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Members:

AGENDA
HISTORIC PRESERVATION/DESIGN
REVIEW COMMISSION

Date and Time:

June 7, 2017
04:00 PM

Location:

Lee Beveridge (Chair)
Tori Jennings (Alder)
Tim Siebert
Sarah Scripps
Thomas Baldischwiler
Joseph Debauche (Alt. 1)
Robert Woehr (Alt. 2)
City Conference Room
1515 Strongs Avenue
Stevens Point, WI 54481

1. Roll call.
Discussion and possible action on the following:
2.

Report for the May 3, 2017 meeting.

3. Design review request from Greg Wright, representing Create Portage County, relating to the approval of a mural on
the west façade of the building located at 925 Clark Street, Stevens Point WI (Parcel ID 281240832201902).
4. Design review request from Bushman Electric Crane & Sign, representing Delta Dental, to install a wall sign
outside the signable area and exceeding the total sign allowance at 1265 Main Street, Stevens Point WI
(Parcel ID: 281240832202718).
5. Design review request from Ward Wolff, representing the Church of Intercession, for a metal roofing
material at 1417 Church Street (Parcel ID 281240832100705).
6. Design review request from Michael Daniels to reroof his house with a metal roof at 2008 Clark Street,
Stevens Point WI (Parcel ID 281240832103517).
7. Design review request from Eric and Alicia Skrenes for the installation of wooden windows on the second floor
balcony at 1408 Clark Street, Stevens Point WI (Parcel ID 281240832100616).
8. Design Review request from Austin Lamb to construct an addition onto the front of the detached garage at
1532 Clark Street, Stevens Point WI (Parcel ID: 281240832100623).
9. Staff update.
10. Adjourn.

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that any person who has special needs while attending these meetings or needs agenda materials for these
meetings should contact the City Clerk as soon as possible to ensure that a reasonable accommodation can be made. The City Clerk
can be reached by telephone at (715) 346-1569 or by mail at 1515 Strongs Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481.
Maps further defining the above area(s) may be obtained from the City of Stevens Point Department of Community Development,
1515 Strongs Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481, or by calling (715) 346-1567, during normal business hours.

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that a quorum of the Common Council may be in attendance at this meeting.
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REPORT OF THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION / DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION
Wednesday, May 3, 2017 – 4:00 PM
City Conference Room
1515 Strongs Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481
PRESENT: Chairperson Beveridge, Alderperson Jennings, Commissioner Baldischwiler, Commissioner
Debauche, and Commissioner Woehr.
ALSO PRESENT: Associate Planner Kearns, Director Ostrowski, Bailey Voigt, Becca Greening, and Mike
Trzinski.
INDEX:
1. Roll Call.

Discussion and possible action on the following:
2. Report for the April 05, 2017 meeting.
3. Design Review request from Bushman Electric Crane & Sign, representing Delta Dental, to install a
wall sign outside the signable area and exceeding the total sign allowance at 1265 Main St Stevens
Point WI (Parcel ID: 281240832202718).
4. Historic signage for districts.
5. Penalty provisions for violators.
6. Notification of historic districts during property sale and purchase.
7. Staff update.
8. Adjourn.

1. Roll Call.
Present: Beveridge, Jennings, Baldischwiler, Debauche, Woehr.
Excused: Siebert, Scripps
Discussion and possible action on the following:
2. Report for the April 05, 2017 meeting.
Commissioner Woehr reported that the Commission was overturned at the Common Council’s
Monday meeting in regards to 1200 Third Street, and cited a comment made by an Alderperson
where they had stated that there had been no representation from the commission in explaining
their rational for the request denial.
Associate Planner Kearns added that the council had required the double door design in their
approval, but that they would be allowed to use aluminum or steel, and that the original doors be
kept on the premises in case a future user wished to utilize them.
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Motion by Commissioner Baldischwiler to approve the report of the April 05, 2017 HP/DRC
meeting; seconded by Commissioner Debauche.
Motion carried 5-0.
3. Design Review request from Bushman Electric Crane & Sign, representing Delta Dental, to install a
wall sign outside the signable area and exceeding the total sign allowance at 1265 Main St Stevens
Point WI (Parcel ID: 281240832202718).
Associate Planner Kearns briefly explained the request from the applicant to install a wall sign
outside the signable area on the south side of 1265 Main Street above the third floor windows, or
the second floor EIFS band near the building roof. While two options had been presented, only one
would be installed. He cited a similar request where the Plan Commission and Historic Preservation /
Design Review Commission had approved Cobblestone Hotel’s signage and also added that the Plan
Commission had approved a sign variance for Delta Dental’s proposed signage during their last
meeting. Given the design guideline standards and existing building signage, the signage was
deemed appropriate and he recommended approval.
Commissioner Woehr asked if the signage request was only for the south side of the building, and
when the existing signage had been approved, and whether they had been approved through the
commission.
Associate Planner Kearns confirmed that the request was only for the south side. In regards to the
existing signage, they had been internally approved by staff 2-3 years ago as they had met the
design guidelines, noting that Ms. Voigt had done both the Thrivent Financial and Wells Fargo signs.
Bailey Voigt noted that the Delta Dental sign would be the same type of construction as the Thrivent
Financial sign with the light shining out of the face of the letter.
Commissioner Debauche asked about the occupancy of the building, to which it was confirmed by
Mr. Trzinski that the building will be fully occupied once Delta Dental moves in.
Director Ostrowski stated that the third floor had been vacant since Ministry Health Care moved its
location.
Bailey Voigt added that while the building contained several professional offices, only the larger
name businesses used the façade signage as part of their branding.
Chairperson Beveridge asked if they were public offices, to which it was confirmed that the Delta
Dental offices would have visitors and be business related.
Commissioner Woehr asked for the reasoning behind the green color option rather than a more
subdued color, to which it was explained that the green was specific to Delta Dental’s national
branding guidelines.
Bailey Voigt presented examples of their branding guidelines. While they had presented a white sign
option, she noted that it would not appear well on the beige building, and added that the green sign
option was preferred and more practical.
Commissioner Woehr asked about the signage on their second building on Hoover Avenue.
Mike Trzinski stated that the signage on the Hoover Avenue building was an unlit, grandfathered
sign, and that it had been removed due to construction. Ms. Greening added that after a branding
audit, the signage was found to be noncompliant with their branding guidelines.
Alderperson Jennings stated that there had been some questions from the Plan Commission in
regards to location and color. She stated her preference for the east side of the façade in terms of
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placement, and the white color sign option. While she understood the branding standards, the
white color was more aesthetically pleasing as opposed to the green which contrasted too heavily
against the building and existing signage, especially in the Downtown Historic District.
Commissioner Woehr asked if it was possible to recreate the construction of the sign in white with a
green border.
Bailey Voigt explained the color options within the staff report. She noted that the included options
had been approved by Delta Dental and any additional would have to go back for approval.
Becca Greening explained that they had explored a similar option, but found it to be too subdued.
She emphasized the importance of their branding standards.
Bailey Voigt explained Associated Bank had similar signage and provided an example, with Ms.
Greening adding that they had explored additional options.
Chairperson Beveridge stated that he saw no issue in allowing the signage.
Commissioner Woehr agreed, with Director Ostrowski then providing examples of similar approved
signage.
Commissioner Debauche expressed that he was pleased with Delta Dental moving in downtown,
and that it was good for the city to see a prominent business downtown.
Becca Greening asked whether they would have to come back to the committee if they wanted to
place an additional sign on the building, to which it was confirmed that they would have to seek
approval.
Chairperson Beveridge stated that there were different guidelines for primary or secondary signs,
their sizes, and facing facades.
Bailey Voigt asked whether the applicant was fine to choose either color option, to which Associate
Planner Kearns confirmed and stated that they would outline the approval within the Design Review
Certificate.
Motion by Commissioner Debauche to approve the Design Review request from Bushman Electric
Crane & Sign, representing Delta Dental, to install a wall sign outside the signable area and
exceeding the total sign allowance at 1265 Main St Stevens Point WI (Parcel ID:
281240832202718); seconded by Commissioner Baldischwiler.
Motion Carried 5-0.
4. Historic signage for districts.
Associate Planner Kearns summarized that the following three agenda items were requested to be
brought up for discussion. In regards to signage, he noted, they didn’t necessarily have a budget, but
it was something they could plan for in the future.
Director Ostrowski quickly noted that rather than filing a document for every document, the
Registry of Deeds Department would allow them to record a single document for each district that
would be on the deed of every property within the district. This in coordination with another item,
such as signage, he stated, would be very beneficial.
Commissioner Baldischwiler agreed that it made sense as some residents did not realize they were
in a historic district, with Director Ostrowski adding that some realtors will or will not let them know
they’re in a historic district, while others simply may not know at all.
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Commissioner Woehr stated that the purchaser of the property would generally not see the title
search until after they sign the paperwork.
Director Ostrowski explained that it was just another way to notify them that they were in a district.
When they had started the façade improvement grant program, he explained, they had sent out
notification letters detailing requirements and guidelines. While it took a while to catch on, it was
helpful as not every home or business owner may know about the district.
Commissioner Woehr asked whether small notices could be placed with the tax notices.
Associate Planner Kearns explained that a concern about using tax notices as a way to send other
items, would be that people may consider it junk if it’s the first thing they saw, and potentially
ignore the tax bill by accident. It could also open up requests from other departments to do
something similar within the tax bill and then it would become a huge avenue for the city to
advertise through tax bills.
Director Ostrowski noted that they did not have such a huge number of properties that they could
not do a direct mailing, with Associate Planner Kearns adding that there were roughly 350-400
properties. Even with mailing costs, it would most likely save staff time in the long term.
Chairperson Beveridge asked whether they were going to be noted in the legal description of the
property with a CSM reference number, to which Director Ostrowski stated that they would be
noted in the legal description, not on a CSM. They would have to work with the Register of Deeds on
the specifics.
Associate Planner Kearns stated that the next step would be for the City Surveyor to draft legal
descriptions of the districts, have it run by the Register of Deeds for a better understanding of the
process, and then bring it back to the committee for a final review.
Chairperson Beveridge explained that once a property is listed, the data sheet has to be turned over
to the MLS listing within 24 hours, adding that there may be somewhere on the data sheet where
you could list it as a historic property.
Associate Planner Kearns, bringing it back to Agenda Item 4, asked whether the commission wished
to pursue updating signage or direct staff to budget for those costs, as well as describing additional
options such as working with design students.
Commissioner Woehr recommended against placing signage in the ground, and Chairperson
Beveridge suggested signage similar to street signs with a plaques at the top.
Commissioner Woehr suggested they take advantage of street sign posts and place a ‘Historic
District’ sign below the existing street name sign, noting that it would be cost effective.
Associate Planner Kearns stated that they would have to confirm with the Public Works Department
with using existing street sign posts, as they liked to keep the street signs clear of all other
information. However, they could also look at placing them on a street light near that location or
other public right-of-way poles to save some costs.
Director Ostrowski suggested that color could be used to differentiate the historic districts. This
would eliminate the need for more than one sign.
Commissioner Woehr reiterated that if the signs were placed on the street signs or near the vicinity
of the street signs, it would increase awareness of being within a historic district, as well as there
being less of a chance of vandalism.
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Commissioner Debauche mentioned that it would also be good for potential buyers. Overall, he
agreed that signage needed to be looked into more, noting that the design of the signs should be
consistent across all signs, whether they be street signs, large signs, or plaques.
Alderperson Jennings explained that she was working with the Public Works Department in
addressing sign clutter along Clark Street, and recommended against putting up any additional signs.
She liked the idea of changing the color of the street sign or having decorative caps on the poles to
differentiate historic districts.
There was a general consensus of wanting to pursue signage options for historic districts.
5. Penalty provisions for violators.
The Ordinance Enforcement Penalty Dichotomies handout created by Commissioner Woehr was
distributed.
Chairperson Beveridge stated that there was a need to enforce the penalty provisions by briefly
summarizing a recent situation in which work had been done on a historic home without prior
approval. That request, once it came before the commission, was denied, and went to public
protections for an appeal. Ultimately the Common Council had accepted their request.
Commissioner Woehr cited other examples where work has been performed without prior approval
and permits. While going through the penalties relating to the ordinances, he found that the
penalties for Historic Preservation/Design Review were not consistent, or as harsh, as other items.
At the very least, he stated, they should know to come to the Building Department for permits even
if they didn’t know they were in the historic district.
Alderperson Jennings asked why fines were not issued for a particular case, to which Associate
Planner Kearns explained that when requests were made to the commission, it’s was typically in
good faith and if work started, applicant were asked to stop. They didn’t want to create a bad
reputation for the commission or Community Development Department as a result of fining
applicants during a waiting period to see if they had been granted approval or denied. However, if
someone chose not to come before the commission and they continued to perform work, there was
value in having them pay the penalties and going through the correct avenues.
Director Ostrowski further explained that a lot of the time, property owners didn’t always know they
were in a historic district. In addition to being able to issue citations on a daily basis, there was
another chapter that outlined additional fees and forfeitures for specific violations, and between
service and court fees, the costs could be much greater than $100.00. He understood the
frustrations of having work performed on historic structures without prior approval, but cautioned
against a fast and hard approach as it was possible to create a negative reputation for the
commission. He added that they were already looking into increasing some of the fees, charges, and
fines for not pulling permits.
Chairperson Beveridge asked whether the request to appeal for double doors as 1201 Third Street
had been noticed to the department, to which Associate Planner Kearns stated that the applicant
provided notice.
Director Ostrowski stated that they needed a combination of items, such as education, penalty
provisions, and financial resources in order to aid people in maintaining their homes as they could
get very costly. While the façade grant program had assisted in cleaning and retrofitting a lot of
buildings, they needed to expand the program to residential areas as well.
Commissioner Woehr asked if they needed to pressure the Finance Committee for additional funds,
to which Director Ostrowski stated that it would most likely be a request to the Common Council.
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Director Ostrowski explained that it had initially taken a bit of time for the program to get off the
ground, but when it did, the funds went quickly as exterior renovations were very costly.
Chairperson Beveridge asked if the Common Council could overrule an electrical or plumbing
violation like they could overrule Historic Preservation. He explained that the combined knowledge
of the commission on historic matters far exceeded that of the Common council, and yet they
overturned their decisions.
Director Ostrowski explained that the right to appeal was within the City Ordinance, and added that
it was important to make the council members knowledgeable about the design guidelines, and why
they were important.
Chairperson Beveridge stated that he would have attended the meeting if he knew it would have
helped, to which Commissioner Debouche asked if they could be notified if there was going to be an
appeal.
Commissioner Woehr stated that a comment had been made by an Alderperson that there had been
no representation for Historic Preservation at the appeal. He also noted that the Mayor had made a
comment about the Historic Preservation Commission being advisory to the Common Council, but
rather it was a standalone body with a separate appeal process, adding that it was important that
the Alders were aware of the distinction.
Alderperson Jennings asked if the façade grant could be placed as an item for a future agenda item.
In the interim, she asked how those funds were replenished.
Director Ostrowski briefly explained the original source of the funds, and some ways in which they
could go about replenishing those funds in the future. He stated that he wanted to put together a
document showing the benefits of the program prior to presenting it to council, noting that they
already had several projects waiting on additional funds.
Alderperson Jennings commented that Appleton had taken an aggressive approach in regenerating
their area by buying homes and tearing them down. If something similar could happen along Clark
Street, homes could be bought, improved, and converted, which could lead to creating a continuous
historic coordinator.
Director Ostrowski stated that it would be a good conversation for the Redevelopment Authority.
Commissioner Woehr asked on the status of Edgewater Manor, to which Director Ostrowski stated
that while they were waiting for additional wall specific data, they were moving forward.
6. Notification of historic districts during property sale and purchase.
This item was discussed under Agenda Item 4.
7. Staff update.
Associate Planner Kearns stated that the only update was in regards to the appeals which were
previously discussed during Agenda Item 2, the review of minutes.
8. Adjourn.
Meeting adjourned at 5:03PM.
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Attachment Pertaining to Item 5: Ordinance Enforcement Penalty Dichotomies
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Memo

Plan Staff
Community Development
City of Stevens Point
1515 Strongs Avenue
Stevens Point, WI 54481
Ph: (715) 346-ϭϱϲϳͻ&Ăǆ͗;ϳϭϱͿϯϰϲ-1498

To:

,ŝƐƚŽƌŝĐWƌĞƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶͬĞƐŝŐŶZĞǀŝĞǁŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ

&ƌŽŵ͗

WůĂŶ^ƚĂĨĨ

ĂƚĞ͗

ϱͬϮ4ͬϮϬϭϳ

Subject:

ĞƐŝŐŶƌĞǀŝĞǁƌequest from Greg Wright, representing ƌĞĂƚĞWŽƌƚĂŐĞŽƵŶƚǇ͕ƌĞůĂƚŝŶŐƚŽ
ƚŚĞĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůŽĨĂŵƵƌĂůŽŶƚŚĞǁĞƐƚ ĨĂĕĂĚĞŽĨƚŚĞďƵŝůĚŝŶŐůŽĐĂƚĞĚĂƚϵϮϱ ůĂƌŬ^ƚƌĞĞƚ,
Stevens Point WI ;WĂƌĐĞů/ϮϴϭϮϰϬϴϯϮϮϬϭϵϬϮ)

'ƌĞŐtƌŝŐŚƚ͕ƌĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚŝŶŐƌĞĂƚĞWŽƌƚĂŐĞŽƵŶƚǇ͕ƌĞĐĞŝǀĞĚ
Historic PƌĞƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶĂƉƉƌŽǀĂůƉƌĞǀŝŽƵƐůǇƚŽƵƚŝůŝǌĞƚŚĞƐƉĂĐĞ
ĚĞƉŝĐƚĞĚďĞůŽǁĂƚϵϮϱůĂƌŬ^ƚƌĞĞƚĨŽƌĂŵƵƌĂůƌĞůĂƚŝŶŐƚŽthe
^ƚĞǀĞŶƐWŽŝŶƚƌĞǁĞƌǇ͘&ŽƌŵŽƌĞŝŶĨŽƌŵĂƚŝŽŶƌĞŐĂƌĚŝŶŐƚŚĞ
ĂƉƉƌŽǀĂů͕ƐĞĞƚŚĞĂƚƚĂĐŚĞĚŵĞĞƚŝŶŐŵŝŶƵƚĞƐ͘
ƌĞĂƚĞWŽƌƚĂŐĞŽƵŶƚǇŚĂǀĞƐŽůŝĐŝƚĞĚĂƌƚŝƐƚƐ͕ŽŶĞŽĨǁŚŝĐŚ
they’ǀĞĐŚŽƐĞŶƚŽĐƌĞĂƚĞƚŚĞŵƵƌĂů͘&ŝŶĂůĚĞƐŝŐŶƐŚĂǀĞŶŽƚǇĞƚ
ďĞĞŶĐƌĞĂƚĞĚŚŽǁĞǀĞƌǁŝůůůŝŬĞůǇďĞƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚďĞĨŽƌĞŽƌĂƚthe
ŵĞĞƚŝŶŐĨŽƌƌĞǀŝĞǁďǇƚŚĞŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶ͘
EŽƚĞĂůƐŽƚŚĂƚ ƚǁŽŽƉƚŝŽŶƐǁŝůůďĞƉƌĞƐĞŶƚĞĚ͗ŽŶĞ͕ĂŵƵƌĂů
ǁŝƚŚŝŶƚŚĞĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚĂƌĞĂ͕ĂŶĚƚǁŽ͕ĂůĂƌŐĞƌŵƵƌĂůŽƵƚƐŝĚĞŽĨ
ƚŚĞĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚĂƌĞĂ͘WůĞĂƐĞƌĞĨĞƌĞŶĐĞƚŚĞŵĞĞƚŝŶŐŵŝŶƵƚĞƐ
ĂŶĚͬŽƌƐƚĂĨĨƌĞƉŽƌƚĨŽƌmore insight ŽŶƚŚĞĂƉƉƌŽǀĞĚĂƌĞĂ͕
occurring ŽŶ&ĞďƌƵĂƌǇϭ͕ϮϬϭϳ͘
ŵĂƉĂŶĚĂĚĚŝƚŝŽŶĂůƉŚŽƚŽƐŽĨƚŚĞǁĞƐƚern ĨĂĕĂĚĞ ŽĨϵϮϱůĂƌŬ^ƚƌĞĞƚŚĂǀĞďĞĞŶƉƌŽǀŝĚĞĚďĞůŽǁ͘EŽƚĞ
ĂŐĂŝŶƚŚĂƚƚŚĞ,ŝƐƚŽƌŝĐWƌĞƐĞƌǀĂƚŝŽŶ ͬĞƐŝŐŶZĞǀŝĞǁŽŵŵŝƐƐŝŽŶƐŚĂůůĂƉƉƌŽǀĞƚŚĞŵƵƌĂůĨŽƌƚŚĞĂƌĞĂ
ĂŶĚƉƌĞǀŝŽƵƐůǇƌĞƋƵŝƌĞĚƚŚĞĨŽůůŽǁŝŶŐƚŽďĞĂĚŚĞƌĞĚ͗
1. The mural design shall be submitted for review and approval before the Historic Preservation
Design Review Commission.
2. The paintable mural area shall not encroach into the unpainted brick and shall be confined to
the space identified on the picture.
3. Artwork shall incorporate history and shall not be a sign. Should text be used, its basis shall
be solely based on historical relevance.
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REPORT OF THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION / DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION
Wednesday, February 1, 2017 – 4:00 PM
City Conference Room
1515 Strongs Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481
PRESENT: Chairperson Beveridge, Alderperson Ryan, Commissioner Siebert, Commissioner Scripps,
Commissioner Baldischwiler, Commissioner Debauche, and Commissioner Woehr.
ALSO PRESENT: Associate Planner Kearns, Director Ostrowski, Noah Eschenbauch, Julie Birrenkott, Brian
Elza, and Greg Wright.
INDEX:
1. Approval of the report of the December 7, 2016 HP/DRC meeting.
2. Request from Greg Wright, representing the property owner, for design review to create a mural on
the west façade of the building located at 925 Clark Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2019-02).
3. Request from the City of Stevens Point for design review of exterior façade changes at Edgewater
Manor, 1450 Water Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2019-33).
4. Staff Update
5. Adjourn

1. Approval of the report of the December 7, 2016 HP/DRC meeting.
Motion by Commissioner Scripps to approve the report of the December 6, 2016 HP/DRC meeting;
seconded by Commissioner Siebert.
Motion carried 5-0.
2. Request from Greg Wright, representing the property owner, for design review to create a mural on
the west façade of the building located at 925 Clark Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2019-02).
Associate Planner Kearns explained that Greg Wright, applicant representing the property owner
and Executive Director of CREATE Portage County, had inquired about having a mural done on the
west façade of 925 Clark Street in collaboration with the Stevens Point Brewery. He noted that no
designs had been submitted as they did not want to pursue artists if they first did not have approval
from the commission to move forward. Mr. Kearns explained that while the design guidelines stated
that unpainted masonry should not be painted, there was an existing section on the west façade
masonry that had been previously painted. He referenced a historic photo showing the painted
surface area, noting that the larger portion had been painted over the original signage, and that the
smaller portion was now being used as a no parking sign.
Chairperson Beveridge asked when the original sign had been painted over.
Associate Planner Kearns stated that he was uncertain of the date, adding that the property owner,
Noah Eschenbauch, had received a façade grant for improvements.
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Noah Eschenbauch, owner of 925 Clark Street, stated that the sign had been painted over prior to
the property’s purchase. He also expanded on the façade grant, noting that the majority of the grant
had been for the face of the building which had included windows, tuckpointing, entry doors, and
other minimal items.
Director Ostrowski estimated that the no parking sign had been painted in 2009 or 2010.
Associate Planner Kearns reiterated that while the design guidelines stated that paint should not be
applied to masonry that wasn’t historically painted, there was existing paint, and that the removal of
that existing paint could wreck the brick or historic sign with attempts to uncover it. He
recommended approving the request for the mural in the location of the existing paint only with the
conditions outlined within the staff report.
Chairperson Beveridge asked whether the no parking signs were of any value and if they were
providing information that couldn’t be accessed elsewhere.
Noah Eschenbauch was uncertain of its origin and stated that there weren’t any designated parking
spots in that lot. They also did not typically allow anyone to park on the side for the proposed mural.
He didn’t anticipate any issue with having the sign removed, adding that the Galaxy Comics and
Games owner, Chris Randazzo, was vigilant in monitoring the parking lot.
Commissioner Siebert asked whether there were any thoughts or themes being proposed for the
mural.
Greg Wright stated that they were looking to do something that would commemorate the 160th
Anniversary of the Stevens Point Brewery, in addition to contributing to the growing downtown
mural collection, noting that they were waiting for approval to move forward prior to sending out a
call to artists. He reassured the commission that the concept would come back to the commission
for final approval.
Alderperson Ryan asked whether the area provided was satisfactory to what they had in mind, to
which Julie Birrenkott noted that they would have to review the size internally and with the owner.
Alderperson Ryan asked on the dimensions of the allotted space, to which Associate Planner Kearns
estimated roughly 8 feet wide by 20 feet tall.
Greg Wright asked whether the right side could drop straight down for aesthetic purposes to create
a uniform shape, rather than an irregular one, noting that he did understand they would be painting
on a previously unpainted surface, however minimal.
Commissioner Scripps asked for clarification if any other murals had passed through the commission
since the design review guidelines had been set, and if so, if they had been done on unpainted
masonry.
Chairperson Beveridge stated that all murals had come through the commission, with some of them
being painted directly onto the walls while others had been painted onto boards and then mounted.
Director Ostrowski stated that the latest mural had been done on the west façade of the Divepoint
Scuba Paddle & Adventure Center, adding that it had been a great addition to the downtown area.

Page 2 of 8

Page 13 of 86

The proposed mural location, he continued, would also be a good addition to Clark Street as it was
in a very visible location and it would be covering up paint and a no parking side on the façade.
Commissioner Woehr pointed out that the mural on the Divepoint Scuba building could only be seen
when walking or if a driver looked into their rearview mirror since it was a one-way street. In
comparison, the proposed mural location on Clark Street was in the entrance way to the city’s
downtown area. He expressed concern over the possible content of the mural, adding that he would
rather it show historic significance and that it stay away from any sort of advertisement.
Commissioner Siebert also expressed concern in the content of the proposed mural. The fox mural
on Divepoint Scuba, he stated, had been outside the realm of what the mural system was intended
for, to portray the city’s history. He asked that the mural remain in a format that told the story of
the Stevens Point Brewery in order to keep in line with its historic context.
Greg Wright explained that the fox mural on Divepoint Scuba had been considered in order to push
the conversation of having more public art focused murals downtown, adding that they had since
received a great response to the fox mural. He explained that there was strong evidence to support
the role of public art, especially in historic parts of a community, as it drew people into the area,
thus providing economic value. Lastly, he noted it had been picked up by the Fort Collins Project, a
national review of murals.
Chairperson Beveridge commented that they had been approving murals for a long time, and that
the background in supporting them was clear. He reminded the commission that they were deciding
on whether the location for the mural was acceptable.
Motion by Commissioner Scripps to approve the request from Greg Wright, representing the
property owner, for design review to create a mural on the west façade of the building located at
925 Clark Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2019-02) subject to the following conditions:
1. The mural design shall be submitted for review
and approval before the Historic Preservation
Design Review Commission.
2. The paintable mural area shall not encroach into
the unpainted brick and shall be confined to the
space identified on the picture.
3. Artwork shall incorporate history and shall not be
sign.
a si
ign. Should text be used, its basis shall be solely
based on historical relevance.
Siebert.
seconded by Commissioner
C
Motion Carried 5-0.

3. Request from the City of Stevens Point for design review of exterior façade changes at Edgewater
Manor, 1450 Water Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2019-33).
Chairperson Beveridge asked whether any thought had gone into a method that could adhere the
brick back onto the structure, to which Director Ostrowski stated that from a safety perspective, it
would likely be better to with go with a full replacement rather than attempting to preserve the
Page 3 of 8

Page 14 of 86

Administrative Staff Report
Bailey Voigt
Design Review - Signage
1265 Main Street
May 24, 2017
Applicant(s):
x

Bailey Voigt, Representing Delta
Dental

Staff:
x Michael Ostrowski, Director
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com
x Kyle Kearns, Associate Planner
kkearns@stevenspoint.com
Parcel Number(s):
x 2408-32-2027-18
Zone(s):
x "B-3" Central Business District

Request
Design Review request from Bushman Electric Crane & Sign,
representing Delta Dental, to install a wall sign outside the signable
area and exceeding the total sign allowance at 1265 Main Street,
Stevens Point WI (Parcel ID: 281240832202718).
Attachment(s)
x
x

Lot Information (Approximate):
x Frontage (feet): 368
x Depth (feet): 88
x Square Footage: 26,696
x Acreage: 0.61

Application
Sign Rendering

Findings of Fact
x
x

Master Plan:
x Commercial
Council District:
x District 1 - Jennings

Department of Community Development

x
x

The property is zoned "B-3" Central Business District.
A sign variance has also been request, as required by the Sign Code
The Uniform Sign Code requires that wall sign be placed above
storefront transom windows and below second floor sills.
Furthermore, the ordinance requires graphics to be limited to 40% of
the signable area.
The proposed wall sign is above the third floor windows.
Pertinent design guidelines regarding signage shall be met.

Staff Recommendation
Staff would recommend approving the design review request for the proposed
sign at 1265 Main Street. The proposed request must also receive a sign
variance through the Plan Commission and Common Council.

Structure Information:
x Height: 3 Stories
x Age: 2007
Current Use:
x Commercial – Multi-Tenant
Applicable Regulations:
x Chapter 22
x Design Guidelines
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Vicinity Map

Background
Bailey Voigt, representing a new business, Delta Dental,
located in 1265 Main Street is requesting design review
to install a wall sign outside of the signable area. One
sign was recently approved on the south building façade
in a similar location. A second sign is now proposed on
the north side of the building above the third floor
windows to advertise for Delta Dental. Again, two
options for the sign have been presented (see
attached).
Below are proposed sign details:
Wall Sign – Internally Illuminated Channel Letter
x
x
x
x

Material: Channel Letter, mounted to raceway
Size: Approx. 46 square feet (20’ x 2.2’)
Design: Logo + Lettering
Lighting: Internally lit LED

x
x

Lighting: Internally lit LED
Location: Above Third Floor Windows

x

Location: Above Third Floor Windows
Page 2 of 4
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CHAPTER 22: HISTORIC PRESERVATION
Division 5.02 Regulation of Construction, Reconstruction, Alteration, and Demolition
No owner or person in charge of a historic structure or historic site, or property located within a historic district shall
reconstruct, alter, or demolish all or any part of the exterior of such property or construct any improvement upon such
designated property or properties or cause or permit any such work to be performed upon such property or demolish
such property unless approval has been granted by the commission.
Upon the filing of any request for a design review certificate with the commission, the commission shall review the
request in accordance with the design guidelines. If the commission determines that the application for a design review
certificate and the proposed changes are consistent with the design guidelines, it shall issue the design review certificate.
Upon the issuance of such certificate, any other required permits shall be obtained.

Guidelines of Review (numbers refer to guideline standards)
***Other standards within the design guidelines not specifically mentioned below have been reviewed and are met
or not applicable pertaining to the proposed building improvement activities.
SIGNS (Sec. 4.4)
1. The request for design review meets all applicable requirements of the sign regulations of the City of Stevens
Point.
Analysis: The sign is proposed outside of the signable area, described as the area above the first floor transom
windows and below the second floor sill line. Furthermore, the sign is proposed on the north façade where
signage in the signable exists, and would exceed the sign allowance requirement.
Findings: A sign variance and design review has been granted for a sign on the southern façade previously. This
request has been made due to the visibility on the north side and the one-way street adjacent to the property.
Given the above, another sign variance has been requested which staff can provide further details at the
meeting. Precedent may have been set with the approval of the previous sign. Therefore, staff would
recommend approval.
5. Signs attached to an historic structure should be mounted so than no significant architectural feature is
concealed or damaged.
Analysis: The sign is proposed above the third floor windows near the building roof along the EIFS band.
Findings: No architectural building elements exist within this location or are in jeopardy of being concealed. The
existing signage within the signable area is attached similarily to the EIFS band.
6. Wall signs on commercial building should be flush-mounted in appropriate locations in the wall space above
the storefront.
Analysis: The proposed sign is of a channel letter design which will be attached to a raceway and internally
illuminated.
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Findings: While the sign is not flush mounted, it will be a few inches from the building and will mirror the
existing sign attachment.
12. Historic Sign Materials such as wood, metal, and masonry are preferred for sign construction. Contemporary
materials such as plastic and vinyl are permitted if they are of high quality, sturdy material and do not
produce glare.
Analysis: The sign is proposed to be constructed of a composite synthetic material that is similar to signs already
existing on the building. The sign logo, coloring, and letter font will differ from the existing signs.
Findings: The signs existing within the signable area have been there for several years and do not show signs of
disrepair. Therefore, the proposed sign should constructed of a sturdy material.
13. External Lighting, such as gooseneck style is preferred over back lit or internally lit wall, projecting and
freestanding signs.
Analysis: Internal LED individual letter lighting is proposed for the sign.
Findings: While gooseneck style lighting is recommended, the building is of a modern construction era and does
not have existing gooseneck lighting. If approved, the sign may be more aesthetically pleasing being internally lit
than having a gooseneck style light near the building’s roof.
In conclusion, this request is similar to the previous request for signage on the south building façade which was
approved. Due to the building size, street frontages, one-ways and visibility, the request is appropriate. Sign size and
materials seem appropriate on the building, given the design guideline standards and the existing building signage.
Again, it is important to note also that the B-3 Central Business District sign ordinance was written to target building and
signage primarily on Main and Clark Street, which have a single façade, limited visibility, small lots, and mixed uses. The
ordinance does not accommodate for large standalone buildings such as the requested building. However, staff has
recommend an ordinance change to the sign code which will be presented at the June Plan Commission and Council
meetings. Lastly, if signage is placed within the vacant signable area to the east along Church Street, advertisement
would be restricted significantly. Furthermore, given the signΖs location within an EIFS band which is limited on the
building, an over-prolific amount of signage shouldn’t result.
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SHOWN ON TOP LEFT SIDE OF SOUTH FASCIA
(WHITE OPTION)
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32” FASCIA BAND HEIGHT

SHOWN ON TOP LEFT SIDE OF SOUTH FASCIA
(GREEN OPTION)
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Administrative Staff Report
Church Reroof
Design Review Request
1417 Church Street
May 26, 2017
Applicant(s):
x Ward Wolff, representing the
Church of Intercession.
Staff:
x Michael Ostrowski, Director
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com
x Kyle Kearns, Associate Planner
kkearns@stevenspoint.com
Parcel Number(s):
x 281240832100705
Zone(s):
x "R-5" Multi-Family ll District

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

Request
Design review request from Ward Wolff, representing the Church of
Intercession, for a metal roofing material at 1417 Church Street
(Parcel ID 281240832100705).
Attachment(s)
x
x

Application
Pictures

City Official Design Review / Historic District
x

Downtown Design Review District

Staff Recommendation

Council District:
x District 1 – Jennings
Lot Information:
x Actual Frontage: 264 feet
x Effective Depth: 128 feet
x Square Footage: 17,440
x Acreage: 0.40
Structure Information:
x Year Built: 1892
x Number of Stories: 2
Current Use:
x Residential

Based on the findings below, staff would recommend approval of the request
to reroof the Church with a metal roof as proposed and subject to the
following conditions at 1417 Church Street:
1. Applicable building permits shall be obtained.
2. No architectural features or elements found on the structure shall be
removed or covered.
3. The metal roof shall match appropriately with the color of the church.
The applicant shall submit a final color to be reviewed and approved
by the chairperson and designated agent.
4. The approval shall also include any detached structures.

Applicable Regulations:
x Chapter 22
x Downtown Design Guidelines
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Vicinity Map

Scope of Work
The applicant is requesting a design review of a reroofing
material for the church at 1417 Church Street. The Church of
the Intercession is no longer operating within the building and
the entire property is for sale. The roof is in dire need of
repair and has not previously been repaired due to the
inability to service the roof with equipment because of
adjacent above ground power lines. Burying the power lines
to access the roof costs tens of thousands of dollars. However
it may be pursued by potential buyers of the property.
Slate tile currently exists as the roofing material. The
applicant is looking for feedback on using a metal roofing
material that resembles the stone of slate tile. The metal
roofing material has a stone coated look and comes in several
colors and patterns.
Further details and photographs have been provided by the
applicant and are attached, including a bid and product brochure.
Page 2 of 5
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Pertinent guidelines have been reviewed below regarding the reroofing request.
CHAPTER 22: HISTORIC PRESERVATION
Division 5.02 Regulation of Construction, Reconstruction, Alteration, and Demolition
No owner or person in charge of a historic structure or historic site, or property located within a historic district shall
reconstruct, alter, or demolish all or any part of the exterior of such property or construct any improvement upon such
designated property or properties or cause or permit any such work to be performed upon such property or demolish
such property unless approval has been granted by the commission.
Upon the filing of any request for a design review certificate with the commission, the commission shall review the
request in accordance with the design guidelines. If the commission determines that the application for a design review
certificate and the proposed changes are consistent with the design guidelines, it shall issue the design review certificate.
Upon the issuance of such certificate, any other required permits shall be obtained.

Guidelines of Review (numbers below pertain to the pertinent guideline standards)
***Other standards within the design guidelines not specifically mentioned below have been reviewed and are met
or not applicable pertaining to the proposed building improvement activities.
ROOF GUIDELINES (Stevens Point Design Guidelines Sec. 3.5)
1. Retain and preserve historic roofs and roofing materials including its
overall design, shape, pitch, and line.
Analysis: The applicant is requesting to replace slate tile with a metal
roof resembling a stone material. Furthermore, the proposed metal roof
has a life expectancy of 50-75 years.
Findings: The current roofing material is in a very deteriorated state.
Design elements of the roof are not proposed to change.
3. Roofs on historic structures are often characterized by their historic
materials including clay tiles, slate or wood shingles, and metal. These
materials should be retained and preserved.
Analysis: Slate tile shingles
currently exist that are in
disrepair.
Findings: The applicant has
proposed a metal roofing
material that resembles shingles
in a variety of designs. The design
proposed however is named
Shingle XD which is a threedimensional type shingle design.
While the design proposed is not
as flush and smooth looking as
tile shingles, it creates a similar
appearance when viewed from a
Page 3 of 5
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distance. Note that the slate tile shingles overlap, similar to the proposed metal. Above is an example of the
roofing product on a church with steeply pitched roofs and similar characteristics as the proposed property. The
proposed shingles should not negatively affect the historic significance of the structure or detract from its
character. Furthermore, the proposed metal roof somewhat maintains the overlapping shingle look as well as
the stone/slate finish. Lastly, architectural roof elements will be maintained and the church preserved for
decades to come.
Upon review and based on the findings above, staff would recommend approving the request to permit a metal roofing
material as proposed with the conditions of approval on page one of the staff report.

Photos
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Tile – Terracotta

DECRA Roofing Systems, Inc., Corona CA

98090176-09/16

877.GO.DECRA [463.3272] | www.decra.com
©2016 DECRA Roofing Systems, Inc.
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Cover Photo: Shake XD – Pinnacle Grey
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Villa Tile – Pompeii Ash
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The Original

Proven History
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Shingle XD – Natural Slate

“
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Yes, DECRA was more expensive,
but the prospect of replacing my roof
regularly was not attractive. I made
my choice; DECRA was installed and
it looked awesome. Sure enough, a
few weeks later we had a hailstorm,
It was the biggest hail I had ever seen
with hail about the size of golf balls.
My DECRA roof came through
perfectly… The neighbors however
were not so fortunate.

Proven history for surviving harsh conditions

DECRA roofs are a proven system, excelling through some of the harshest weather conditions around the world for over 50 years. Steel is
strong and non-combustible (Class A Rated material),* making it an outstanding performer when it comes to hail and fire. The interlocking
panels won’t crack, break, warp, curl or split and they are covered by a transferable Lifetime Limited Warranty, including peace of mind
coverage for winds up to 120 MPH and hail penetration. A DECRA roof is durable, freeze-thaw resistant and will offer richness and beauty
to enhance your home. With the severe weather conditions we have been experiencing, now is a great time for a DECRA stone coated
steel roof to protect your home and family.
*Check your local codes for system requirements.

L
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“

This DECRA
roof reduced
this
family’s
energy use
by 15%.

”

The roof is amazing.
I cannot believe the number
of compliments I receive on
it both from potential home
buyers and people just
passing by.

is a great choice for you.

solution like DECRA

to you, a beautiful, low maintenance roofing

the most important. If appearance is important

owning a DECRA roof and ageless beauty is

Beauty is just one of the many benefits of

Appearance is
essential
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Shake – Shadowood
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Timeless Style

A sustainable
solution

We are committed to manufacturing an

environmentally sustainable product.

Made of steel, DECRA roofing is durable,

longlasting and recyclable at the end of

life. A durable, long-lasting recyclable

product equates to less future raw

materials being used to make new

products. Additionally, installation over

existing roofing materials is possible*,

thereby diverting old roof materials from
landfills.

*Check your local building codes.
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“

”

My greatest joy and
satisfaction comes
from my friends’
reactions to seeing
my new roof for
the first time. I tell
them it is a metal
roof and they say,
‘wow’!

Villa Tile – Rustico Clay
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See the difference

Available in five distinctive profiles, including the largest selection utilizing a concealed

fastener system, a DECRA roof will enhance the look of your home. Regardless of the style
you choose, with a DECRA stone coated steel roof you
select the style you like and enjoy the best performance available.

“Our roof is
beautiful...
You keep the look,
but upgrade the
quality and life of

”
your home.

Shake XD – Pinnacle Grey

Tile/Shake
Color Blends

Charcoal

Shadowood

Chestnut

Terracotta (Tile Only)

Garnet (Tile Only)

Color Swatches: Due to the printing process, colors may vary from actual product.
Please refer to an actual full panel product sample before ordering.

Weathered Timber

Granite Grey
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Tile – Terracotta

Tile
Beauty and Style of
Mediterranean Tile

A DECRA Tile* roof adds a unique elegance to any home,

providing the ideal alternative to traditional tile products
for over 50 years.
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Shake – Granite Grey

Shake

Beauty and Richness of Cedar Shake

DECRA Shake* offers the distinctive beauty and richness of cedar shake,

while providing the durability and longevity of stone coated steel.

*Note: Installed over battens, which offers increased airflow
that provides a reduction in energy consumption.
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Shake XD®
Color Blends

Shake XD
Classic Beauty of
Handsplit Wood Shake
DECRA Shake XD offers the classic
beauty and architectural detail of a
thick, rustic, handsplit
wood shake combined with
the superior performance
and longevity of steel.

Antique Chestnut

Shake XD – Pinnacle Grey

Pinnacle Grey
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Shingle XD – Old Hickory

Shingle XD
Shingle at a Fraction of the Weight
DECRA Shingle XD, with its thick cut edges
and deep distinctive shadow lines, provides greater
dimensionality and a robust appearance that is ideal if
you prefer the look of heavy-cut architectural shingles.

Shingle XD®
Color Blends

Classic Cobblestone

Midnight Eclipse

Natural Slate

Old Hickory

Color Swatches: Due to the printing process, colors
may vary from actual product. Please refer to an
actual full panel product sample before ordering.

Capri Clay

Venetian Gold

Pompeii Ash

Color Swatches: Due to the printing process, colors may vary from actual product. Please refer to an actual full
panel product sample before ordering.

Rustico Clay

Amalfi Sand

Villa Tile Color Blends

Villa Tile – Venetian Gold
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Villa Tile

Classic Elegance of Old World Barrel Tile

DECRA Villa Tile combines the superior performance

of steel with the classic beauty, elegance and

architectural detail of an old world Italian tile.

Durable and lightweight, Villa Tile is walkable and

requires little to no maintenance.
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Why stone-coated steel?
Are metal roofs noisy?
No, the stone coated steel design of a DECRA roof dampens the
sound of the rain and even hail, unlike a non-stone coated metal roof.

Is a metal roof hotter in the summer and colder in the winter?
No, many customers report a reduction in energy costs and improved interior home
comfort during summer and winter months after installing a DECRA roof. Also, a
DECRA roof can be installed over an existing roof, providing additional insulation from
temperature extremes. (check local code requirements)

Is a metal roof dangerous in weather with lightning?
No, metal roofing is both an electrical conductor, and a noncombustible material.

Can I get a discount on my homeowners insurance?
In many states, the Class 4 impact resistance rating can earn a discount on
homeowners insurance. Just ask your local agent for details in your state.

Is a DECRA Roofing System more expensive?
A DECRA roof offers more value for your money. You would have to
purchase and install 2-1/2 shingle roofs for the cost of one DECRA roof.
Like most products you buy, “you get what you pay for.”

Is DECRA the “original stone coated steel roofing system”?
Yes, DECRA has a long history and is the original stone coated steel
roofing system developed by L.J. Fisher in 1957.
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Administrative Staff Report
Replace Roof
Design Review Request
2008 Clark Street
May 24, 2017
Applicant(s):
x Michael Daniels
Staff:
x Michael Ostrowski, Director
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com
x Kyle Kearns, Associate Planner
kkearns@stevenspoint.com
Parcel Number(s):
x 2408-32-1035-17
Zone(s):
x "R-3" Single & Two Family
Residence District
Council District:
x District 3 - Nebel

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

Request
Design Review request from Michael Daniels for a design review
request to reroof his house with a metal roof at 2008 Clark Street,
Stevens Point WI (Parcel ID 281240832103517).
Attachment(s)
x
x

Application
Pictures & Documents

City Official Design Review / Historic District
x

Clark Street Historic District

Staff Recommendation
Based on the findings below, staff would recommend approval of the request
to replace asphalt shingles with a metal roof as proposed and subject to the
following conditions at 2008 Clark Street:

Lot Information:
x Actual Frontage: 75 feet
x Effective Depth: 170 feet
x Square Footage: 12,750
x Acreage: 0.29
Structure Information:
x Year Built: addition 1902 (112
years)
x Number of Stories: 3

1. Applicable building permits shall be obtained.
2. No architectural features or elements found on the home shall be
removed or covered.
3. The metal roof shall match appropriately with the color of the home.
The applicant shall submit a final color to be reviewed and approved
by the chairperson and designated agent.
4. The approval shall also include the detached accessory structure.

Current Use:
x Commercial
Applicable Regulations:
x Chapter 22
x Downtown Design Guidelines
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Vicinity Map

Scope of Work
The applicant has requested to replace the
shingled roof with a metal roof on the entire
home at 2008 Clark Street. From the photo, it is obvious that
the shingles are in need of repair. The applicant has not Ǉet
provided details regarding the color of the proposed roof but
has indicated it would match ƚŚĞhome. Furthermore, the
applicant has provided information regarding the efficiency of
metal roofs and also photographs of other homes with metal
roofs.
CHAPTER 22: HISTORIC PRESERVATION
Division 5.02 Regulation of Construction, Reconstruction,
Alteration, and Demolition
No owner or person in charge of a historic structure or historic
site, or property located within a historic district shall
reconstruct, alter, or demolish all or any part of the exterior of
such property or construct any improvement upon such
designated property or properties or cause or permit any such
work to be performed upon such property or demolish such
Page 2 of 5
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property unless approval has been granted by the commission.
Upon the filing of any request for a design review certificate with the commission, the commission shall review the
request in accordance with the design guidelines. If the commission determines that the application for a design review
certificate and the proposed changes are consistent with the design guidelines, it shall issue the design review certificate.
Upon the issuance of such certificate, any other required permits shall be obtained.

Guidelines of Review
***Other standards within the design guidelines not specifically mentioned below have been reviewed and are met
or not applicable pertaining to the proposed building improvement activities.
ROOF GUIDELINES (Stevens Point Design Guidelines Sec. 3.5)
1. Retain and preserve historic roofs and roofing materials including its overall design, shape, pitch, and line.
Analysis: The applicant is requesting to replace asphalt shingles with a metal roof. Furthermore he has indicated
that the proposal is to increase efficiency and longevity of the roof.
Findings: The current roofing material is not original to the building as asphalt shingleƐ typically have a life
spanof 15-30 years. Staff have not been able to identify the original roofing material.
3. Roofs on historic structures are often characterized by
their historic materials including clay tiles, slate or wood
shingles, and metal. These materials should be retained
and preserved.
Analysis: Asphalt shingles currently exist that are in
disrepair.
Findings: Based on research, no common roof material for
Victorian style homes existed within the period of
construction (1902). Furthermore, in most cases, the roof
material on Victorian homes is not character defining,
while the roof design is a defining characteristic. During the
early and mid-1800’s wood and clay tiles were used as a
roofing material, before galvanized steel roofs became
popular in the late 1800’s and early 1900’s. At that same
time, slate roofing also was increasing in popularity.
Furthermore, asphalt shingles were not common until the
late 1800’s and early 1900’s.

After review, staff would recommend the approval of the request to replace the asphalt shingles with a metal roof.
Given the above review and neighboring homes referenced, a metal roof should not detract or reduce from the historic
integrity of the home. Furthermore, no roof architectural elements and being changed. To insure this staff has
recommend a few conditions of approval outlined on page one of the staff report.
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Photos
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Nearby Homes with Metal Roofs
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Preservation Brief 4: Roofing for Historic Buildings
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Significance of the Roof
A weather-tight roof is basic in the preservation of a structure, regardless of its age, size, or design. In the
system that allows a building to work as a shelter, the roof sheds the rain, shades from the sun, and buffers the weather.
During some periods in the history of architecture, the roof imparts much of the architectural character. It defines the style
and contributes to the building's aesthetics. The hipped roofs of Georgian architecture, the turrets of Queen Anne, the
Mansard roofs, and the graceful slopes of the Shingle Style and Bungalow designs are examples of the use of roofing as a
major design feature.
But no matter how decorative the patterning or how compelling the form, the roof is a highly vulnerable element of a shelter
that will inevitably fail. A poor roof will permit the accelerated deterioration of historic building materials—masonry, wood,
plaster, paint—and will cause general disintegration of the basic structure. Furthermore, there is an urgency involved in
repairing a leaky roof since such repair costs will quickly become prohibitive. Although such action is desirable as soon as a
failure is discovered, temporary patching methods should be carefully chosen to prevent inadvertent damage to sound or
historic roofing materials and related features. Before any repair work is performed, the historic value of the materials used
on the roof should be understood. Then a complete internal and external inspection of the roof should be planned to
determine all the causes of failure and to identify the alternatives for repair or replacement of the roofing.

Historic Roofing Materials in America
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Clay Tile: European settlers used clay tile for roofing as early as the mid-17th century; many pantiles (S-curved tiles), as

well as flat roofing tiles, were used in Jamestown, Virginia. In some cities such as New York and Boston, clay was popularly
used as a precaution against such fires as those that engulfed London in 1666 and scorched Boston in 1679.
The plain or flat rectangular tiles most commonly used from the 17th through
the beginning of the 19th century measured about 10" by 6" by 1/2," and had
two holes at one end for a nail or peg fastener. Sometimes mortar was applied
between the courses to secure the tiles in a heavy wind.
In the mid-19th century, tile roofs were often replaced by sheet-metal roofs,
which were lighter and easier to install and maintain. However, by the turn of
the century, the Romanesque Revival and Mission style buildings created a
new demand and popularity for this picturesque roofing material.
Slate: Another practice settlers brought to the New World was slate roofing.
Repairs on this pantile roof were made with new tiles
held in place with metal hangers. Photo: NPS files.

Evidence of roofing slates have been found also among the ruins of mid-17th
century Jamestown. But because of the cost and the time required to obtain
the material, which was mostly imported from Wales, the use of slate was
initially limited. Even in Philadelphia (the second largest city in the English-

speaking world at the time of the Revolution) slates were so rare that "The Slate Roof House" distinctly referred to William
Penn's home built late in the 1600s. Sources of native slate were known to exist along the eastern seaboard from Maine to
Virginia, but difficulties in inland transportation limited its availability to the cities, and contributed to its expense. Welsh
slate continued to be imported until the development of canals and railroads in the mid-19th century made American slate
more accessible and economical.
Slate was popular for its durability, fireproof qualities, and aesthetic potential. Because slate was available in different colors
(red, green, purple, and blue-gray), it was an effective material for decorative patterns on many 19th century roofs (Gothic
and Mansard styles). Slate continued to be used well into the 20th century, notably on many Tudor revival style buildings of
the 1920s.
Shingles: Wood shingles were popular throughout the country in all periods
of building history. The size and shape of the shingles as well as the detailing
of the shingle roof differed according to regional craft practices. People within
particular regions developed preferences for the local species of wood that
most suited their purposes. In New England and the Delaware Valley, white
pine was frequently used: in the South, cypress and oak; in the far west, red
cedar or redwood. Sometimes a protective coating was applied to increase the
durability of the shingle such as a mixture of brick dust and fish oil, or a paint
made of red iron oxide and linseed oil.
Commonly in urban areas, wooden roofs were replaced with more fire resistant
materials, but in rural areas this was not a major concern. On many Victorian
country houses, the practice of wood shingling survived the technological
advances of metal roofing in the 19th century, and near the turn of the

Replacement of particular historic details is important
to the individual historic character of a roof, such as
this rounded butt wood shingle roof. In the restoration,
the drainage around a dormer was improved by the
addition of carefully concealed modern metal flashing.
Photo: NPS files.

century enjoyed a full revival in its namesake, the Shingle Style. Colonial
revival and the Bungalow styles in the 20th century assured wood shingles a place as one of the most fashionable, domestic
roofing materials.
Metal: Metal roofing in America is principally a 19th-century phenomenon. Before then
the only metals commonly used were lead and copper. For example, a lead roof covered
"Rosewell," one of the grandest mansions in 18th century Virginia. But more often, lead
was used for protective flashing. Lead, as well as copper, covered roof surfaces where
wood, tile, or slate shingles were inappropriate because of the roof's pitch or shape.
Copper with standing seams covered some of the more notable early American roofs
including that of Christ Church (1727–1744) in Philadelphia. Flat-seamed copper was
used on many domes and cupolas. The copper sheets were imported from England until
the end of the 18th century when facilities for rolling sheet metal were developed in
America.
Sheet iron was first known to have been manufactured here by the Revolutionary War

Galvanized sheet-metal shingles imitating
the appearance of pantiles remained
popular from the second half of the 19th
century into the 20th century. Photo:
NPS files.

financier, Robert Morris, who had a rolling mill near Trenton, New Jersey. At his mill
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Morris produced the roof of his own Philadelphia mansion, which he started in 1794. The architect Benjamin H. Latrobe used
sheet iron to replace the roof on Princeton's "Nassau Hall," which had been gutted by fire in 1802.
The method for corrugating iron was originally patented in England in 1829. Corrugating stiffened the sheets, and allowed
greater span over a lighter framework, as well as reduced installation time and labor. In 1834 the American architect William
Strickland proposed corrugated iron to cover his design for the market place in Philadelphia.
Galvanizing with zinc to protect the base metal from rust was developed in France in 1837. By the 1850s the material was
used on post offices and customhouses, as well as on train sheds and factories. In 1857 one of the first metal roofs in the
South was installed on the U.S. Mint in New Orleans. The Mint was thereby "fireproofed" with a 20-gauge galvanized,
corrugated iron roof on iron trusses.
Tin-plate iron, commonly called "tin roofing," was used extensively in Canada in
the 18th century, but it was not as common in the United States until later.
Thomas Jefferson was an early advocate of tin roofing, and he installed a
standing-seam tin roof on "Monticello" (ca. 1770–1802). The Arch Street
Meetinghouse (1804) in Philadelphia had tin shingles laid in a herringbone
pattern on a "piazza" roof.
However, once rolling mills were established in this country, the low cost, light
weight, and low maintenance of tin plate made it the most common roofing
material. Embossed tin shingles, whose surfaces created interesting patterns,
were popular throughout the country in the late 19th century. Tin roofs were
kept well-painted, usually red; or, as the architect A. J. Davis suggested, in a
color to imitate the green patina of copper.
Terne plate differed from tin plate in that the iron was dipped in an alloy of lead

Tin shingles, commonly embossed to imitate wod or
tile, or with a decorative design, were popular as an
inexpensive, textured roofing material. Photo: NPS
files.

and tin, giving it a duller finish. Historic, as well as modern, documentation often confuses the two, so much that it is
difficult to determine how often actual "terne" was used.
Zinc came into use in the 1820s, at the same time tin plate was becoming popular. Although a less expensive substitute for
lead, its advantages were controversial, and it was never widely used in this country.
Other Materials: Asphalt shingles and roll roofing were used in the 1890s. Many roofs of asbestos, aluminum, stainless
steel, galvanized steel, and lead-coated copper may soon have historic values as well. Awareness of these and other
traditions of roofing materials and their detailing will contribute to more sensitive preservation treatments.

Locating the Problem
Failures of Surface Materials
When trouble occurs, it is important to contact a professional, either an architect, a reputable roofing contractor, or a
craftsman familiar with the inherent characteristics of the particular historic roofing system involved. These professionals
may be able to advise on immediate patching procedures and help plan more permanent repairs. A thorough examination of
the roof should start with an appraisal of the existing condition and quality of the roofing material itself. Particular attention
should be given to any southern slope because year-round exposure to direct sun may cause it to break down first.
Wood: Some historic roofing materials have limited life expectancies because of normal organic decay and "wear." For
example, the flat surfaces of wood shingles erode from exposure to rain and ultraviolet rays. Some species are more hardy
than others, and heartwood, for example, is stronger and more durable than sapwood.
Ideally, shingles are split with the grain perpendicular to the surface. This is because if shingles are sawn across the grain,
moisture may enter the grain and cause the wood to deteriorate. Prolonged moisture on or in the wood allows moss or fungi
to grow, which will further hold the moisture and cause rot.
Metal: Of the inorganic roofing materials used on historic buildings, the most common are perhaps the sheet metals: lead,
copper, zinc, tin plate, terne plate, and galvanized iron. In varying degrees each of these sheet metals are likely to
deteriorate from chemical action by pitting or streaking. This can be caused by airborne pollutants; acid rainwater; acids
from lichen or moss; alkalis found in lime mortars or portland cement, which might be on adjoining features and washes
down on the roof surface; or tannic acids from adjacent wood sheathings or shingles made of red cedar or oak.
Corrosion from "galvanic action" occurs when dissimilar metals, such as copper and iron, are used in direct contact.
Corrosion may also occur even though the metals are physically separated; one of the metals will react chemically against
the other in the presence of an electrolyte such as rainwater. In roofing, this situation might occur when either a copper roof
is decorated with iron cresting, or when steel nails are used in copper sheets. In some instances the corrosion can be
https://www.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/briefs/4-roofing.htm
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the fasteners should be a metal sympathetic to those involved.
Iron rusts unless it is well-painted or plated. Historically this problem was avoided
by use of tin plating or galvanizing. But this method is durable only as long as the
coating remains intact. Once the plating is worn or damaged, the exposed iron will
rust. Therefore, any iron-based roofing material needs to be undercoated, and its
surface needs to be kept well-painted to prevent corrosion.
One cause of sheet metal deterioration is fatigue. Depending upon the size and the
gauge of the metal sheets, wear and metal failure can occur at the joints or at any
protrusions in the sheathing as a result from the metal's alternating movement to
thermal changes. Lead will tear because of "creep," or the gravitational stress that
causes the material to move down the roof slope.
Slate: Perhaps the most durable roofing materials are slate and tile. Seemingly
indestructible, both vary in quality. Some slates are hard and tough without being

Temporary stabilization or "mothballing" with
materials, such as plywood and building paper,
can protect the roof of a project until it can be
properly repaired or replaced. Photo: NPS files.

brittle. Soft slates are more subject to erosion and to attack by airborne and rainwater chemicals, which cause the slates to
wear at nail holes, to delaminate, or to break. In winter, slate is very susceptible to breakage by ice, or ice dams.
Tile: Tiles will weather well, but tend to crack or break if hit, as by tree branches, or if they are walked on improperly. Like
slates, tiles cannot support much weight. Low quality tiles that have been insufficiently fired during manufacture, will craze
and spall under the effects of freeze and thaw cycles on their porous surfaces.

Failures of Support Systems
Once the condition of the roofing material has been determined, the related features and support systems should be
examined on the exterior and on the interior of the roof. The gutters and downspouts need periodic cleaning and
maintenance since a variety of debris fill them, causing water to back up and seep under roofing units. Water will eventually
cause fasteners, sheathing, and roofing structure to deteriorate. During winter, the daily freeze-thaw cycles can cause ice
floes to develop under the roof surface. The pressure from these ice floes will dislodge the roofing material, especially slates,
shingles, or tiles. Moreover, the buildup of ice dams above the gutters can trap enough moisture to rot the sheathing or the
structural members.
Many large public buildings have built-in gutters set within the perimeter of the roof. The downspouts for these gutters may
run within the walls of the building, or drainage may be through the roof surface or through a parapet to exterior
downspouts. These systems can be effective if properly maintained; however, if the roof slope is inadequate for good runoff,
or if the traps are allowed to clog, rainwater will form pools on the roof surface. Interior downspouts can collect debris and
thus back up, perhaps leaking water into the surrounding walls. Exterior downspouts may fill with water, which in cold
weather may freeze and crack the pipes. Conduits from the built-in gutter to the exterior downspout may also leak water into
the surrounding roof structure or walls.
Failure of the flashing system is usually a major cause of roof deterioration. Flashing should be carefully inspected for failure
caused by either poor workmanship, thermal stress, or metal deterioration (both of flashing material itself and of the
fasteners). With many roofing materials, the replacement of flashing on an existing roof is a major operation, which may
require taking up large sections of the roof surface. Therefore, the installation of top quality flashing material on a new or
replaced roof should be a primary consideration. Remember, some roofing and flashing materials are not
compatible.
Roof fasteners and clips should also be made of a material compatible with all other
materials used, or coated to prevent rust. For example, the tannic acid in oak will corrode
iron nails. Some roofs such as slate and sheet metals may fail if nailed too rigidly.
If the roof structure appears sound and nothing indicates recent movement, the area to be
examined most closely is the roof substrate—the sheathing or the battens. The danger
spots would be near the roof plates, under any exterior patches, at the intersections of the
roof planes, or at vertical surfaces such as dormers. Water penetration, indicating a breach
in the roofing surface or flashing, should be readily apparent, usually as a damp spot or
stain. Probing with a small pen knife may reveal any rot which may indicate previously
undetected damage to the roofing membrane. Insect infestation evident by small exit holes
and frass (a sawdustlike debris) should also be noted. Condensation on the underside of
the roofing is undesirable and indicates improper ventilation. Moisture will have an adverse
effect on any roofing material; a good roof stays dry inside and out.
https://www.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/briefs/4-roofing.htm
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important to the character of this
structure. Photo: NPS files.

Understanding potential weaknesses of roofing material also requires knowledge of repair difficulties. Individual slates can
be replaced normally without major disruption to the rest of the roof, but replacing flashing on a slate roof can require
substantial removal of surrounding slates. If it is the substrate or a support material that has deteriorated, many surface
materials such as slate or tile can be reused if handled care fully during the repair. Such problems should be evaluated at
the outset of any project to determine if the roof can be effectively patched, or if it should be completely replaced.
Will the repairs be effective? Maintenance costs tend to multiply once trouble starts. As the cost of labor escalates, repeated
repairs could soon equal the cost of a new roof.
The more durable the surface is initially, the easier it will be to maintain. Some roofing materials such as slate are expensive
to install, but if top quality slate and flashing are used, it will last 40–60 years with minimal maintenance. Although the
installation cost of the roof will be high, low maintenance needs will make the lifetime cost of the roof less expensive.

Historical Research
In a restoration project, research of documents and physical investigation of the building usually will establish the roof's
history. Documentary research should include any original plans or building specifications, early insurance surveys,
newspaper descriptions, or the personal papers and files of people who owned or were involved in the history of the
building. Old photographs of the building might provide evidence of missing details.
Along with a thorough understanding of any written history of the building, a physical investigation of the roofing and its
structure may reveal information about the roof's construction history. Starting with an overall impression of the structure,
are there any changes in the roof slope, its configuration, or roofing materials? Perhaps there are obvious patches or
changes in patterning of exterior brickwork where a gable roof was changed to a gambrel, or where a whole upper story was
added. Perhaps there are obvious stylistic changes in the roof line, dormers, or ornamentation. These observations could
help one understand any important alteration, and could help establish the direction of further investigation.
Because most roofs are physically out of the range of careful scrutiny, the "principle of least effort" has probably limited the
extent and quality of previous patching or replacing, and usually considerable evidence of an earlier roof surface remains.
Sometimes the older roof will be found as an underlayment of the current exposed roof. Original roofing may still be intact in
awkward places under later features on a roof. Often if there is any unfinished attic space, remnants of roofing may have
been dropped and left when the roof was being built or repaired. If the configuration of the roof has been changed, some of
the original material might still be in place under the existing roof. Sometimes whole sections of the roof and roof framing
will have been left intact under the higher roof. The profile and/or flashing of the earlier roof may be apparent on the
interior of the walls at the level of the alteration. If the sheathing or lathing appears to have survived changes in the roofing
surface, they may contain evidence of the roofing systems. These may appear either as dirt marks, which provide "shadows"
of a roofing material, or as nails broken or driven down into the wood,.rather than pulled out during previous alterations or
repairs. Wooden headers in the roof framing may indicate that earlier chimneys or skylights have been removed. Any metal
ornamentation that might have existed may be indicated by anchors or unusual markings along the ridge or at other edges
of the roof. This primary evidence is essential for a full understanding of the roof's history.
Caution should be taken in dating early "fabric" on the evidence of a single item, as recycling of materials is not a mid-20th
century innovation. Carpenters have been reusing materials, sheathing, and framing members in the interest of economy for
centuries. Therefore, any analysis of the materials found, such as nails or sawmarks on the wood, requires an accurate
knowledge of the history of local building practices before any final conclusion can be accurately reached. It is helpful to
establish a sequence of construction history for the roof and roofing materials; any historic fabric or pertinent evidence in
the roof should be photographed, measured, and recorded for future reference.
During the repair work, useful evidence might unexpectedly appear. It is essential that records be kept of any type of work
on a historic building, before, during, and after the project. Photographs are generally the easiest and fastest method, and
should include overall views and details at the gutters, flashing, dormers, chimneys, valleys, ridges, and eaves. All
photographs should be immediately labeled to insure accurate identification at a later date. Any patterning or design on the
roofing deserves particular attention. For example, slate roofs are often decorative and have subtle changes in size, color,
and texture, such as a gradually decreasing coursing length from the eave to the peak. If not carefully noted before a
project begins, there may be problems in replacing the surface. The standard reference for this phase of the work is
Recording Historic Buildings, compiled by Harley J. McKee for the Historic American Buildings Survey, National Park Service,
Washington, D.C., 1970.

Replacing the Historic Roofing Material
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roof. With some exceptions, most historic roofing materials are available today. If not, an
architect or preservation group who has previously worked with the same type material
may be able to recommend suppliers. Special roofing materials, such as tile or embossed
metal shingles, can be produced by manufacturers of related products that are
commonly used elsewhere, either on the exterior or interior of a structure. With some
creative thinking and research, the historic materials usually can be found.
Craft Practices: Determining the craft practices used in the installation of a historic roof
is another major concern in roof restoration. Early builders took great pride in their
work, and experience has shown that the " rustic" or irregular designs commercially
labeled "Early American" are a 20th-century invention. For example, historically, wood
shingles underwent several distinct operations in their manufacture including splitting
by hand, and smoothing the surface with a draw knife. In modern nomenclature, the
same item would be a "tapersplit" shingle which has been dressed. Unfortunately, the
rustic appearance of today's commercially available "handsplit" and re-sawn shingle

Good design and quality materials for the
roof surface, fastenings, and flashing
minimize failures. Photo: NPS files.

bears no resemblance to the handmade roofing materials used on early American buildings.
Early craftsmen worked with a great deal of common sense; they understood their materials. For example they knew that
wood shingles should be relatively narrow; shingles much wider than about 6" would split when walked on, or they may curl
or crack from varying temperature and moisture. It is important to understand these aspects of craftsmanship, remembering
that people wanted their roofs to be weather-tight and to last a long time. The recent use of "mother goose" shingles on
historic structures is a gross underestimation of the early craftsman's skills.
Supervision: Finding a modern craftsman to reproduce historic details may take some effort. It may even involve some
special instruction to raise his understanding of certain historic craft practices. At the same time, it may be pointless (and
expensive) to follow historic craft practices in any construction that will not be visible on the finished product. But if the
roofing details are readily visible, their appearance should be based on architectural evidence or on historic prototypes. For
instance, the spacing of the seams on a standing-seam metal roof will affect the building's overall scale and should therefore
match the original dimensions of the seams.
Many older roofing practices are no longer performed because of modern improvements. Research and review of specific
detailing in the roof with the contractor before beginning the project is highly recommended. For example, one early craft
practice was to finish the ridge of a wood shingle roof with a roof "comb"—that is, the top course of one slope of the roof was
extended uniformly beyond the peak to shield the ridge, and to provide some weather protection for the raw horizontal
edges of the shingles on the other slope. If the "comb" is known to have been the correct detail, it should be used. Though
this method leaves the top course vulnerable to the weather, a disguised strip of flashing will strengthen this weak point.
Detail drawings or a sample mockup will help ensure that the contractor or craftsman understands the scope and special
requirements of the project. It should never be assumed that the modern carpenter, slater, sheet metal worker, or roofer will
know all the historic details. Supervision is as important as any other stage of the process.

Alternative Materials
The use of the historic roofing material on a structure may be restricted by building codes or by the availability of the
materials, in which case an appropriate alternative will have to be found.
Some municipal building codes allow variances for roofing materials in historic districts. In other instances, individual
variances may be obtained. Most modern heating and cooking is fueled by gas, electricity, or oil--none of which emit the hot
embers that historically have been the cause of roof fires. Where wood burning fireplaces or stoves are used, spark arrestor
screens at the top of the chimneys help to prevent flaming material from escaping, thus reducing the number of fires that
start at the roof. In most states, insurance rates have been equalized to reflect revised considerations for the risks involved
with various roofing materials.
In a rehabilitation project,
proj
o ect, there may be valid reasons for replacing the roof with a material other than the original. The
historic roofing may no longer be available, or the cost of obtaining specially fabricated materials may be prohibitive. But the
decision to use an alternative material should be weighed carefully against the primary concern to keep the historic
character of the building. If the roof is flat and is not visible from any elevation of the building, and if there are advantages
to substituting a modern built-up composition roof for what might have been a flat metal roof,
f then it may make better
economic and construction sense to use a modern roofing method. But if the roof is readily visible, the alternative material
should match as closely as possible the scale, texture, and coloration of the historic roofing material.
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Asphalt shingles or ceramic tiles are common substitute materials intended to duplicate the appearance of wood shingles,

slates, or tiles. Fire-retardant, treated wood shingles are currently available. The treated wood tends, however, to be brittle,
and may require extra care (and expense) to install. In some instances, shingles laid with an interlay of fire-retardant
building paper may be an acceptable alternative.
Lead-coated copper, terne-coated steel, and aluminum/ zinc-coated steel can successfully replace tin, terne plate, zinc, or
lead. Copper-coated steel is a less expensive (and less durable) substitute for sheet copper.
The search for alternative roofing materials is not new. As early as the 18th century,
y fear of fire caused many wood shingle
or board roofs to be replaced by sheet metal or clay tile. Some historic roofs were failures from the start, based on
overambitious and naive use of materials as they were first developed. Research on a structure may reveal that an
inadequately designed or a highly combustible roof was replaced early in its history,
y and therefore restoration of a later roof
material would have a valid precedent. In some cities, the substitution of sheet metal on early row houses occurred as soon
available.
as the rolled material became avai
ilable
e.
Cost and ease of maintenance may dictate the substitution of a material wholly different in appearance from the original.
The practical problems (wind, weather,
r and roof pitch) should be weighed against the historical consideration of scale,
texture, and color.
r Sometimes the effect of the alternative material will be minimal. But on roofs with a high degree of
visibility and patterning or texture, the substitution may seriously alter the architectural character of the building.

Temporary Stabilization
It may be necessary to carry out an immediate and temporary stabilization to prevent further deterioration until research can
determine how the roof should be restored or rehabilitated, or until funding can be provided to do a proper job. A simple
covering of exterior plywood or roll roofing might provide adequate protection, but any temporary covering should be
applied with caution. One should be careful not to overload the roof structure, or to damage or destroy historic evidence or
fabric that might be incorporated into a new roof at a later date. In this sense, repairs with caulking or bituminous patching
compounds should be recognized as potentially harmful, since they are difficult to remove, and at their best, are very
temporary.

Precautions
The architect or contractor should warn the owner of any precautions to be taken against the specific hazards in installing
the roofing material. Soldering of sheet metals, for instance, can be a fire hazard, either from the open flame or from
overheating and undetected smoldering of the wooden substrate materials.
Thought should be given to the design and placement of any modern roof appurtenances such as plumbing stacks, air
vents, or TV antennas. Consideration should begin with the placement of modern plumbing on the interior of the building,
otherwise a series of vent stacks may pierce the roof membrane at various spots creating maintenance problems as well as
aesthetic ones. Air handling units placed in the attic space will require vents which, in turn, require sensitive design.
Incorporating these in unused chimneys has been very successful in the past.
Whenever gutters and downspouts are needed that were not on the building historically, the additions should be made as
unobtrusively as possible, perhaps by painting them out with a color compatible with the nearby wall or trim.

Maintenance
Although a new roof can be an object of beauty, it will not be protective for long without proper
maintenance. At least twice a year, the roof should be inspected against a checklist. All changes
should be recorded and reported. Guidelines should be established for any foot traffic that may
be required for the maintenance of the roof. Many roofing materials should not be walked on at
all. For some—slate, asbestos, and clay tile—a self-supporting ladder might be hung over the
ridge of the roof, or planks might be spanned across the roof surface. Such items should be
specifically designed and kept in a storage space accessible to the roof. If exterior work ever
requires hanging scaffolding, use caution to insure that the anchors do not penetrate, break, or
wear the roofing surface, gutters, or flashing.
Any roofing system should be recognized as a membrane that is designed to be self-sustaining,
but that can be easily damaged by intrusions such as pedestrian traffic or fallen tree branches.
Certain items should be checked at specific times. For example, gutters tend to accumulate
leaves and debris during the spring and fall and after heavy rain. Hidden gutter screening both
at downspouts and over the full length of the gutter could help keep them clean. The surface
material would require checking after a storm as well. Periodic checking of the underside of the
https://www.nps.gov/tps/how-to-preserve/briefs/4-roofing.htm

Special problems inherent in
the design of an elaborate
historic roof can be controlled
through regular maintenance.
The shape and detailing are

7/9

5/25/2017

Preservation Brief 4: Roofing for Historic Buildings

roof from the attic after a storm or winter freezing may give early warning of any leaks.
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Generally, damage from water or ice is less likely on a roof that has good flashing on the outside
and is well ventilated and insulated on the inside. Specific instructions for the maintenance of the
different roof materials should be available from the architect or contractor.

building's historic character,
and should not be modified,
despite the use of alternative
surface materials. Photo: NPS
files.

Summary and References
The essential ingredients for replacing and maintaining a historic roof are:
Understanding the historic character of the building and being sympathetic to it.
Careful examination and recording of the existing roof and any evidence of earlier roofs.
Consideration of the historic craftsmanship and detailing and implementing them in the renewal wherever visible.
Supervision of the roofers or maintenance personnel to assure preservation of historic fabric and proper
understanding of the scope and detailing of the project.
Consideration of alternative materials where the original cannot be used.
Cyclical maintenance program to assure that the staff understands how to take care of the roof and of the particular
trouble spots to safeguard.
With these points in mind, it will be possible to preserve the architectural character and maintain the physical integrity of
the roofing on a historic building.
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Administrative Staff Report
Enclose Balcony with Windows
Design Review Request
1408 Clark Street
May 25, 2017
Applicant(s):
x Eric & Alicia Skrenes
Staff:
x Michael Ostrowski, Director
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com
x Kyle Kearns, Associate Planner
kkearns@stevenspoint.com
Parcel Number(s):
x 2408-32-1006-16
Zone(s):
x "R-5" Multi-Family ll District
Council District:
x District 1 – Jennings
Lot Information:
x Actual Frontage: 50 feet
x Effective Depth: 165 feet
x Square Footage: 8,250
x Acreage: 0.189
Structure Information:
x Year Built: 1910 (105 years)
x Number of Stories: 2

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

Request
Design review request from Eric and Alicia Skrenes for the installation of
wooden windows on the second floor balcony at 1408 Clark Street, Stevens
Point WI (Parcel ID 281240832100616).
Attachment(s)
x
x

Application
Pictures

City Official Design Review / Historic District
x

Downtown Design Review District

Staff Recommendation
Based on the findings below, staff would recommend approval of the
restoration activities and relocation of the detached garage, subject to the
following conditions:
1. All applicable City permits shall be obtained.
2. The windows shall be single or double hung in design and shall have
screens.
3. Windows shall be made of wood.
4. Windows shall match the design and color of existing windows on the
home.

Current Use:
x Residential
Applicable Regulations:
x Chapter 22
x Downtown Design Guidelines
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Vicinity Map

Scope of Work
Eric and Alicia Skrenes are requesting to enclose their rear
second story porch/balcony with windows to provide more
usable square footage and improve safety. Furthermore,
they’ve indicated that the windows would have screens and
potentially add woodwork between windows. They have
also identified that existing windows on the home are
approximately 65 inches tall and vary between 30-36 inches,
whereas the balcony openings are 51 inches tall.
Further details and photographs have been provided by the
applicant and are attached.
Also note that most recently, the applicant has been
granted approval to move the accessory garage further back
in the rear yard and perform needed repairs to the
structure.
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Pertinent guidelines have been reviewed below regarding the enclosure of the balcony.
CHAPTER 22: HISTORIC PRESERVATION
Division 5.02 Regulation of Construction, Reconstruction, Alteration, and Demolition
No owner or person in charge of a historic structure or historic site, or property located within a historic district shall
reconstruct, alter, or demolish all or any part of the exterior of such property or construct any improvement upon such
designated property or properties or cause or permit any such work to be performed upon such property or demolish
such property unless approval has been granted by the commission.
Upon the filing of any request for a design review certificate with the commission, the commission shall review the
request in accordance with the design guidelines. If the commission determines that the application for a design review
certificate and the proposed changes are consistent with the design guidelines, it shall issue the design review certificate.
Upon the issuance of such certificate, any other required permits shall be obtained.

Guidelines of Review (numbers below pertain to the pertinent guideline standards)
Porches & Entryway (Stevens Point Design Guidelines Sec. 3.6)
2. Reconstruction of missing or extensively deteriorated
porches is encouraged. Reconstructed porches should be
based on documentary evidence. If adequate
documentation is not available, a new design is
appropriate if it is compatible with the style and period of
the building.
Analysis: The applicant has indicated that the porch is in
fine condition, however they would like to enclose it with
windows and screening. This will give them more usable
square footage and improve safety for their children
utilizing the porch.
Findings: From reviewing the attached images provided by
the applicant, it appears windows or screens previously
existed within the porch. Notches are visible at posts
which indicate a space for a window or frame. Existing
posts would remain, along with railings, and caps. The
applicant has indicated that a wooden board may be
installed between windows to add strength and match the
design of other windows.
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3. It is not recommended to enclose porches on primary elevations. Porches on rear elevations not seen from the
public right-of-way may be screened or enclosed only if the work is designed so that it can be installed or
removed without damage to the historic structure.
Analysis: The porch is on the north (rear) façade of the home and is not visible from the right-of-way (Clark
Street).
Findings: Given the above findings regarding the notches and existing window configuration, the proposal seems
appropriate and should not reduce the homes historical integrity. The window design and color will match the
existing, single/double hung, windows.
4. Repairs to porches using materials incompatible with the original materials are not recommended. For example,
metal supports should not be used as substitutes for wood columns, plywood should not be substituted for
beaded board ceilings, and concrete should not be used as a substitute for tongue-and-groove wood flooring.
Analysis: The applicant has indicated the windows will be wooden windows with screens that match the design
of the existing windows. Wooden support boards may have to be installed between windows similar to others
found on the home.
Findings: The requested improvements are approppriate and match the design guidelines.

Upon review and based on the findings above, staff would recommend approving the request to install and enclose the
rear porch balcony with windows at 1408 Clark Street, subject to the conditions outlined on page one of the report.

Page 4 of 4

Page 71 of 86

Page 72 of 86

Page 73 of 86

Page 74 of 86

Page 75 of 86

Page 76 of 86

Page 77 of 86

Administrative Staff Report
Addition onto Garage
Design Review Request
1532 Clark Street
May 30, 2017
Applicant(s):
x Austin Lamb
Staff:
x Michael Ostrowski, Director
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com
x Kyle Kearns, Associate Planner
kkearns@stevenspoint.com
Parcel Number(s):
x 2408-32-1006-23
Zone(s):
x "R-3" Single & Two Family
Residence District
Council District:
x District 1 - Jennings

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

Request
Design Review request from Austin Lamb to construct an addition
onto the front of the detached garage at 1532 Clark Street, Stevens
Point WI (Parcel ID: 281240832100623).
Attachment(s)
x
x

Application
Pictures & Documents

City Official Design Review / Historic District
x

Clark Street Historic District

Staff Recommendation
Based on the findings below, staff would recommend approval of the request
to construct an addition onto the existing garage as proposed and subject to
the following conditions:

Lot Information:
x Actual Frontage: 50 feet
x Effective Depth: 115 feet
x Square Footage: 5,750
x Acreage: 0.13
Structure Information:

1. Applicable building permits shall be obtained.
2. The construction materials shall match those found on the existing
garage and primary structure.

x Year Built: addition 1900 (117
years)
x Number of Stories: 2
Current Use:
x Commercial
Applicable Regulations:
x Chapter 22
x Downtown Design Guidelines
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Scope of Work
The applicant has requested to
construct an addition onto the front
(south) of their detached accessory
garage. According to the applicant, the
garage was built improperly to
support a second floor room,
therefore, supports exist within the
garage that impede vehicular use. The
proposed addition would extend 6
feet from the existing garage and
utilize proper support and a single
double-wide garage door.
Furthermore, the applicant indicates
that the use of a single garage door
would allow for full utilization of the
garage for vehicle and boat storage.
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Lastly, a balcony is proposed on the front (south) façade of the garage to serve the second floor and will only be 1 story
(9 feet) tall. The applicant has indicated that all materials for the addition will match those of the house. Details are
summarized below:
Proposed Addition
Height = 9 feet
Width = 6 feet
Length = 20 feet
Construction = Similar design & materials found on the primary structure.
Features = Balcony, railing, single double – door garage
CHAPTER 22: HISTORIC PRESERVATION
Division 5.02 Regulation of Construction, Reconstruction, Alteration, and Demolition
No owner or person in charge of a historic structure or historic site, or property located within a historic district shall
reconstruct, alter, or demolish all or any part of the exterior of such property or construct any improvement upon such
designated property or properties or cause or permit any such work to be performed upon such property or demolish
such property unless approval has been granted by the commission.
Upon the filing of any request for a design review certificate with the commission, the commission shall review the
request in accordance with the design guidelines. If the commission determines that the application for a design review
certificate and the proposed changes are consistent with the design guidelines, it shall issue the design review certificate.
Upon the issuance of such certificate, any other required permits shall be obtained.

Guidelines of Review
***Other standards within the design guidelines not specifically mentioned below have been reviewed and are met
or not applicable pertaining to the proposed building improvement activities.
OUT BUILDINGS & ACCESSORY STRUCTURES (Sec. 3.12)
3. Designs for new outbuildings and accessory structures should complement the architectural style and period of
the primary structures as well as examples of similar structures within the district.
Analysis: The garage was constructed in 2007 according to City documents and a permit obtained by the owner
at the time. The permit indicates that the previous homeowner constructed the garage which would have
received proper building inspection. No evidence has been found that Historic Preservation approval was
received for the existing garage. The applicant has proposed that the new addition will match the existing garage
and home.
Findings: Given that historic review didn’t previously occur for the garage, which received a proper building
permit, only historic review should occur for the proposed addition. The existing garage matches the home in
design and construction materials. Note that a permit was issued for new siding and widows on the home in
2004, and Historic Preservation review also did not occur. The proposed garage addition and balcony may
similarly match the home which has a covered porch.
7. New outbuildings should be proportionally the same in size and height to the primary structure as is seen in the
relationship between other primary and secondary structures in the district.
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Analysis: See the analysis above. Note also that the existing garage is 20 feet by 24 feet (480 square feet). The
new addition would make the garage 20 feet by 30 feet (600 square feet). In comparison, the home is over 2,000
square feet.
Findings: City ordinance permits accessory structures to be a maximum of 900 square feet. The proposed
addition will create a structure 2/3 the size of the maximum allowance. When comparing to other properties
within the neighborhood, the proposed garage is appropriate in size and also does not detract from the primary
home aesthetics.
After review, staff would recommend the approval of the garage addition, as the addition will match the existing garage
and home. Furthermore, as the garage was recently constructed, no historic integrity should be lost with the project.

Photos
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Dear Alder Woman Tori Jennings,
I am writing to explain a request for approval to build an addition to my garage. My current
address is located in the historical district of Stevens Point and I want to take the proper steps in making
this change to my property.
My wife, Elizabeth, and I bought this property just short of 2 years ago. We absolutely love the
location and neighborhood. We spend significant time at the library, children’s museum, and
KASH park with our 2 young daughters and appreciate that we are within walking distance to all of these
locations.
After finally settling into our home, we have discovered some inconveniences and structural
problems with the garage. The structural problem is that the two-car garage was initially built with
a room above it, as this was an attractive addition at first, we have now discovered that the proper
“room-and-attic” trusses were not used in construction. This caused the builder, who was not a
professional, to compromise the proper support for the room above.
One inconvenience is that the garage was built with two separate doors rather than one large
door. With the placement of the garage and the house, this makes entering the left stall of the
garage, with a vehicle, unrealistic. With one garage door, we would be able to utilize our garage space
for vehicles, and not have them parked in the driveway or needing to be parked on the street.
The last inconvenience comes from being boat owners. We love owning a boat and spending
time on the river and local waterways. We have friends and family that come up just to adventure out
on the water during the summer. Our boat trailer is just over 8 feet wide whereas the garage door
opening is just less than 8 feet with the two separate doors. With my proposed plan, we could store our
boat and vehicles in the garage, keeping our private property safe and maintaining aesthetics of the
neighborhood.
My proposal is to extend the front of the garage by 6 feet. This will add enough room to
construct the proper support system for the integrity and structure of the garage. I will also convert the
two doors into one large door to accommodate our vehicles and boat. I will add a balcony on top of the
addition to allow for a walkout door from the upstairs which will also serve as a fire escape and support
fire code. The materials for the addition will all match those of the house to maintain the proper
appearance and aesthetics as explained in the Historic Preservation Design guidelines.
My wife and I moved into our home thinking it was move in ready. What we discovered about
owning a home is that this is hardly ever the case. As we make improvements and repairs to our home
we keep the community in mind. We love and respect our community and only want to show our pride
through further improvement of our home and property.
Thank you for your time and consideration. I will have the application and plans for building submitted
within the next day or two hoping to have an approval at the June 7th committee meeting. Please feel
free to contact me directly with any questions or clarifications. My email address is
Austin@LenDudasMotors.com and my cell number is 715-630-9289
Sincerely,
Austin Lamb
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Building Specifications
The grade of the concrete that the new structure is naturally pitched away from the garage at 1 inch per
8 feet
The addition is a single story with a height of 9 feet, width of 20 feet, and depth of 6 feet. It will have a
flat roof topped by a deck with materials to match the house on the property. It will sit at the same
elevation as the current garage.
Current building coverage of the lot is 33% with the proposal to extend that to 35%
Estimated cost,
Framing - $650
Decking - $200
Railing - $575
Garage Door - $2000
Siding and Trim -$1000
Total estimated cost $4,425
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