening would be facing Strongs Avenue. Director Ostrowski confirmed the opening
would face Strongs Avenue, and explained that we will have to work with the contractor to see
what options are available for that as well as possibly having a mural on the doors, or having
decorative doors. Commissioner Hanson also expressed a concern for the strength of the doors
due to possible vandalism at bar time, but stated he did like idea of murals on the dumpster
corals. Director Ostrowski stated it will be nice to continue the murals in the downtown, but for
these to be a little different, Commissioner Beveridge added the Diego Garcia style is the person
who did several murals in larger cities. Commissioner Siebert added there is money and funds
available to cover this in the mural fund.
Motion by Commissioner Siebert to approve the dumpster corral construction within the
downtown design review district, specifically relating to the area north of Main Street,
between Third Street and Strongs Avenue to be constructed with brick pillars and concrete
block walls, and to give staff the authority to make minor changes regarding the exterior
materials.
Commissioner Hanson asked if there were any ideas as to how cleaning of the corals would
occur, to which Director Ostrowski answered the dumpsters will roll out and may have to be
shoveled out and cleaned out. There will be a hole for drainages as well.
Seconded by Commissioner Hanson.
Alderperson Mary Stroik asked if there was access for water for cleaning as well, to which
Director Ostrowski stated yes there is connection to the buildings. Commissioner Hanson asked
if this will be tied in to MSTC and if there will be smaller refuse containers that service the
pedestrian needs, to which Director Ostrowski explained MSTC has a dumpster area around
there building. Furthermore, after the pedestrian patterns are observed smaller refuse
containers will be added to the area.
Motion carried 4-0.
3. Adjourn.
Meeting adjourned at 4:33 p.m.
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Memo

Michael Ostrowski, Director
Community Development
City of Stevens Point
1515 Strongs Avenue
Stevens Point, WI 54481
Ph: (715) 346-1567 • Fax: (715) 346-1498
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com

City of Stevens Point – Department of Community Development
To:

Historic Preservation / Design Review Commission

From:

Michael Ostrowski and Kyle Kearns

CC:
Date:

8/14/2013

Re:

Request from Marty and Kelly Kizewski for design review of exterior façade
improvements and signage at 1008 Main Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2029-20).

Mr. and Mrs. Kizewski are requesting design approval for work
already completed to the façade at 1008 Main Street. Furthermore,
they are also requesting approval of signage at the same location.
Recently the Kizewski's moved their consignment shop from Plover
to downtown Stevens Point. Unaware of the Downtown Historic
Guidelines, the Kizewski's painted the façade (see photos below).
All proposed exterior improvements or renovation to buildings
within the Downtown Historic / Design Review District must obtain
Historic Preservation / Design Review approval.
DESIGN REVIEW - FAÇADE:
The building is unique in that the majority of visible
materials on the first floor are not original. Glass and
wood paneling line the majority of the façade on the first
floor. Beige or cream colored exposed stone is visible
above the wood paneling. The applicant has stated that
wood was painted to match that of their business's color
scheme which incorporates blue and yellow colors.
Furthermore, much of the wood had chipped and faded
paint. The awning, visible from the pictures, does not
match that of the existing color scheme and the
applicant has not pursued changing it. Staff does have
concerns with the current color scheme, as it is very
vibrant, and does not blend well with a majority of
buildings within the downtown.
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DESIGN REVIEW - SIGNAGE:
The proposed signage may be dependent
upon the paint scheme as they
incorporate the same colors. Photos to
the right depict the previous sign and the
proposed sign. The applicant has stated
that removal of the old sign exposed
rotted wood. Therefore, the proposed
sign is proposed to be placed over
existing wood. Below are details
regarding the proposed sign.
Sign Details:
• Dimensions: 21' x 40"
• Approx. 70 square feet
• Aluminum
• Printed/Painted Letters

Signs and Graphics - Sign Standards
Flush Mounted Signs:
Shall be located in the “signable” wall area of a façade. The “signable” area is defined as the continuous
portion of a building faced unbroken by doors or windows, below the sill line of the second story and
above the storefront transoms (See Appendix A.) Signable areas shall not exceed 10% of the total façade
area (ht.x wdt. Graphics within the signable area shall be limited to 40% of the total signable area where
that façade faces commercial land uses and 30% of the total signable area where the façade faces
residential land uses. In buildings that contain two or more businesses, the signage area may be divided
to accommodate the additional businesses. All signage should be coordinated in terms of color and
materials. Business directories for upper story tenants shall not exceed 8 sq. ft. in total area. Exceptions
may be made based on overall design concept. Signs and graphics shall not be allowed to physically
harm the architectural character of the building they are attached too.
Findings: The proposed sign meets the sign standards for wall signs within the Historic District, however
the Commission can make a determination on the following:
1.
Whether the proposed construction, reconstruction or exterior alteration is in
conformance with architectural design guidelines with emphasis on contextual issues
including compatibility of size, volume proportions, rhythm, materials, detail, colors,
and expressiveness.
Staff would recommend a more appropriate sign, as proposed sign does not fit the with conformity of
the downtown historic district. Additionally, staff would recommend that the rotted wood be repaired
in order to prevent further damage to the stone or other material behind the wood. Lastly, staff would
recommend allowing the Chairperson and designated agent the authority to work with the applicant
and/or approve a sign reflective of the Commission comments, concerns, and conditions.
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Images

Building Facade

Signage Area

Painted Wood

Detail & Awning
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Name and Address

GVS Property Data Card
Parcel #
Alt Parcel #

Schertz-Fahrner LLC
3118 Post Rd
Stevens Point, WI 54481

240832202920

240832202920

Stevens Point
Land Use
Store, Retail

Property Address

Neighborhood

1008 Main St

Cntrl Bus & 2nd St area(Comm)

Subdivision

Zoning

Valentine Brown Addn

Display Note

B3-CENTRAL BUSINESS

OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Owner

Sale Date Amount
5/20/2011
6/1/2005
7/5/2001

Schertz-Fahrner LLC
Schertz Properties LLC
John J & C H Blanke Jt Rev Trst

Conveyance

SITE DATA
Actual Frontage

Date

Number

Amount

23.0 12/18/2007 35242
113.0 11/1/2002 31216

Effective Depth
Square Footage

Page

Sale Type
Land & Build.
Land & Build.
Land & Build.

PERMITS
23.0

Effective Frontage

Volume

$1,050,000 Quit Claim Deed/Addl Par 758150
$130,000 Trustees Deed
673430
$104,300 Quit Claim Deed
591029

Purpose

Note

$37,500 042 Interior Renov/Re 2nd floor apartment (1
$2,795 032 Furnace (HVAC) replace

2,599.0

Acreage

0.060
2013 PARTIAL ASSESSED VALUE

Class
(2) - B-Commercial

Total

Land

Improvements

Total

$17,200

$199,500

$216,700

$17,200

$199,500

$216,700

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
ALL OF LOT 1 BLK 29 (EXC PRTS SOLD IN 80/478 & 123/7) V BROWN ADD & A PRCL OF LAND 4' N & S EXT ELY FROM
N THIRD ST 29' ON S OF PARCEL DES IN 123/70; SUBJ TO AGRMT IN 80/478 673430 758150

PROPERTY IMAGE

PROPERTY SKETCH

Information considered accurate but not guaranteed.
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Name and Address

GVS Property Data Card
Parcel #
Alt Parcel #

Schertz-Fahrner LLC
3118 Post Rd
Stevens Point, WI 54481

240832202920

240832202920

Stevens Point
Land Use
Store, Retail

Property Address

Neighborhood

1008 Main St

Cntrl Bus & 2nd St area(Comm)

Subdivision

Zoning

Valentine Brown Addn

Display Note

B3-CENTRAL BUSINESS

BUILDING SUPERSTRUCTURE DATA

Bldg Sec
1
1

Occupancy

Year

1 Store, Retail (C avg)
2 Apts (C avg)

Area

1875
1875

Framing

Total Area

1
1

16
12

5,280
BASEMENT DATA

Bldg Sec

Hgt

2,640 Masonry - Avg
2,640 Masonry - Avg

COMPONENTS

Adjustment Description

1 Store, Retail - Finished Bsmnt
1 Store, Retail - Unfin Bsmnt

Area

Bldg Sec

Component Description

Area

1,320
1,320

DETACHED IMPROVEMENTS

Structure

Year Built Square Feet Grade

SITE IMPROVEMENTS

Site Improvement

Condition

STRUCTURE DATA

Units

Age

47

Year Built

1875

Eff. Year

1966

One Bedroom
Two Bedroom
Three Bedroom
Total Units
Stories

2.00

Business Name

Store w/ apartment above

Information considered accurate but not guaranteed.

Dimensions: 40" X
21'

Proposed Sing @ 1008 Main Street:
Simple Aluminum sign

Currently Painted
Blue

Currently Painted
Yellow

Administrative Staff Report
Jeff Brown
Façade Grant and Design Review
1140 Clark Street
August 14, 2013
Applicant(s):
 Jeff Brown
Staff:
 Michael Ostrowski, Director
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com
 Kyle Kearns, Associate Planner
kkearns@stevenspoint.com
Parcel Number(s):
 2408-32-2015-10

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

Request
Request from Jeff Brown for façade improvement grant funds in the amount
of $10,389.60 and design review for exterior building work at 1140 Clark
Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2026-32).

Attachment(s)
 Parcel Data Sheet
 Application
 Contractor Bids

Zone(s):
 "B-3" Central Business District
Master Plan:
 Downtown District
Council District:
 District 1 – Doxtator
Lot Information:
 Actual Frontage: 75 feet
 Effective Frontage: 75 feet
 Effective Depth: 90 feet
 Square Footage: 6,750
 Acreage: 0.155
Structure Information:
 Year Built: addition 1925 (88 yrs)
 Number of Stories: 2
Current Use:
 Vacant

City Official Design Review / Historic District
 Design Review District

Staff Recommendation
Approve, subject to the following condition(s):









Applicable Regulations:




Chapter 22
Downtown Design Guidelines
Façade Improvement Grant
Program Guidelines






The proposed awnings shall not impede the view of the existing
murals.
Second floor windows shall match that exactly of the window
opening. Transom pieces or inserts shall be prohibited.
Second floor window color shall match with the existing windows.
Penetration of the building façade to accommodate exhaust vents
shall be prohibited.
Door and framing shall match in color with those found on the main
entrance of the building.
At least half of the proposed door shall incorporate glass as a window.
The applicant shall work with the HP/DRC chairperson and designated
agent to finalize the color scheme for the awnings, and wood.
Painting shall only occur on existing wood trim or paneling.
Installation of new wood trim or paneling and painting in new areas
shall be prohibited.
The applicant shall submit an updated bid from Duralum Siding,
Windows & Sunrooms, outlining exact costs and awning details and
dimensions at which time the designated agent and chairperson shall
have the authority to review and/or approve the proposal.
All work shall be completed within one year.
Project must adhere to Façade Improvement Grant Program
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Guidelines.
No funds shall be disbursed until project is fully completed.
The maximum City participation shall not exceed $10,389.60 and no
individual cost shall exceed the following, unless approval has been
given to the HP/DRC chairperson and designated agent in reviewing
additional bids or building improvements:
Improvements

Cost

West Wall
Door
Painting
Windows
Awnings
TOTAL
(Lowest Bid)

Eisner Construction - $4,381.49
Duralum - $1,399.26
Golden Sands Decorating - $520.00
Eisner Construction - $5,236.00
Duralum - $9,260.44
$20,797.19

Proposed Matching
Grant Assistance
$2,190.745
$699.63
$260.00
$2,618.00
$4,630.22
$10,389.595

Vicinity Map

Scope of Work
Jeff Brown, owner of the property in question, is requesting Façade Improvement Grant Program funds for an exterior
renovation of his building at 1140 Clark Street. The applicant originally requested design review to install awnings,
however chose to apply for program funds to perform additional façade work. Currently, a restaurant business for which

Page 2 of 9

Mr. Brown is affiliated, operates out of the first floor. The second floor currently is used for storage. It is important to
note that the building faces two facades as it is located on a corner, Clark Street and Strongs Avenue.
Major renovation and rehabilitation has been proposed to occur to the front of the façade, outlined below:
Façade Improvements & Activities:







Install new second story residential windows along Strongs Avenue
Install new awnings
Remove/relocate grates, and furnace vents
Repaint wooden boards along building façade
Install new door along Strongs Avenue
Install bonding cement and paint second floor west façade

***Note that the last item above does incorporate work that does not face a street or right-of-way, however, it is very
visible.
All proposed improvement or renovation must obtain Historic Preservation / Design Review approval.

Standards of Review
Design Guidelines
The following standards would apply to this request:
Masonry
To the extent possible, original materials shall be retained in existing facades. They should be removed only
where they are structurally unsound and are beyond restoration, and then only in accordance with an approved
design scheme. Natural materials are preferred over simulated or synthetic materials. The types of material
preferred, but not limited to, may include: brick, stone, wood, stucco, clay, tile, ceramic tile, quarry tile, terra
cotta, and cut stone. Materials to be avoided may include, but not be limited to, concrete block, plastic,
fiberglass, simulated brick, simulated stone, hardboard or metal siding panels and wood siding panels.
Analysis: The applicant is proposing to paint existing wood found
primarily on the south façade facing Clark Street. A covered porch
primarily constructed of wood exists and is in need of paint.
Furthermore, the applicant has not yet determined the exact color.
Along with painting, work to the second story west facing façade is
proposed. Two bids for masonry work for the west façade have
been provided. The first bid from Eisner Construction involves using
a bonding cement applied to the façade with which paint will then
be applied. The second bid from Ortscheid Construction involves
installing an E.I.F.S system / stucco, which is much more expensive.
Findings: Staff would recommend allowing the chairperson and designated agent to work review and/or
approve a color scheme at a later date, as well as, limit the painting to only existing woodwork. In regards to the
proposed west façade activities, staff would reserve a recommendation until the HPDRC has reviewed the
request. Typically facades must face a public street or right-of-way to qualify for façade improvement grant
funds. However, the area in question is in desperate need of repair and is very visible from Clark Street.
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Windows & Entryways
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.
Exceptions may be made based on overall design concept. Wooden replacement windows are encouraged,
however, new metal window frames (permanent or storm) should be either painted or anodized with a finish in
character with the building being renovated.
New storefront doors should match or closely resemble a traditional storefront door (i.e. contain large glass
panels). Wooden replacement doors and frames are encouraged. Colonial, cross-buck or other such stylized
doors are usually inappropriate in older commercial districts and shall not be permitted. Metal doors and frames
(permanent or storm) should be painted or anodized with a dark finish rather than left in a natural metal finish.
Analysis: Twelve second floor windows are proposed to
be installed. All twelve face Strongs Avenue which are
currently boarded up. Windows are proposed to be vinyl
double hung with tilt out sash in a cream color or white.
Currently, second floor vinyl double hung windows exist
along Clark Street. Furnace vents exist within many of the
second floor windows which serve the first floor business.
Therefore, the applicant is requesting to remove and
relocate those vents. The proposal includes relocating
vents into new building openings. Lastly, the applicant is
proposing to replace a door along the lower east side of
the building with a swing out 1/2 glass steel door. Details
for the windows and doors are below. Two bids for the
proposed window and door activities have been
submitted, one by Eisner Construction and the second by
Duralum, siding, windows.
Second Floor Windows:
12 - Low E, Argon, Energy Star vinyl double hung tilt out sash in cream or white color. Outside casings are
proposed to be covered with coil stock or aluminum.
First floor door:
1 - 42"out swing glass and steel door.
Findings: The proposed windows are somewhat historically relevant and match that of what is currently on the
building, however, vinyl windows are typically not recommended. Existing second floor windows are vinyl cream
colored double hung windows. Staff would recommend allowing the installation of vinyl windows as proposed
in order to match those already existing. Staff would also recommend that the color of all second floor windows
match, or be painted to match. Several exhaust vents are visible on the building and those within the windows
should be combined into existing vents or established on the rooftops to prevent disturbing the building's
façade. Therefore, staff is recommending that the penetration of the building façade to accommodate exhaust
vents shall be prohibited. In regards to the proposed door, staff is recommending at least half of the door
incorporate glass, to provide a more aesthetically appealing entrance underneath the proposed awning.
Furthermore, the door and framing shall match in color with those found on the main entrance of the building.
Sign / Awning Standards
Awning Signs / Canopy: Maximum graphic coverage may not exceed allowable graphics area as described under
section 5.b.1. Flush mounted signs, or 25% of the total awning area, whichever is less. Graphics displayed on
awning end panels shall not exceed 8 s. f. where adjacent to residential areas and 16 s. f. in commercial areas.
No part of end panel graphics may extend further than 5 feet from face of building. Use of logos is encouraged
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and shall be reviewed on a case specific basis. Internal illumination awning shall be opaque except area of
allowable graphics. Lighting shall comply with Section 6.A. Sign Lighting. Awnings with triangular (straight) crosssections are historically appropriate and recommended. Semi-Circular (barrel type) cross-sections shall be
considered on case specific bases. Must provide a minimum of 8 foot 6 inches vertical clearance between the
bottom of the awning and finished grade. Shall project a minimum of 3‘ 6” to provide pedestrians protection
from the elements. May extend to a point not more than 2’ in from face of curb or 7’ from building face,
whichever is less. Must be constructed of fire resistant material. No vertical supports are allowed in the public
right-of-way.
Analysis: Three awnings are proposed by the applicant. Two
along the façade facing Strongs Avenue, above each side door,
and covering the exhaust vents (see photo above). A third
awning is also proposed to exist on the main entrance to the
building and wrap around the corners similar to the example
provided. No graphics are proposed on the awnings. All
awnings are proposed to be black. Awning details are provided
below.
Awnings:
1 - Traditional awning 15' x42" projection x 42" drop
1 - Traditional awning 8' x 42" projection x 42" drop
1 - Traditional or stationary wrap-around awning, size unknown
12" curtain drop connected to wooden covered porch
Findings: The proposed awnings meet the standards within the
ordinance, however it is unclear if the third, wrap-around
awning, meets them as dimensions have not been provided.
Therefore, staff would recommend the applicant to submit an
updated bid from Duralum Siding, Windows & Sunrooms,
outlining exact costs and awning details and dimensions. Two
bids for awnings have been submitted, however one bid only
includes the installation of two awnings.
Façade Improvement Grant Standards
1. The project is being proposed on an existing building within the Downtown Design Review District.
Analysis: Jeff Brown's building located at 1140 Clark Street falls well within the Downtown Design Review
District.
Findings: This standard is met.
2. Restoration and rehabilitation of building exterior walls are viewable from a public street.
Analysis: The south façade faces Clark Street and the east façade faces Strongs Avenue. The west façade does
not face a street, however is very visible from Clark Street.
Findings: Work proposed on the west façade does not face a street and therefore is considered ineligible for
façade funds, however the Commission can review request on a case by case basis.
3. Activities proposed are part of an overall building improvement project.
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Analysis: Façade improvement activities are proposed for the southern, eastern and western façades and
include new windows, door, painting, and awnings.
Findings: This standard is met.
4. Structural or decorative elements should be repaired or replaced to match or be compatible with the original
materials and design of the building to the greatest extent possible.
Analysis: The majority of the work will match that of the original building, in color, style, and design. Some
materials, such as vinyl window, are not compatible with the original materials. Furthermore, the proposed
windows do not match those found currently on the building.
Findings: The applicant is significantly increasing the aesthetics of this building to more closely match elements
of its construction era, especially the installation of 12 windows. Furthermore, the applicant is adding needed
appeal to the east façade by installing awnings which will cover several exhaust vents. Overall, the applicant's
proposed façade improvements will significantly help to restore lost integrity to the building and maintain many
historical elements that exist. Although not every improvement activity matches the original materials and
design of the building, staff feels that this standard is met, as meeting every original building characteristic
would increase costs significantly.
5. Applicant has obtained more than one bid from contractors.
Analysis: The applicant has submitted two bids for every building improvement activity except for awning,
specifically related to the third awning proposed over the main entrance.
Findings: Staff would recommend the applicant submit an updated bid from Duralum Siding, Windows &
Sunrooms, outlining exact costs and awning details and dimensions at which time the designated agent and
chairperson shall have the authority to review and/or approve the proposal.
6. Matching grant assistance shall not exceed $30,000 dollars unless approved by Common Council.
Analysis: The total project cost estimates for bid proposals are below, along with matching grant assistance.
Improvements
West Wall
Door
Painting
Windows
Awnings
TOTAL
(Lowest Bid)

Details
a.
b.
a.
b.
a.
b.
a.
b.
a.
b.

Install E.I.F.S. / Stucco Material
Fiber reinforced bonding cement & paint
Install out swing 1/2 glass steel door
Install out swing glass and steel door
Paint all exterior wood
Paint exterior wood with acrylic stain
Install 12 vinyl dbl. hung windows & vent
Install 12 tan vinyl dbl. hung windows
Remove / relocate vent and exhaust
Install two stationary awnings
Install three stationary awnings

Cost
Ortscheid Cons. Inc. - $10,584.15
Eisner Construction - $4,381.49
Eisner Construction - $1,485.00
Duralum - $1,399.26
Central WI Painting & Papering - $800.00
Golden Sands Decorating - $520.00
Eisner Construction - $5,236.00
Duralum - $9,189.74
Excel Plumbing, Inc. - $850.00
Baraboo Tent & Awning - $5,132.00
Duralum - $9,260.44
$20,797.19

Proposed Matching
Grant Assistance
$5,292.075
$2,190.745
$742.5
$699.63
$400.00
$260.00
$2,618.00
$$4594.87
$425.00
$2,566.00
$4,630.22
$10,389.595

Findings: The requested assistance is $21,670. Highlighted figures identify the lowest bid. The highlighted
awning bid, "bid b" is not the lowest bid but incorporates the third proposed awning. This standard is met.
7. The applicant is current on all real estate and personal property taxes, has provided proof of insurance, and
has no outstanding amounts owed to the City of Stevens Point.
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Analysis: Proof of insurance has been provided. Property taxes are current there are no outstanding amounts
owed to the City.
Findings: This standard is met.
8. The project meets all components outlined within the Downtown Design Guidelines.
Analysis: The design standards that apply to this request, regarding windows, doors, awning and
masonry/materials are somewhat met.
Findings: The applicant requests to use vinyl windows, and which do not meet the design guidelines. Wooden
windows are preferred; however vinyl windows currently exist on the south side of the building. Also, the
applicant request to utilize a bonding agent to repair the west facing wall and paint afterwards. Painting of brick
and filling of joints with cement is prohibited, however given the current status of the west wall which has been
painted several times and is above the first floor, staff reserves any recommendation until the Commission has
reviewed. It is important to note that the proposed rehabilitation work will significantly increase the historical
integrity of the building. It is one of the largest buildings along Clark Street and is quite visible as it sits on a
corner. Although design and materials may not entirely match the design guidelines, the Commission can
approve them on a case by case basis.
9. The project conforms to all zoning regulations within Chapter 23 of the Revised Municipal Code.
Analysis: Only exterior work to the façade is being proposed. Proper building permits will be obtained.
Findings: This standard is met.

Ranking of Projects for Grant Funds
Generally, projects having the greatest aesthetic impact will be given first priority. Priority will also be given to the
following:
1. Projects that will encourage other restoration or redevelopment within the downtown TIF District area.
Findings: This building is located along a main thoroughfare into Stevens Point from the west, as well as, from
the south. Small maintenance activities have been made over the years however it has never gone through
major exterior updates and renovations. Much of the buildings integrity was lost through the removal of
windows and can now be somewhat returned with the proposed project activities. Its location next to the large
Whiting Hotel and Sentry insurance facility make it somewhat seem ignored. The proposed activities will help to
ignite other property owners along Clark Street to invest in their buildings.
2. Buildings where an immediate renovation will stop serious deterioration of the building’s façade.
Findings: The windows along the second floor continue to deteriorate behind the boards. Furthermore, the west
wall continues to deteriorate as it receives major damage from the weather.
3. Projects that improve the architectural integrity of the building and restore the historic architecture.
Findings: Twelve boarded up windows will be opened. Awnings will provide needed aesthetics to the east
façade, while covering vents. Overall, much historical integrity will be restored with the proposed rehabilitation
to the building.
4. Buildings where historic or architecturally significant features contributing to the building’s character are in
danger of being lost due to disrepair.
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Findings: Like many, this building is a contributing building within the historic district. Little ornate detail exists
on the building therefore, noticing boarded up windows and other flaws becomes much easier. Concurrently,
noticing new windows and other added features will be easy as well.
5. Vacant properties where façade improvements would help to improve the overall appearance.
Findings: The owner currently utilizes the building for a restaurant on the first floor. The second floor is primarily
used for storage, however adding windows to the second floor will increase the potential for a second use, such
as residential.
6. Projects that demonstrate collaboration and will help to attract people.
Findings: It is anticipated that the renovation will attract customers to the building and business within while
also appealing to developers or potential purchasers in the future.
7. Projects that will result in significant new investment and creation of jobs.
Findings: A business currently exists in the first floor. No new jobs are anticipated from the improvements.
8. Projects that incorporate mixed uses or multiple tenants.
Findings: The building offers space for one commercial tenant on the first floor with the potential for a second
use above after improvement activities.

Building Images

Entire South Facade

South and East Facade
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Existing Windows & Entryway

East Facade

Existing Murals

West Façade - View from Clark St.

West Facade
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7/23/2013 2:26:07 PM
Name and Address

GVS Property Data Card
Parcel #
Alt Parcel #

Jeffery W Brown &
Kristen M Mertes
1159 Wilshire Dr
Stevens Point, WI 54481

240832202632

240832202632

Display Note

Metes And Bounds

Stevens Point
Land Use
Restaurant

Property Address

Neighborhood

1140 Clark St

Cntrl Bus & 2nd St area(Comm)

Subdivision

Zoning
B3-CENTRAL BUSINESS

OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Owner

Sale Date Amount
9/14/2007
4/22/2004
9/28/1999

Jeffery W Brown &
Joey Kwong
Joey Kwong

Conveyance

SITE DATA
75.0

Effective Frontage

75.0 7/23/2008 35721
90.0 9/5/2007 35038

Square Footage

Page
6090

Sale Type
Land & Build.
Land & Build.
Land & Build.

PERMITS

Actual Frontage
Effective Depth

Volume

$220,000 Warranty Deed
708760
$408,500 Quit Claim Deed/Addl Par 655138
$200,000 Warranty Deed
56

Date

Number

Amount

Purpose

Note

$15,000 032 Furnace (HVAC) upgrade
$61,000 042 Interior Renov/Re Interior Remodel & res

6,750.0

Acreage

0.155
2013 ASSESSED VALUE

Class
(2) - B-Commercial

Total

Land

Improvements

Total

$53,500

$198,300

$251,800

$53,500

$198,300

$251,800

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
PRT OUTLOT 5 COM NW COR CLARK & STRONGS TH W 75' 6" TH N 90' TH E 75' 6" TH S 90' TO POB S E & 0 ADDN
708760

PROPERTY IMAGE

PROPERTY SKETCH

Information considered accurate but not guaranteed.
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Name and Address

GVS Property Data Card
Parcel #
Alt Parcel #

Jeffery W Brown &
Kristen M Mertes
1159 Wilshire Dr
Stevens Point, WI 54481

240832202632

240832202632

Display Note

Metes And Bounds

Stevens Point
Land Use
Restaurant

Property Address

Neighborhood

1140 Clark St

Cntrl Bus & 2nd St area(Comm)

Subdivision

Zoning
B3-CENTRAL BUSINESS

BUILDING SUPERSTRUCTURE DATA

Bldg Sec
1
1

Occupancy

Year

1 Restaurant (C avg)
2 Warehse, Storage (C avg)

Area

1925
1925

Framing

Total Area

1

12
12

10,150
BASEMENT DATA

Bldg Sec

Hgt

6,750 Masonry - Avg
3,400 Masonry - Avg

COMPONENTS

Adjustment Description

1 Bar/Tav/Restaurant Unf Bsmnt

Area

Bldg Sec

6,750

1

Component Description

Area

1 Canopy - Wood or Steel

405

DETACHED IMPROVEMENTS

Structure

Year Built Square Feet Grade

SITE IMPROVEMENTS

Site Improvement

Condition

STRUCTURE DATA

Units

Age

48

Year Built

1925

Eff. Year

1965

One Bedroom
Two Bedroom
Three Bedroom
Total Units
Stories

2.00

Business Name

Kristins Riverwalk

Information considered accurate but not guaranteed.

2008 Finistling Touches
SCALLOPS, BINDING , APPLIQUE

EFFECTI VE 5.1 .2008

URTAIN SCALLOP DESIGNS

STYLE N

'I

I

I

I

Ii

I

11

Can be furnished in braid or fringe
as an optional extra.

STYLE Y

A .INDING COLORS
NAVY BLUE

BURGUNDY

LINEN

YELLOW

NATURAL

BROWN

SAPPHIRE BLUE

TOAST

VANILLA

AQUAMARINE

BEIGE

TERRACOTIA

RED

PERSIAN GREEN

G RAY

BLUE

BLACK

GREEN

FO REST G REEN

ALPINE GREEN

CAPTAIN NAVY BLUE

APPLIQUE DESIGNS
Add the final touch of e legance in outdoor or indoor decorating ! Th is handsome addition is al" strip of
solid color painted on c urtain as shown below. Recommended for use o n any solid color cu rta in. See
pricing.

#406

l O" Minimum Curtain

#41 6

9" Minimum Curtain

#41 2

l O" Minimum Curtai n

#414

8" Minimum C urta in

#418

#424

8" Minimum Curtain

l O" Minimum C urtain

Tassels are Extra.

l4

Administrative Staff Report
Mark Grubba
Façade Grant and Design Review
949 and 937 Main Street
August 14, 2013
Applicant(s):
 Mark Grubba, M&C of Stevens
Point LLC.
Staff:
 Michael Ostrowski, Director
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com
 Kyle Kearns, Associate Planner
kkearns@stevenspoint.com
Parcel Number(s):
 2408-32-2018-01
 2408-32-2018-02
Zone(s):
 "B-3" Central Business District
Master Plan:
 Downtown District
Council District:
 District 4 – Wiza
Lot Information:
2408-32-2018-01
 Actual Frontage: 25 feet
 Effective Frontage: 25 feet
 Effective Depth: 99 feet
 Square Footage: 2,475
 Acreage: 0.057

Request
Request from Mark Grubba, representing M&C of Stevens Point LLC, for
façade improvement grant funds in the amount of $25,333.00 and design
review for exterior building work at 949 Main Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-201801) and 937 Main Street (2408-32-2018-02).
Attachment(s)
 Parcel Data Sheet
 Application
 Contractor Bids
City Official Design Review / Historic District
 Design Review District
Register of Historic Places
 Mathias Mitchell Public Square – Main Street Historic District

Staff Recommendation
Approve, subject to the following condition(s):






2408-32-2018-02






Actual Frontage: 25 feet
Effective Frontage: 25 feet
Effective Depth: 90 feet
Square Footage: 2,250
Acreage: 0.052

Structure Information:
2408-32-2018-01

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






The applicant shall submit proof of insurance showing current
coverage.
A second bid for masonry work shall be submitted and reviewed
and/or approved by the chairperson and designated agent.
Wood shall only be installed in place of rotted or deteriorated wood.
No new wood shall be placed on the building façade at locations
where stone or brick is exposed.
Painting scheme and colors shall match that currently found on the
buildings.
Abrasive cleaning methods for masonry shall be prohibited. The
designated agent and chairperson shall work with the applicant to
approve any cleaning method used.
Tuckpointing shall match to the greatest extent possible the original
mortar and spacing on the building.
The building name/date plate and date shall be preserved and
restored.
Second floor windows shall be painted to match the beige/light
brown color proposed for the wood.
Stone window sills and stone window accents above windows shall
not be painted.
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 Year Built: addition 1877 (136 yrs)
 Number of Stories: 2
2408-32-2018-02
 Year Built: addition 1877 (136 yrs)
 Number of Stories: 2
Current Use:
 Vacant
Applicable Regulations:




Chapter 22
Downtown Design Guidelines
Façade Improvement Grant
Program Guidelines






All work shall be completed within one year.
Project must adhere to Façade Improvement Grant Program
Guidelines.
No funds shall be disbursed until project is fully completed.
The maximum City participation shall not exceed $25,333.00 and no
individual cost shall exceed the following, unless approval has been
given to the HP/DRC chairperson and designated agent in reviewing
additional bids or building improvements:

Improvements
Masonry
Painting
Wood
Signage
TOTAL
(Lowest Bid)

Cost
Don Dulak & Son Masonry Inc - $35,800.00
Tom's Painting - $6,900.00
SRS Construction - $866.00
Bushman Electric Crane & Sign - $7,100.00
$50,666.00

Proposed Matching
Grant Assistance
$17,900.00
$3,450.00
$433.00
$3,550.00
$25,333.00

Vicinity Map
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Scope of Work
Mark Grubba of M&C of Stevens Point LLC is requesting Façade
Improvement Grant Program funds for an exterior renovation of his
building's at 937 and 949 Main Street. The applicant operates a
successful jewelry business out of 949 Main Street and leases 937
Main Street to a business. The primary reason for the request is to
perform needed maintenance to the woodwork found on the front
of both buildings, as well as along the roofline. Furthermore, 949
Main Street is in dire need of masonry cleaning and repair. Again,
both buildings are owned by the applicant and the façade
improvement request is incorporates activities and pricing for both
buildings.
Major renovation and rehabilitation has been proposed to occur to the façades, outlined below:
Façade Improvements & Activities:







949 Main Street
Grind out all open joints, and tuckpoint stone,
Remove all rotted wood and replace,
Paint middle and upper building cornice/ soffit,
Paint second floor windows,
Paint newly installed wood and existing wood
Repair/refurbish existing "Grubba Jewelers"
projecting sign.






937 Main Street
Grind out all open joints, and tuckpoint brick,
Remove all rotted wood and replace,
Paint second floor windows,
Paint newly installed wood and existing wood

All proposed improvement or renovation must obtain Historic Preservation / Design Review approval.

Standards of Review
Design Guidelines
The following standards would apply to this request:
Masonry
To the extent possible, original materials shall be retained in existing facades. They should be removed only
where they are structurally unsound and are beyond restoration, and then only in accordance with an approved
design scheme. Natural materials are preferred over simulated or synthetic materials. The types of material
preferred, but not limited to, may include: brick, stone, wood, stucco, clay, tile, ceramic tile, quarry tile, terra
cotta, and cut stone. Materials to be avoided may include, but not be limited to, concrete block, plastic,
fiberglass, simulated brick, simulated stone, hardboard or metal siding panels and wood siding panels.
Analysis: Loose and chipped paint will be scraped to prep for new paint.
Furthermore, existing rotted and deteriorated wood will be removed and
replaced with new wood. Lastly, stone and brick joints will be cleaned,
ground out, tuckpointed and/or replaced.
Findings: Ideally, renovating the building to its original condition without
wooden exterior trim should be pursued, however, in doing so may cause
much greater renovation activities. Therefore, staff understands the request
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to maintain the existing first floor wooden façade. The color scheme requested is that found on the buildings
currently. Staff would recommend that wood only be installed in place of rotted or deteriorated wood. No new
wood shall be placed on the building façade at locations where stone or brick is exposed. Also, the painting
scheme shall match that currently found on the buildings. In regards to the tuckpointing and cleaning, it has
been several decades since 949 Main Street has received masonry attention. The stone is dirty, has open joints
and will continue to deteriorate without needed attention. On the other hand, 937 Main Street is in need of
little masonry work; however it is still important, as it will assist in preventing further deterioration. Staff would
recommend that tuckpointing shall match to the greatest extent possible the original mortar and spacing on the
building. Additionally, abrasive cleaning methods for the masonry shall be prohibited. The designated agent and
chairperson shall work with the applicant to approve any cleaning method used.
Windows & Entryways
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.
Exceptions may be made based on overall design concept. Wooden replacement windows are encouraged,
however, new metal window frames (permanent or storm) should be either painted or anodized with a finish in
character with the building being renovated.
New storefront doors should match or closely resemble a traditional storefront door (i.e. contain large glass
panels). Wooden replacement doors and frames are encouraged. Colonial, cross-buck or other such stylized
doors are usually inappropriate in older commercial districts and shall not be permitted. Metal doors and frames
(permanent or storm) should be painted or anodized with a dark finish rather than left in a natural metal finish.
Analysis: No new windows are proposed, however windows are proposed to be painted. The color will match
that proposed for the first floor (beige/light brown). Twenty (20) second floor windows exist on 949 Main Street,
four (4) along Main Street and 16 along Third Street. Four (4) windows exist at 937 Main Street, all facing Main
Street.

Findings: A total of 24 windows exist between both buildings, most of which have transoms and a few which
have unique detailing. Staff would recommend that second floor windows shall be painted to match the
beige/light brown color proposed for the wood. Furthermore, stone window sills and stone window accents
above windows shall not be painted.
Signs and Graphics - Sign Standards
Projecting Signs
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Maximum sign area (ht. x wdth. of sign face) shall be limited to 8 s.f. where adjacent to residential areas and 16
s.f. in commercial areas. Must maintain a minimum 8 foot 6 inch clearance between the bottom of the sign and
finished grade. May project to a point not more than 2' from face of curb or 5' from face of building, whichever
is less. Shall project to a point not more than 2' in from face of curb of 5' from face of building, whichever is less.
Shall project at 90 degree angle from building wall unless located at a corner. No part of a sign shall extend
above the second story sill line.
Analysis: The sign is a very historic sign within our downtown,
however due to weathering it has deteriorated to a point where it
does not serve its purpose. It is one of a few larger neon projecting
signs downtown and is remembered by several visitors. Several
neon lights no longer work, paint has faded and chipped, and wiring
has decayed and is in need of an upgrade. The sign meets several
requirements above.
Findings: Signage can be approved as part of an overall building
improvement project. Furthermore, this sign in particular is one
that is unique to our downtown, therefore staff is recommending
funding the request to repair and refurbish the sign.
Façade Improvement Grant Standards
1. The project is being proposed on an existing building within the Downtown Design Review District.
Analysis: Mark Grubba's buildings are located at 937 and 949 Main Street which both fall well within the
Downtown Design Review District and the Mathias Mitchell Public Square Historic District.
Findings: This standard is met.
2. Restoration and rehabilitation of building exterior walls are viewable from a public street.
Analysis: 937 Main Street: The north façade faces Main Street. 949 Main Street: The north façade faces Main
Street and the east façade faces Third Street.
Findings: This standard is met.
3. Activities proposed are part of an overall building improvement project.
Analysis: Façade improvement activities are proposed for both building north façade as wood paneling and
colors schemes tie into both buildings. Furthermore the east façade at 949 Main Street is receiving a large
amount of masonry work and painting. Lastly, the historic sign is proposed to be refurbished and repaired.
Findings: This standard is met.
4. Structural or decorative elements should be repaired or replaced to match or be compatible with the original
materials and design of the building to the greatest extent possible.
Analysis: The majority of the work will match that of the original building, in color, style, and design. Wooden
replacement of boards will only occur to existing wood. The proposed color scheme will be the same as the
existing, and windows will be painted to match that of the proposed color scheme. Mortar and stone will match
as best as possible the original or existing.
Findings: The applicant isn't significantly changing the façade of this building, but instead performing necessary
maintenance and upgrades to existing building elements. Over the last several decades, the several building
elements have received tremendous amounts of abuse from the weather which have led to deterioration. The
applicant's proposed façade improvements will help to restore lost building integrity due to deterioration.
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5. Applicant has obtained more than one bid from contractors.
Analysis: The applicant has submitted two bids for every building improvement activity except for masonry
activities.
Findings: Typically as tuckpointing is such a rare and unique trade, staff would recommend approving the single
bid; however, because of the great extent of masonry work proposed, staff would require a second masonry bid
to be reviewed and/or approved by the chairperson and designated agent.
6. Matching grant assistance shall not exceed $30,000 dollars unless approved by Common Council.
Analysis: The total project cost estimates for bid proposals are below, along with matching grant assistance.
Improvements
Masonry
Painting

Wood
Signage

Don Dulak & Son Masonry Inc - $35,800.00
Bill Wanserski - $9,755.00
Tom's Painting - $6,900.00

Proposed Matching
Grant Assistance
$17,900.00
$4,877.50
$3,450.00

Bill Wanserski - $2,840.00
SRS Construction - $866.00
Tom's Painting - $1600.00
Rapids Sign - $7,900.00
Bushman Electric Crane & Sign - $7,100.00

$1,420.00
$433.00
$1600.00
$3,950.00
$3,550.00

Details
a.
a.
b.
a.
b.
c.
a.
b.

Remove bad joints & tuckpoint
Scrape, prime & paint cornice & wood
Scrape, prime & paint soffits, windows &
wood
Remove deteriorated wood and replace
Remove rotted wood and replace
Replace all rotten wood
Fix existing sign: neon, paint, wire
Install three stationary awnings

Cost

TOTAL
(Lowest Bid)

$50,666.00

$25,333.00

Findings: The requested assistance is $25.333.00. This standard is met.
7. The applicant is current on all real estate and personal property taxes, has provided proof of insurance, and
has no outstanding amounts owed to the City of Stevens Point.
Analysis: Proof of insurance has been provided however it does not show current coverage. Property taxes are
current there are no outstanding amounts owed to the City.
Findings: Staff would recommend that the applicant submit proof of insurance showing current coverage.
8. The project meets all components outlined within the Downtown Design Guidelines.
Analysis: The design standards that apply to this request, regarding windows, doors, signage and
masonry/materials are met.
Findings: This standard is met.
9. The project conforms to all zoning regulations within Chapter 23 of the Revised Municipal Code.
Analysis: Only exterior work to the façade is being proposed. Proper building permits will be obtained if
necessary.
Findings: This standard is met.

Ranking of Projects for Grant Funds
Generally, projects having the greatest aesthetic impact will be given first priority. Priority will also be given to the
following:
1. Projects that will encourage other restoration or redevelopment within the downtown TIF District area.
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Findings: The buildings are located along Main Street in the heart of downtown. Furthermore, both businesses
operating out of the buildings have been in business for several years or decades. Although the first floor
façades have a wooden façade, it offers a unique feature which most likely covers unappealing building features.
Lastly, 949 Main Street sits at a corner which has much more visibility, not to mention the existing historic sign
which draws attention. There is no doubt that the proposed façade improvement activities will encourage other
restoration projects downtown.
2. Buildings where an immediate renovation will stop serious deterioration of the building’s façade.
Findings: The sign, wood, and masonry have all received deterioration from weather. Furthermore, it has been
decades since the sign and masonry have received serious attention. The deterioration and decay will continue if
proposed activities do not occur.
3. Projects that improve the architectural integrity of the building and restore the historic architecture.
Findings: Brick work will improve the architectural integrity
through the filling of mortar and tuckpointing corners. Several
stones are discolored (see photo) and have large joints.
Additionally the previous color scheme is proposed for the
windows, cornice and wood. As mentioned earlier, restoring the
building to its original character would be ideal, however may be
much more costly as it is unknown what exists behind the wood
paneling. Overall, much historical integrity will be restored with
the proposed rehabilitation to the buildings.
4. Buildings where historic or architecturally significant features contributing to the building’s character are in
danger of being lost due to disrepair.
Findings: Like many, these buildings are contributing structures within the historic district. The second floor
retains a greater amount of original detail, including corbelling and a metal cornice complete with brackets.
Original design elements on the first floor are absent as it is covered in wood and windows, except along the
east façade of 949 Main Street. All design elements on the second story will be preserved. Proposed project
activities on the first floor will match to the previous design.
5. Vacant properties where façade improvements would help to improve the overall appearance.
Findings: The property's have tenants in the second floor renting apartments. The first floor of both buildings is
occupied by long standing successful businesses.
6. Projects that demonstrate collaboration and will help to attract people.
Findings: It is anticipated that the renovation will attract customers to the buildings and businesses within.
7. Projects that will result in significant new investment and creation of jobs.
Findings: No new permanent jobs will result from the proposed project.
8. Projects that incorporate mixed uses or multiple tenants.
Findings: Both buildings offer space for commercial tenants on the first floor with the potential for residential
tenants above.
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Building Images

949 & 937 Main Street

937 Main St. - Wooden Panel

949 Main St. - East Facade

949 Main St. - Second Floor

949 Main St. - Extent

937 Main St - Extent
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949 Main St. - North Façade Cornice

949 Main St. - East Façade

949 Main St. - Windows

949 Main St - Sign

Storefronts

937 Main St - Second Floor
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7/23/2013 2:24:05 PM
Name and Address

GVS Property Data Card
Parcel #
Alt Parcel #

M&C of Stevens Point LLC
1601 College Ave
Stevens Point, WI 54481

240832201801

Stevens Point
Land Use

240832201801

Store, Retail / Office

Property Address

Neighborhood

949 Main St

Cntrl Bus & 2nd St area(Comm)

Subdivision

Zoning

Metes And Bounds

Display Note

B3-CENTRAL BUSINESS

OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Owner

Sale Date Amount

M&C of Stevens Point LLC

7/20/1999

Conveyance

$146,000 Warranty Deed

SITE DATA
Actual Frontage

Date

Number

Amount

Square Footage
Acreage

Sale Type
Land & Build.

Purpose

Note

$500 099 Sign
$5,000 042 Interior Renov/Re remodeling Building &
$5,000 002 Air Conditioning &

25.0 8/24/1999 28642
99.0 6/29/1999 28510
2/1/1994 23982
2,475.0

Effective Depth

Page
2802

PERMITS
25.0

Effective Frontage

Volume
56

0.057
2013 ASSESSED VALUE

Class
(2) - B-Commercial

Total

Land

Improvements

Total

$19,600

$85,400

$105,000

$19,600

$85,400

$105,000

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
PRT NENW OF S 32 T24 R8 COM 26F E OF NE COR LOT 4 BLK 5-SE&O ADD TH S 99F TH E 25F TO 3RD ST TH N 99FTH
W25F TO POB (AKA E 1/2 LOT 4 EXC S 30F BLK 5 S E & O ADD 562802

PROPERTY IMAGE

PROPERTY SKETCH

Information considered accurate but not guaranteed.
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Name and Address

GVS Property Data Card
Parcel #
Alt Parcel #

M&C of Stevens Point LLC
1601 College Ave
Stevens Point, WI 54481

240832201801

240832201801

Stevens Point
Land Use
Store, Retail / Office

Property Address

Neighborhood

949 Main St

Cntrl Bus & 2nd St area(Comm)

Subdivision

Zoning

Metes And Bounds

Display Note

B3-CENTRAL BUSINESS

BUILDING SUPERSTRUCTURE DATA

Bldg Sec
1
1

Occupancy

Year

1 Store, Retail (C avg)
2 Office Bldg (C avg)

Area

1877
1877

Framing

Total Area

1
1

13
13

4,950
BASEMENT DATA

Bldg Sec

Hgt

2,475 Masonry - Avg
2,475 Masonry - Avg

COMPONENTS

Adjustment Description

1 Store, Retail - Unfin Bsmnt
1 Store, Retail - Finished Bsmnt

Area

Bldg Sec

Component Description

Area

247
2,228

DETACHED IMPROVEMENTS

Structure

Year Built Square Feet Grade

SITE IMPROVEMENTS

Site Improvement

Condition

STRUCTURE DATA

Units

Age

63

Year Built

1877

Eff. Year

1950

One Bedroom
Two Bedroom
Three Bedroom
Total Units
Stories

2.00

Business Name

Grubba Jewelry/Store

Information considered accurate but not guaranteed.

8/2/2013 9:49:42 AM
Name and Address

GVS Property Data Card
Parcel #
Alt Parcel #

M&C of Stevens Point LLC
1601 College Ave
Stevens Point, WI 54481

240832201802

Stevens Point
Land Use

240832201802

Store, Retail / Warehouse

Property Address

Neighborhood

937 Main St

Cntrl Bus & 2nd St area(Comm)

Subdivision

Zoning

S E & Other Plat

Display Note

B3-CENTRAL BUSINESS

OWNERSHIP HISTORY

Owner

Sale Date Amount

M&C of Stevens Point LLC

7/20/1999

Conveyance

$146,000 Warranty Deed

SITE DATA

Page
2802

Sale Type
Land & Build.

PERMITS

Actual Frontage

25.0

Effective Frontage

25.0 3/18/2002 30572

Effective Depth

90.0

Square Footage

Volume
56

Date

Number

Amount

Purpose

$650 066 Plumbing

Note
hwh & sink

2,250.0

Acreage

0.052
2013 ASSESSED VALUE

Class

Land

(2) - B-Commercial

Total

Improvements

Total

$14,800

$34,600

$49,400

$14,800

$34,600

$49,400

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
N 90 F OF W 1/2 FRAC LOT 4 BLK 5 ORIG PLAT S E & O 562802

PROPERTY IMAGE

PROPERTY SKETCH

Information considered accurate but not guaranteed.

8/2/2013 9:49:43 AM
Name and Address

GVS Property Data Card
Parcel #
Alt Parcel #

M&C of Stevens Point LLC
1601 College Ave
Stevens Point, WI 54481

240832201802

240832201802

Stevens Point
Land Use
Store, Retail / Warehouse

Property Address

Neighborhood

937 Main St

Cntrl Bus & 2nd St area(Comm)

Subdivision

Zoning

S E & Other Plat

Display Note

B3-CENTRAL BUSINESS

BUILDING SUPERSTRUCTURE DATA

Bldg Sec
1
1

Occupancy

Year

1 Store, Retail (C avg)
2 Warehse, Storage (C avg)

Area

1877
1877

Framing

Total Area

1
1

13
13

4,500
BASEMENT DATA

Bldg Sec

Hgt

2,250 Masonry - Avg
2,250 Masonry - Avg

COMPONENTS

Adjustment Description

1 Store, Retail - Finished Bsmnt
2 Store, Retail - Unfin Bsmnt

Area

Bldg Sec

Component Description

Area

247
2,228

DETACHED IMPROVEMENTS

Structure

Year Built Square Feet Grade

SITE IMPROVEMENTS

Site Improvement

Condition

STRUCTURE DATA

Units

Age

63

Year Built

1877

Eff. Year

1950

One Bedroom
Two Bedroom
Three Bedroom
Total Units
Stories

2.00

Business Name

Store w/ warehouse above

Information considered accurate but not guaranteed.

Memo

Michael Ostrowski, Director
Community Development
City of Stevens Point
1515 Strongs Avenue
Stevens Point, WI 54481
Ph: (715) 346-1567 • Fax: (715) 346-1498
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com

City of Stevens Point – Department of Community Development
To:

Historic Preservation / Design Review Commission

From:

Michael Ostrowski and Kyle Kearns

CC:
Date:

8/14/2013

Re:

Determination of Eligibility (DOE) submission of potential historic districts or sites to
the Wisconsin Historical Society regarding the Business 51 road reconstruction
project.

The City of Stevens Point has contracted with AECOM to perform necessary analysis and studies
regarding the business 51 road reconstruction project. Most recently they performed determinations of
eligibility (DOE) forms for the following districts and or sites that are or have been recommended eligible
for the National Register of Historic Places:
1. Pine Street - Plover Street District
2. Clark Street - Main Street District
3. Soo Line Locomotive 2713
During the planning process for the road reconstruction project, the Wisconsin Department of
Transportation must consider the districts and locomotive above as if they were listed on the National
Register of Historic Places. The districts above were recently identified in the City's 2011 Intensive
Survey which again, has prompted these DOE's. Furthermore, much of the information presented within
the DOE's came directly from the Survey, only summarized. The State Historical Society will review them
only after the HP/DRC has had adequate time to review and express concern or comment. Review
occurs to ensure the road reconstruction project will have no adverse affects on the districts, sites or
potential districts. Furthermore, they are reviewed to evaluate and determine National Register criteria
for districts and/or structures.
Staff has reviewed the three determinations of eligibility forms and has no concerns at this time, but has
reached out to AECOM to request information. Maps for each of the identified districts and/or sites are
attached, along with the cover letter. Full DOE's will be provided at the meeting.
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