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Members:

AGENDA
HISTORIC PRESERVATION/DESIGN
REVIEW COMMISSION

Date and Time: May 2, 2018
4:00 PM

Location:

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

1. Roll call.
Discussion and possible action on the following:
2. Report of the January 3, 2018 Historic Preservation / Design Review Commission meeting.
3. Request from Michelle & Brody Rice for design review to install a commercial door at 1525 Main Street
(Parcel ID 281240832100601).
4. Request from Create Portage County for design review to install pieces of artwork along the west façade
of the first floor of 1052 Main Street (Parcel ID 281240832202938).
5. Request from Penguin Properties, LLC. for design review to restore the storefront and expose the rear
façade at 1136 Main Street (Parcel ID 281240832202930).
6. Historic District Signage.
7. Staff update.
8. 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 SPECIAL HISTORIC PRESERVATION / DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION
January 3, 2018 – 4:00 PM
County-City Building, City Conference Room
1515 Strongs Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481
PRESENT: Chairperson Beveridge, Alderperson Jennings, Commissioner Scripps, Commissioner
Debauche, and Commissioner Woehr.
ALSO PRESENT: Associate Planner Kearns.
INDEX:
1. Roll Call
Discussion and possible action on the following:
2. Clark Street – Main Street Historic District National Register of Historic Places Nomination project
consultant response review and selection.
3. Adjourn.

1. Roll Call.
Present: Beveridge, Jennings, Scripps, Debauche, Woehr
Excused: Siebert, Baldischwiler
Discussion and possible action on the following:
2. Clark Street – Main Street Historic District National Register of Historic Places Nomination project
consultant response review and selection.
Associate Planner Kearns briefly explained that a request for proposals was released in early
December for the Clark Street – Main Street Historic District National Register of Historic Places
Nomination project with responses being due by December 22, 2017. A total of five responses had
been received and evaluated, with staff recommending the selection of Timothy F. Heggland due to
his experience and success with the nomination process, familiarity with the Stevens Point area, and
the overall lower cost.
Commissioner Woehr asked if funding had been set aside for the nomination, to which Associate
Planner Kearns confirmed that the Finance Committee had approved funding of $10,000 for the
nomination, with $4,000 to be refunded as part of the CLG grant.
Alderperson Jennings thanked staff for reviewing the proposals and putting together a
recommendation for the commission to consider.
Chairperson Beveridge asked how Mr. Heggland had been chosen to author the 2011 Intensive
Architectural / Historical Survey, to which Associate Planner Kearns stated that he was uncertain as
it was prior to his employment with the City.
Comments and concerns were stated for each proposal. Commissioners had several comments as
described below:
1. Commonwealth Heritage Group
a. 30 years of experience.
b. Out of six nominations, only 2 were successful.
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2. Legacy Architecture
a. Costly at $12,000 and $520/hr for additional meetings
b. No specifics regarding successful nominations.
c. Timeframe going into 2019.
3. Cultural Resource Management, University of Wisconsin – Milwaukee
a. Under budget at $8,216
b. Proposal not well done, had typos & timeline outdated.
4. The Lakota Group
a. Costly at $20,000.
b. No mention of successful nominations.
5. Timothy F. Heggland.
a. 175 successful nominations
b. 40 years’ experience.
c. Willing to attend extra meetings at no additional cost
d. Not to exceed $9,000.

Commissioner Debauche asked whether there was a timeline included with Mr. Heggland’s
proposal, to which staff confirmed that his deliverable was set on/before August 2018.
Commissioner Scripps noted that she had received a positive reference regarding Mr. Heggland.
Motion by Commissioner Scripps to approve the selection of Mr. Timothy F. Heggland’s proposal
for the Clark Street – Main Street Historic District National Register of Historic Places Nomination
project; seconded by Commissioner Woehr.
Motion Carried 5-0.
3. Adjourn.
Meeting adjourned at 4:13 PM.
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Administrative Staff Report
Commercial Storefront Door
Design Review Request
1525 Main Street
April 23, 2018
Applicant(s):
 Michelle & Brody Rice
Staff:
 Michael Ostrowski, Director
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com
 Kyle Kearns, Associate Planner
kkearns@stevenspoint.com
Parcel Number(s):
 281240832100601

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

Request
Request from Michelle & Brody Rice for design review to install a
commercial door at 1525 Main Street (Parcel ID 281240832100601).
Attachment(s)
1. Application
2. Door Details
City Official Design Review / Historic District
1. Downtown Design Review District

Zone(s):
 "B-2" Central Business Transition
District
Lot Information:





Actual Frontage: 176feet
Effective Depth: 126 feet
Square Footage: 6,300
Acreage: 0.14 acres

Staff Recommendation
Staff would recommend approving the proposed commercial door at 1525
Main Street subject to the following conditions:
1. The doors frame shall be dark bronze or black to match other features
on the building and property.

Structure Information:
 Year Built: 1952
 Number of Stories: 2
Current Use:
 Office
Applicable Regulations:
 Chapter 22
 Downtown Design Guidelines

Page 1 of 4

Page 5 of 44

Vicinity Map

Proposed Door
Entrance

Scope of Work
Recently 1525 Main Street was
rezoned to B-2 Central Business
Transition District. This rezoning
would permit a retail use to occur
within the building, with which
the applicant has purchased and
intends to operate a jewelry store
and salon. The existing door
however does not resemble that
of a welcoming commercial
establishment, thus the applicant
is requesting to replace the door
with a commercial glass door,
similar to those found elsewhere
in the Historic District.
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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
DOOR GUIDELINES (Stevens Point Design Guidelines Sec. 3.4) – Design Guidelines reviewed below are those that
pertain to the request.
1. Retain and preserve historic windows and
doors. All elements associated with historic
windows and doors should be retained and
preserved including frames, trim, sashes,
muntins, glass, lintels, shutters, and hardware.
Analysis: The applicant has requested to
replace the existing solid steel door with a more
appealing commercial glass door (see attached
door details).
Findings: The existing door in the photo serves
as the main entrance to the establishment, but
is not inviting or appealing for the commercial
establishment. Furthermore the door does not
have historical significant as it is solid and it
likely is not the original. The Commission
approved a similar request at the Former
Stevens Point Journal Building where steel
doors were replaced with glass doors. The glass
door will create an improved aesthetic and
create an inviting character to the building,
while further matching the existing windows.
3. If replacement of a window or door unit is necessary, the new unit should be replaced to match the original in
size, scale, material, detail, pane and/or panel configurations. Exterior aluminum clad is permitted to be installed
on new wooden windows.
Analysis: The single steel door is proposed to be replaced with a single glass door. Note that a cladding will
surround the commercial door and be similar to others within the downtown.
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Findings: The proposed style of the door may not match that of the existing door, however, the existing door
does not seem appropriate for the main entrance of the building. The existing door resembles a service or side
door that would exist on a large commercial building, and does not have any aesthetic or inviting characteristics.
Furthermore, the existing door creates an awkward break in the window glass running parallel to the door on
both sides. A proposed glass door could continue a glass view throughout the entire front of the building which
would assist in emphasizing the building commercial nature and invite use of the door from outside patrons.
After review, staff would recommend approving the request to replace the door as proposed. The existing door is likely
not original and does not mimic the commercial character of the building. A new commercial glass door with create an
inviting character and match many other door found on commercial storefronts in the downtown historic district.
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City of Stevens Point
Community Development Department

HISTORIC PRESERVATION/
DESIGN REVIEW
COMMISSION

1515 Strongs Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481
P: (715) 346-1567 F: (715) 346-1498

commyoltydeyelopmentt!Psteyenspolotc.gm
http ;//steve nspc Int,com

APPLICATION FOR DESIGN REVIEW
ADMINISTRATIVE SUMMARY (Staff Use Only)
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Briefly describe the ptQpl)~i!if~i!din&, $tructure coitstructiOn, reconstruction or exterior alteration. l!kiase alsc) provide ~n~l~ ·fW·the deSign review. request,· aiQng
with the tiiJle sg,ed~;~l~;(if~i1>'>iroji:~he proiect• (Use additional pages if necessary)
~' , ., ._

Will the proposed work tfetriryjentalty change,. destroy or adversely affect any exterior architectural fltcltures oftlJeiiJlprovemeflt'uJ:iWI Wflicli~idwork.istobe done?

Explain you am;wer, ·

·

DQes the proposecl ~CI~confQrlri_to the objectives of tile histOric preservation plan felt said district (if any)? El!,pfainyou ~nswer.

Does the proposed wo~cc:mformwith the architectural design guidelines with emphasis on contextuaf!ssuesindudil1g.compatibili!V l'lfslze, w(ume proportions,
Exptain:vou answe~.
rhythm, materials~de1:ailln8• cplors, and express~ness7(HistCiric: Design Guidelines.can be found at liiWW

EXHIBITS

Letter to District Alde~~n (wyM,It!J\ItMpq!nt.mtqlrtstpry)

Site Plan (foraclciJtiol'i~.~rid neWQ)nstructioi'l}

D
D
D
D

Additlcmal Exhibits If Any (list): ·

CERTIFICATION AND SIGNATURE
By my signature below, I certify that the information contained in this application is true and correct to the best of my knowledge at the time of the application. I
acknowledge that I understand and have complied with all of the submittal requirements and procedures and thatthis application is a complete application submittal. I
further understand that an incomplete application submittal may cause my application to be deferred to the next posted deadline date.

Signature.of_AppJicant

Application for Design Review

!)ate.·

.Date
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Administrative Staff Report
Artwork
Design Review Request
1052 Main Street
April 25, 2018
Applicant(s):
 Greg Wright, Representing the
Property Owner
Staff:
 Michael Ostrowski, Director
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com
 Kyle Kearns, Associate Planner
kkearns@stevenspoint.com
Parcel Number(s):
 281240832202938
Zone(s):
 “B-3” Central Business District
Council District:
 District 1 – Jennings
Lot Information:
 Actual Frontage: 52 feet
 Effective Depth: 182 feet
 Square Footage: 9,498
 Acreage: 0.218
Structure Information:

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

Request
Request from Create Portage County for design review to install
pieces of artwork along the west façade of the first floor of 1052
Main Street (Parcel ID 281240832202938)
Attachment(s)
1. Application
2. Project Description
City Official Design Review / Historic District
1. Downtown Design Review District
2. Mathias Mitchell Public Square District

Staff Recommendation
After review, staff would recommend approval of the artwork proposed at
1052 Main Street with the following conditions:
1. The applicant shall perform a test to identify the underlying façade
material, upon which the chairperson and designated agent shall have
the ability to approve methods for securing the artwork.

 Year Built: addition 1979 (39
years)
 Number of Stories: 2
Current Use:
 Commercial
Applicable Regulations:
 Chapter 22
 Downtown Design Guidelines
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Vicinity Map

Scope of Work
The applicant has been working with UWSP students
to create artwork within the passageway on the west
side of 1052 Main Street. According to the applicant,
the project will include a mural of a wave scene with
brass spoons and bead mazes contributed by the
Worth Company. See the attached application/letter
and project description further describing the
artwork. In addition, the applicant has indicated that
the project includes incorporating history as the
Worth Company’s heritage in produces fishing
equipment and the City formerly known as the FlyTying capital of the world and most recently known
the City of Wonderful Water. Lastly, the applicant has
indicated the artwork will do the following:
The benefits of this project are threefold:
1. It will beautify an underutilized pedestrian corridor in our downtown
2. Beautify and attract more foot traffic bolstering the businesses that make up Artisan Alley, and
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3. Increase in business will decrease any unsavory uses of the alley space.
Given the alleyway serves a public use due to the easement that exists, design review is required. Pertinent guidelines
have been reviewed below regarding the artwork project 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)
Exterior Walls (Stevens Point Design Guidelines Sec. 3.1)
4. Paint should not be applied to original unpainted
wall surfaces.
Analysis: The wall proposed for the art project
appears to be of a stucco finishing material that has
been previously painted.
Findings: The request to paint the wall and
incorporate artwork is appropriate given the existing
façade material and paint.
Masonry (Stevens Point Design Guidelines Sec. 3.2.2)
5. Paint should not be applied to masonry surfaces that were
historically not painted.
Analysis: It is unclear as to what exists beneath the stucco
material. It is possible that the it could be framed or
attached to masonry.
Findings: The proposed paint should not be detrimental to
the stucco surface, however the proposed bead designs and
any other components of the artwork that involve
attachment to the façade could damage the underlying
surfaces. Given the unknown regarding the underlying
façade material, staff would recommend that the applicant
perform a test to identify the underlying façade material,
upon which the chairperson and designated agent shall
have the ability to approve methods for securing the
artwork.
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6. Removal of paint from a masonry structure is encouraged when the underlying masonry units are character
defining and are in good condition, and only if safe and proper paint removal procedures are used resulting in no
damage to the masonry.
Analysis: The paint existing on the façade was likely added to cover the stucco finishing material and improve
the aesthetics of the walkway.
Findings: The underlying material is unknown. Furthermore, the stucco material could be removed in the future
to expose the underlying material. Lastly, the art project could easily be removed or painted over in the event
that and underlying material is revealed in the future.
Paint (Stevens Point Design Guidelines Sec. 6.2)
9. Masonry surfaces were historically unpainted and should not be painted. Paint previously painted masonry
materials in colors that reflect the original underlying material.
Analysis: See standards above; the underlying material is unknown.
Findings: The painting of the façade would be appropriate given it is already a painted stucco material and
should not be detrimental to the façade, except perhaps the anchors proposed to hold certain parts of the
artwork piece.

The mural should add character to the downtown and assist in providing a connection and aesthetic between the north
side of downtown and main street, all while tying in Stevens Points history. Therefore, staff would recommend approval
as proposed, subject to the following condition:
1. The applicant shall perform a test to identify the underlying façade material, upon which the chairperson and
designated agent shall have the ability to approve methods for securing the artwork.
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City of Stevens Point
Community Development Department

HISTORIC PRESERVATION/
DESIGN REVIEW
COMMISSION

1515 Strongs Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481

P: (715) 346-1567

F: (715) 346-1498

communitydeve!opment@stevenspoint.com
http://stevenspoint.com

APPLICATION FOR DESIGN REVIEW
ADMINISTRATIVE SUMMARY (Staff Use Only)

I Date Submitted I

Application t1

Assigned Case
Manager
Pre-Application
Conference Date

Associated Permits or
Applications (if any)

I Date Reviewed I

Decision
Notes:

Staff Signature

APPLICANT/CONTACT INFORMATION
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Application for Design Review

Area of Building or Structure (Sq Ft)

Page 1 of 2

Page 16 of 44

Current Zoning District{s}

Designated Future Land Use Category

Current Historic District(s) - Local, State, National

Current Use of Property

Proposed Use of Property

Briefly describe the proposed building, structure construction, reconstruction or exterior alteration. Please also provide rationale for the design review request, along
with the time schedule {if any) for the project, {Use additional pages if necessary)

Will the proposed work detrimentally change, destroy or adversely affect any exterior architectural features of the improvement upon which said work is to be done?
Explain you answer.

~ll

Does the proposed work match and harmonize with the external appearance of adjacent neighboring improvements. Explain your answer.

Does the proposed work conform to the objectives of the historic preservation plan for said district {If any)? Explain you answer.

r~lt\;w

sp.c<L eLv-A.

C~'S:rvv-J-tfl--

!A----f.- h. Ji~

k.

Does the proposed work conform with the architectural design guidelines with emphasis on contextual Issues Including compatibility of size, volume proportions,
rhythm, materials, detailing, colors, and expressiveness? (Historic Design Guidelines can be found at www.stevenspoint.com) Explain you answer.

EXHIBITS
Letter to 'District Alderperson {www.stevenS(2Qint.comlDirector~)

Q

Additional Exhibits lf Any {List):

'

El'

Photographs of Building or Structure

I8L ~TB~I-. '~~vr;A/ ( 'i (Lis·
AS\

Renderings or Elevations
Site Plan (for additions, and new construction)

CERTIFICATION AND SIGNATURE
By my signature below, I certify that the information contained in this application is true and correct to the best of my knowledge at the time of the application. I
acknowledge that I understand and have complied with all of the submittal requirements and procedures and that this application is a complete application submittal. I
further understand that an incomplete application submittal may cause my application to be deferred to the next posted deadline date.
Date

Application for Design Review

Signature of Property Owner{s)

Date
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Kyle Kearns
From:
Sent:
To:
Cc:
Subject:

Greg Wright <GregW@createportagecounty.org>
Wednesday, April 25, 2018 9:49 AM
Tori Jennings
Kyle Kearns
Downtown Plaza Mural

Hi Tori,
I am writing to inform you of plans CREATE has developed for a new downtown mural in your district. We
have been working with Downtown Plaza building owners Mike Beacom and Bryan Van Stippen and Kristin
Thielking’s Sustainable Sculpture class at UWSP on an interactive mural project for the alley space that runs
through the Downtown Plaza (1052 Main) connecting Main Street with the parking lot to the north—what we
have coined Artisan Alley.
The project will be a geometric wave scene involving various shades of blue with heavy line work. To add
character to the mural and make it interactive, certain waves will be highlighted with brass spoons contributed
by the Worth Company and bead mazes with sliding handmade beads will follow some of the line work.
The project is motivated by two key parts of Stevens Point history—our former designation as Fly-tying Capital
of the World, home to a number of fishing lure companies including Worth, and our lasting designation as the
City of Wonderful Water. The mural will touch on these themes abstractly, while also contributing a new piece
of bold public art to our growing downtown collection.
The benefits of this project are threefold: 1. It will beautify an underutilized pedestrian corridor in our
downtown, that beautification will attract more foot traffic bolstering the businesses that make up Artisan Alley,
and that increase in business will decrease any unsavory uses of the alley space.
We are seeking approval of this project at the May 2nd Historic Preservation and Design Review Commission
meeting. We appreciate your support!
Thanks!
Greg

1
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The River Passage
April 2018

All designs included in this proposal are the property of the students from U.W.S.P. Art 398:
Environmental and Public Art class, Spring 2018 and may not be used without their consent.
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Activate and brighten the entire
space

Proved opportunity for a diverse
demographic to interact with a
public artwork.

Provide an opportunity to install
more lights

Addresses client interest in an
abstracted image

This art installation will provide the City of Stevens Point and the downtown business
community and client, Mike Beacom, a dynamic mural that will move the public through
this underutilized space. It will also link the parking lot of the Cobblestone Hotel with
Main St. Our considerations when designing this “place-making,” Interactive Public Art
Installation include:
Attract the public and create a gathering place to
use during events downtown Stevens Point.
Flexible fold-up tables will provide places for
vendors to bring work into alley for events.

Utilize recycled materials: lures and highlight
history of Stevens Point: lure capital and the
River
Safe, structurally sound and easy to maintain
Accommodates street sweeper
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Design:

A few colored sections of the mural would be filled with layered lures to fill that section.

Page 21 of 44

Bead Maze

We will construct the metal track for 1/2"
round rod. We will use 2”x2” flat metal
stock which will be bolted to the wall in
multiple points to secure the rods to the wall
Map of metal maze structure
While at the same time extending the rod out
From the wall to allow the beads to be moved along the track.
The maze will be 4” maximum off the wall.
The maze will start where the painted wall starts at the entrance on the Main Street to the small 3ft.
wall. It would stop right at the beginning of the 3ft wall. Please see maquette for detail of colors, and
bead maze.
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Beads

Number of Beads: Approximately 400 beads
100 resin/acrylic (with plant materials embedded)
300 Ceramic with lures and textures embedded into
Surface.

Bead size: 3” maximum width/ length will vary (beads would
extend 4” from wall with 3” width for bead, and 1” clearance
between bead and wall)
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Projected Project Timeline
April 23-27th: Order Materials and mapping mural on site
April 23- May 4th: Metal fabrication and bead making

Site prep should be completed between April 30th and May 4th depending on weather.
April 30th-May 7th: Mural Painting (Weather dependent)

May 7th-May 10th: Bead Maze Instillation

May 11th: Presentation of completed installation (Tentative)
May 18th: Mural opening
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Contact Us
Kristin Thielking
kthielki@uwsp.edu
715-630-0288

Greg Wright
952-237-5126
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References

http://img1.wfrcdn.com/lf/49/hash/736/378378/1/Suction+Cup+Coaster+Bead+Maze.jpg
https://wilkerdos.com/2015/03/diy-folding-workbench/
https://usercontent2.hubstatic.com/7846295_f520.jpg
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Administrative Staff Report
Design Review – Restore Facade
1136 Main Street
April 26, 2018

Applicant(s):
 Penguin Properties, LLC.
Staff:
 Michael Ostrowski, Director
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com
 Kyle Kearns, Associate Planner
kkearns@stevenspoint.com
Parcel Number(s):
 281240832202930
Zone(s):
 "B-3" Central Business District

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

Request
Request from Penguin Properties, LLC. for design review to restore
the storefront and expose the rear façade at 1136 Main Street
(Parcel ID 281240832202930).
Attachment(s)
1. Application
2. Renderings
3. Photos
City Official Design Review / Historic District
1. Downtown Design Review District
2. Mathias Mitchell Public Square District

Council District:
 District 1 – Jennings
Lot Information:
2408-32-2015-06
 Actual Frontage: 24 feet
 Effective Depth: 131 feet
 Square Footage: 3,144
 Acreage: 0.072
Structure Information:
 Year Built: addition 1910 (108
years)
 Number of Stories: 2
Current Use:
 Commercial / Vacant
Applicable Regulations:
 Chapter 22
 Downtown Design Guidelines

Staff Recommendation
Based on the findings below, staff would recommend approving design
review requested to restore the storefront façade which includes relocating
the door at 1136 Main Street, subject to the following condition(s):
1. Doors, windows and trim materials shall match with the existing
character and elements found on the building. The chairperson and
designated agent shall have the authority to review and approve
materials for the commercial storefront.
2. A transom window shall be installed above the relocated first floor door
to match with the original design.
3. All window and door trim or window accents shall match.
4. Windows shall be prohibited from having tint except for those on the
southern facade where the chairperson and designated agent shall have
the authority to approve minor tint.
5. The applicant shall expose the lintel/beam above the storefront if
possible during the storefront improvements, and restoring the details
along the beam.
6. The existing stone underneath the windows and along the existing door
shall be preserved and incorporated into the new storefront design to
create columns matching the existing design. The chairperson and
designated agent shall have the authority to approve other masonry
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material to existing beneath the windows and between the stone
columns.
7. Type N mortar as defined by the American Society for Testing and
Materials (ASTM) shall be used, matching in color and texture to the
original mortar found on the existing stonework.
8. Sandblasting and power washing shall be prohibited on any building
feature.
9. The chairperson and designated agent shall have the authority to
review and/or approve minor amendments to the approved
improvements including the door location, which meet the design
guidelines.

Vicinity Map

Page 2 of 8

Page 28 of 44

Scope of Work
The applicant, who recently purchased the building, is requesting to
perform several changes to the building this year. Among the major
interior remodel occurring, exterior improvements are proposed which
include, new buildings on the facades, masonry work, commercial glazing
and door, awning, and other improvements. The applicant has indicated
that a façade grant request will likely be made for many of the exterior
improvements noted above, however in order to maintain a timeline for
the project one improvement is requested to be approved now. The
relocation of the storefront (south façade) door from the east to the west
side of the building is proposed. This request restores the door to a more
original location, as discussed later, and also allows for work in the
basement to begin. In addition, the applicant would like general feedback
regarding the improvements, primarily relating to the restoration of the
north façade, which may involve removing the existing stucco finishing
system.
Therefore, only the design review components for the door relocation and commercial storefront restoration, along with
the applicability to restore the north façade have been reviewed below. As stated previously, the remaining
improvements including the stucco removal and restoration of the north façade will likely be part of a façade grant
application.
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 guidelines 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.
WINDOWS (Sec. 3.4)
1. Retain and preserve historic windows and doors. All elements associated with historic windows and doors
should be retained and preserved including frames, trim, sashes, muntins, glass, lintels, shutters, and hardware.
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Analysis: The applicant is proposing relocating the storefront door
to the west side of the building where it initially existed.
Additionally, they have proposed to restore openings and windows
on the north façade of the building. Specifics regarding the
storefront door have not yet been provided but will likely be
provided at the meeting. Furthermore, the existing location of the
door would be restored with glazing matching the original, and
shown in the rendering below. Stone or brick masonry would then
be added beneath the storefront windows.
Findings: Based on historical photos, the original door appears to
have been located on the west side of the building. In addition the
applicant has stated that original windows openings exist on the
north façade, where shown on the attached renderings. Therefore,
the proposed storefront and north façade restoration would align
with the original historic nature of the building. Given the unknown
materials for the storefront doors, windows, and masonry, staff
would recommend that they match with the existing character and
elements found on the building. Furthermore, the chairperson and
designated agent shall have the authority to review and approve
materials for the commercial storefront.

3. If replacement of a window or door unit is necessary, the new unit should be replaced to match the original in
size, scale, material, detail, pane and/or panel configurations. Exterior aluminum clad is permitted to be installed
on new wooden windows.
Analysis: Further details regarding the proposed door, window glazing, and material beneath the windows has
not been provided, but may be provided at the meeting. It appears the original door had a large transom
window above that matched the building header/beam which separated the building floors.
Findings: Staff would recommend that a transom window be added above the door to match with the original
design.
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11. Introduction of new window and door openings into the principal elevations of a structure is not recommended.
If permitted, new openings should be proportionally the same as existing openings and should have matching
sash, glass, sills, frames, casings, and muntin patterns.
Analysis: See standards above and photos indicating the original door location on the building.
Findings: While the proposed storefront changes may meet the original design of the building, the area above
the storefront windows is in question. It is difficult to identify the material above the windows, however it is
clear to see the exposed beam and decorative details on the beam. Staff would recommend that if possible, the
proposed storefront improvements include exposing the beam and restoring the details.
MASONRY (Sec. 3.2.2)
4. Deteriorated masonry units should be repaired rather than replaced using materials that match the original in
size, texture, color, and overall appearance. Synthetic materials are not recommended on historic structures for
the wholesale covering of a structure.
Analysis: The applicant has proposed to install matching stonework underneath the storefront windows. A
specific masonry has not been identified. Note that matching stone beneath the windows and along the side of
the existing door exists. The tile above and below the windows does not appear to be original to the building.
Findings: Staff would recommend that the existing stone underneath the windows and along the existing door
be preserved and incorporated into the new storefront design to create columns matching the existing design.
The chairperson and designated agent shall have the authority to approve other masonry material to existing
beneath the windows and between the stone columns. Also, staff would recommend that type N mortar be
used as defined by the American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM), matching in color and texture to the
original mortar found on the existing stonework. Furthermore, sandblasting and power-washing shall be
prohibited, instead, organic compounds or gentle handwashing methods shall be used.
STOREFRONTS (Sec. 3.7)
2. Retain and preserve commercial storefronts and storefront details that contribute to the historic character of
the building including display windows, recessed entryways, doors, transoms, corner posts, columns, and other
decorative features.
Analysis: The building currently has one storefront that is proposed to be restored to a more historical design.
Furthermore, the rear (north) façade is proposed to be restored as well and act as a second entrance. The
existing door on the south façade is recessed to allow for appropriate code requirements to be met, whereas
the proposed design only appears to slightly be recessed in the facade.
Findings: The historic photos above indicate that the original door was slightly recessed, similar as proposed.
However given the change of use for the building, building code may require a landing or ramp for the door,
unless waived given the historical nature of the restoration. Given this variable, staff would recommend that the
chairperson and designated have the authority to approve minor modifications to the approval, including slight
modifications to the door location.
5. If reconstructing a historic storefront, base the design on historic research, physical evidence, and photographic
documentation, if available. Recreate the original architectural elements including overall proportions,
fenestration, dimensions, and orientation.
Analysis: See the photos above regarding the original storefront design.
Findings: Staff feel several conditions recommended would ensure the original storefront architectural elements
are restored and/or preserved.
REAR ELEVATIONS (Sec. 3.9)
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2. Historic structures that are adjacent to rear parking areas or
public rights-of-ways are encouraged to utilize rear entrances
allowing public and private access. If the rear entrance is
public, awnings and other exterior features should be more
subdued than those of the primary elevation.
Analysis: The applicant is asking for general feedback
regarding the restoration of the rear façade. Several original
window openings have been covered by the existing stucco
finishing material. In addition, windows found on the west
façade, near the adjacent fire escape have been boarded. The
applicant would potentially restore the original openings and
windows, or replace with new windows, as well as remove the
stucco.
Findings: Generally, these proposed improvements seem
appropriate as the stucco finishing material is not original to
the building. Original brick is anticipated behind the stucco
which could be restored. The restoration of the rear (north)
façade would be impactful given the recent exposure of the
north side of the building which faces a parking area and
street.
3. Whenever a rear elevation faces a public right-of-way or
parking facility, particularly on the waterfront, unnecessary
utility lines and equipment should be removed, whenever
possible. New utility and mechanical equipment should be
places in inconspicuous locations such as the roof or
screened from public view.
Analysis: Utility equipment does existing on the rear façade.
Findings: Removal, replacement, or screening of the utility
equipment should be a component of the improvements to
the rear façade.

After review and based on the findings mentioned above, staff recommends approving the design review request for
the façade improvements proposed to the storefront at 1136 Main Street, subject to the conditions outlined on
page 1 & 2 of the staff report. The project will restore the storefront to a more historical design. Furthermore, staff
would generally recommend the improvements to the rear façade, with the submission of further details through
and official design review request or façade improvement grant request. Overall, the proposed improvements will
assist in maximize the use of the entire building that furthers the vibrancy within downtown, while restoring
historical components of the structure and improving its aesthetics.
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Building Images

South Facade

South Facade – Existing Entrance

South Façade - Storefront

South Façade – Door Relocation

South Façade – Behind Awning

North Façade - Entrance
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West Façade – North Cupola and Parapet

South Façade – Fire Escape
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City of Stevens Point
Community Development Department

HISTORIC PRESERVATION/
DESIGN REVIEW
COMMISSION

1515 Strongs Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481
P: (715) 346-1567 F: (715) 346-1498
communitydevelopment@stevenspoint.com
http://stevenspoint.com

APPLICATION FOR DESIGN REVIEW
ADMINISTRATIVE SUMMARY (Staff Use Only)

I

Application#
Associated Pennits or
Applications (If any)

I

Decision

Date Submitted

Date Reviewed

Assigned case
Manaaer

I

Pre-Application
Conference Date
Staff Signature

I

Notes:

APPLICANT/CONTACT INFORMATION
APPUCANT INFORMATION

CONTACT INFORMATION (Same as Applicant?

Barton Built Construction
1506 N 13th Ave
VVausau, VVI54401
715-571-4923

Applicant Name
Address
City, State, Zip
Telephone

Dl

Contact Name
Address
City, State, Zip
Telephone

Fax

Fax

Bartonbuildersllc@yahoo.com

Email

Email

OWNERSHIP INFORMATION
PROPERTY OWNER OF RECORD !INFORMATION (Same as Applicant?

OJ

Fax

Penquin Properties LLC
1324 Centerpoint Dr.
Stevens Point, VVI, 54481
715-869-3440
702-553-2783

Email

management@penguinproperties.net

Owner's Name
Address
City, State, Zip
Telephone

PROPERTY OWNER OF RECORD 21NFORMATION (If Needed)
Owner's Name
Address
City, State, Zip
Telephone
Fax
Email

PROJECT SUMMARY
Subject Property Location [Please Include Address and Assessor's Identification Number(s)]

J

Parcell

1136 Main St

I

Parcell

281-24-0832202930

I

Parcel3

I

Legal Description of Subject Property

E 24' LOT 7 BLK 29
VALENTINE BROWN ADD & ESMT
DES-359/830 S32 T24 R8
836698
Area of Subject Property (Acres/Sq Ft)

0.07 Acres

Application for Design Review

I
I

Area of Building or Structure (Sq Ft)

8,345. 75 ft2
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I Current Historic Dlstrlct(s)- Local, State, National

Current Zoning Dlstrlct(s)

8-3 CBD
Designated Future Land Use Category

Commercial

I Current Use of Property
I

City of Stevens Point, WI, USA

I

I Proposed Use of Property

Commercial

I

Commercial

Briefly describe the proposed building. structure construction, reconstruction or exterior alteration. Please also provide rationale for the design review request, along
with the time schedule (if any) for the project. (Use additional pages If necessary)

See Attachment 1

Will the proposed work detrimentally change, destroy or adversely affect any exterior arthltectural features of the Improvement upon which said work is to be done?
Explain you answer.

No, as we will be uncovering details that have been obscured for many years. Returning to be a more
usable, historically appropriate property for the downtown.

Does the proposed work match and harmonize with the external appearance of adjacent neighboring Improvements. Explain your answer.

Yes as the current, modern facade is not in keeping with the overall look and feel of downtown on the
lower level. We will be making changes to meet that look and feel of neighboring properties like Guus, as
well as return the rear of building to have usable windows, as they were removed when the mall was
downtown.
a
Does the proposed work conform to the objectives of the historic preservation plan for said district (If any)? Explain you answer.

Yes, by making our proposed changes it will match the look and feel of the historical downtown area, as
well as increasing usability of the property.

Does the proposed work conform with the architectural design guidelines with emphasis on contextual issues including compatibility of size, volume proportions,
rhythm, materials, detailing. colors, and expressiveness? (Historic Design Guidelines can be found at www.stevensooint com I Explain you answer.

Yes, we will use materials that meet the existing structure and we will match the facade colors as well as
look.

EXHIBITS
Letter to District Alderperson (www.s~v!:nSIZ!!int.com£DirectQ!)L)
Photographs of Building or Structure
Renderings or Elevations
Site Plan (for additions, and new construction)

0
Ill
ll1
0

Additional Exhibits If Any (Ust):

CERTIFICATION AND SIGNATURE
By my signature below, I certify that the information contained in this application is true and correct to the best of my knowledge at the time of the application . I
acknowledge that I understand and have complied with all of the submittal requirements and procedures and that this application is a complete application submitta l. I
further understand that an incom lete a lication submittal may cause my application to be deferred to the next posted deadline date .
Signature of Applicant

Application for Design Review

Date

Signature of Property Owner(s)

Date
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Kyle Kearns
From:

Sent:
To:

Subject:

Gokey, Gregg <gregg.gokey@wildcardcorp.com>
Tuesday, April17, 2018 2:20PM
Michael Ostrowski; Kyle Kearns
1136 Main street improvements for facade

Good day Gentleman,
As you may or may not be aware Penguin Properties purchased 1136 Main Street, the former Bookworld
building. We are looking to update and make changes to the facade on the building bringing it back to a more
historic look as well as improving the functionally of the building.
We are submitting a Historic Preservation I Design

Review Commission (HPDRC} Application for Design review prior to
submitting for the facade improvement program. We are Including a photo from the 1950s era that shows the door on the
opposite side. The work done to the front of the building is to return to the historic look, when it was a billiards hall on the flrst floor and
provide the ability for multi-tenant use. Through the reinstallation of the door into original left/west sided location on the building. The
purpose is to improve usability, historical significance and allow segregation of a lower and upper tenant area. The windows are to be
replaced with aluminum wrapped energy efficient versions. With the reinstallation of the door we would also reinstall the stone facade that
was original on the front of the building instead of the tile that was put into place with the bookworld approx 1979/80 front. We would like
to uncover the steel I beam that runs above the awning to show a fantastic detail that has been covered for many years. Last thing on the front
of the building is to replace the awning with a historical flat canvas awning removing the current balloon awning. This awning will contain
our logo while maintaining graphic requirements of the historical guidelines.
The rear of the building was previously covered with stucco when mall was abuting to the property, in order to increase usability of 2nd floor,
bring more light into the building and bring it back to the historic look prior to windows being covered we will be reinstalling the second
story windows. Additionally if our budget permits, we would like to remove all the stucco from the rear of the building allowing us to return
to the historic brick of the building. This would be a wonderful enhancement as the rear of the building sits directly in front of the
Cobblestone Hotel were visitors are staying downtown and this is a perfect opportunity to attract them to main street.
The rear/side alley wall exterior that is unviewable to general public but is viewable to the upper tenants has boarded up windows spots. We
would like to reinstall those windows to allow for additional light into the building, increase usability, fire safety and enhance the
architectural features of the structure. In addition, re-tuck point building, seal the alley from water penetration coming from Opera House.
We will be including all of this in our application along with appropriate photos. Please accept this as our notice.
Thank you for your time and I await any questions you may have,
Respectfully,

Gregg 0. Gokey
Director of Operations
715-869-3440 ext. 101
Wildcard Corp.
CONFIDENTIALITY NOTICE: The information transmitted, including attachments, is intended only for the person(s) or entity to which it is addressed and may
contain confidential and/or privileged material. Any review, retransmission, dissemination or other use of, or taking of any action in reliance upon this information
by persons or entities other than the intended recipient is prohibited. If you received this in error, please contact the sender and destroy any copies of this
information.
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Attachment 1
1136 Main St
Stevens Point, WI 54481

Front of building
Reinstall door into originalleftjwest sided location on building on main, returning to the historic look, and
reinstallation of stairway going to second floor office space, from the era when the building had offices
upstairs and a billiards hall on first floor. We are doing this to improve usability, historical significance and
allow segregation of a lower and upper tenant area. Windows with aluminum wrapped energy efficient
versions and we will return as much of the stone facade that was original on the front of the building
instead of the tile that was put into place with the bookworld approx 1979/80 front We will uncover the
steel I beam that runs above the awning to show a fantastic detail that has been covered for many years.
Replacing the awning with a historical flat canvas awning removing the current balloon awning. This
awning will contain our logo while maintaining graphic requirements of the historical guidelines.

Rear of building
Reinstall windows into rear, previously covered with stucco when mall was abuting to the property, in
order to increase usability of 2nd floor, bring more light into the building and bring it back to the historic
look prior to windows being covered. We would like to remove all the stucco from the rear of the building if
budget permits, allowing us to return to the historic brick of the building.

Rear/Side Alley wall exterior (unviewable to general public)
Reinstall windows to allow for additional light into the building, increase usability, fire safety and enhance
the architectural features of the structure. Re-tuck point building, seal the alley from water penetration
coming from Opera House.
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Pictures for Reference:
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1136 Main st Billiards hall circa 1950s
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Current exterior 1136 Main st(Front)

Current exterior (Rear)
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Current Rear /Side Alley wall exterior
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