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Members:

AGENDA
HISTORIC PRESERVATION/DESIGN
REVIEW COMMISSION

Date and Time: August 1, 2018
4:00 PM

Lee Beveridge (Chair)
Tori Jennings (Alder)
Tim Siebert
Sarah Scripps
Robert Woehr
Joseph Debauche (Alt. 1)
Eric McFarland (Alt. 2)

Location: Police Department Room 122
933 Michigan Avenue
Stevens Point, WI 54481

1. Roll Call
2. Persons who wish to address the committee for up to three (3) minutes on a non-agenda item*
Discussion and Possible Action on the Following:
3. Approval of the report from the June 19, 2018 HP/DRC meeting
4. Request from Eric Yonke, representing the property owner, for design review to install landscaping features and
construct a shed at 1408-10 College Avenue (Parcel ID 2408-32-1004-06)
5. Request from Jim Laabs for an amendment to the façade improvement grant contract to extend the deadline to
complete the project at 1205 Second Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2015-06) and 1209 Second Street (Parcel ID 240832-2015-07).
6. Discuss Belke Lumber Building & Home
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
June 19, 2018 – 3:00 PM
County-City Building, City Conference Room
1515 Strongs Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481
PRESENT: Chairperson Beveridge, Alderperson Jennings, Commissioner Siebert, Commissioner Woehr,
Commissioner Debauche, and Commissioner McFarland.
ALSO PRESENT: Director Ostrowski, Ada Sanders, Steve Olsen, and BJ Welling.
INDEX:
1. A physical inspection of the site(s) described below by the Commission will take place at 3:00 PM:
a) The first site to be inspected will be 1343 Second Street;
b) Following the first inspection, the second site to be inspected is 1028 Main Street;
c) Following the second inspection, the third and final site to be inspected is 1108 Main Street.
Following the site inspections referenced above, the Commission will convene in the City
Conference Room, 1515 Strongs Avenue for discussion and possible action on the following:
2. Approval of the report from the May 2, 2018 HP/DRC meeting.
3. Request from Ada Sanders for a façade improvement grant and design review for exterior building
work, including façade cleaning, painting, and window repair and replacement at 1108 Main Street
(Parcel ID 281240832202928).
4. Request from Steve Olsen for a façade improvement grant and design review for exterior building
work, including façade painting, new storefront windows, and new second story windows at 1343
Second Street (Parcel ID 281240832201825).
5. Request from Robert Welling for a façade improvement grant and design review for exterior
building work to the rear façade, including the installation of a second storefront at 1028 Main
Street (Parcel ID 281240832202922).
6. Adjourn.

1. A physical inspection of the site(s) described below by the Commission will take place at 3:00 PM:
a) The first site to be inspected will be 1343 Second Street;
b) Following the first inspection, the second site to be inspected is 1028 Main Street;
c) Following the second inspection, the third and final site to be inspected is 1108 Main Street.
Following the site inspections referenced above, the Commission will convene in the City
Conference Room, 1515 Strongs Avenue for discussion and possible action on the following:
2. Approval of the report from the May 2, 2018 HP/DRC meeting.
Motion by Commissioner Siebert to approve the report of the May 2, 2018 HP/DRC meeting;
seconded by Alderperson Jennings.
Motion carried 5-0.
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3. Request from Ada Sanders for a façade improvement grant and design review for exterior building
work, including façade cleaning, painting, and window repair and replacement at 1108 Main Street
(Parcel ID 281240832202928).
Associate Planner Kearns thanked commissioners and those in attendance for meeting at the
requested sites for overall reviews, and also congratulated Commissioner Woehr on being promoted
to a full voting member, noting the resignation of Commissioner Baldischwiler and appointment of
Commissioner Erik McFarland as an alternate. Mr. Kearns further stated the need to have two
motions for each request, one motion for the design review, and a second for the façade grant
funding. He briefly explained that recent changes to state legislature meant that the commission
could not deny a design review request based on the materials proposed if the material looked and
operated like the original material, however, they could require certain materials to be used if
façade grant funds had been granted. The two motions would allow applicants to pursue their
requested improvements if the design review was approved even if they were not granted façade
funding.
Commissioner Woehr asked whether Commissioner McFarland has been provided with the
appropriate commission materials, to which Associate Planner Kearns confirmed that an
informational packet would be put together for his information.
Associate Planner Kearns briefly summarized the request from Ada Sanders for façade
improvements to 1108 Main Street including window repair and replacement, refurbishing of the
existing service door, and cleaning and painting of the front façade. Commissioners had several
comments as described below:
1. Clarification that color choices be approved by chairperson and/or staff.
2. Investments previously made to property, faithful attempt at quality restoration with
submitted request, applicant going to the extra mile to restore and have quality work.
3. Hase Building and Design, contractor, has proven track record for quality work.
4. Postpone awning work due to not initially being in the staff packet, and to also provide time
for inspection to see if the awning frame is salvageable.
Commissioner Woehr asked for clarification on the criteria for the façade grant funding, to which
Mr. Kearns explained that the maximum award would be a 40% match, with the maximum grant not
to exceed $30,000, adding that $100,000 was available in the grant program in 2018.
Commissioner Siebert asked if the grant was only for commercial properties, to which it was
confirmed that it would also include tax exempt or residential properties.
Commissioner Siebert asked Ms. Sanders, the applicant, if she had any issues with staff
recommendations, to which none were stated.
Motion by Alderperson Jennings to approve the design review of the proposed improvements at
1108 Main Street (Parcel ID 281240832202928) as indicated below, subject to the conditions of
approval also below:
Improvements
a. Second Floor Window Repair/Refurbish as proposed in the Hase Building and Design, Inc.
bid.
b. Repair and refurbish side door (front façade) as proposed in the Hase Building and Design,
Inc. bid.
c. Cleaning storefront façade, cast iron columns – remove paint.
d. Painting first floor stone columns and trim.
e. Replacement of the awning fabric and/or repair and replacement of awning frame.
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Conditions of Approval
1. The applicant shall submit a paint color for the window and door trim to be reviewed and
approved by the chairperson and designated agent.
2. Windows and doors shall match that of the original window design.
3. Gentle means shall be used when cleaning masonry columns; only organic non-toxic
chemicals shall be used to clean.
4. Powerwashing or sandblasting shall be prohibited on any building components.
5. The applicant shall contact the City after masonry columns have been cleaned. The
chairperson and designated agent shall inspect the masonry and have the authority to
approve the application of paint after inspection.
6. If paint is approved for the columns it shall match the underlying masonry color and/or
the unpainted brick façade. The chairperson and designated agent shall review and
approve the column paint color.
7. Cracks or other defects to the masonry shall be repaired with matching colored type N
mortar; caulk shall not be permitted on the column faces.
8. Applicable building permits shall be obtained.
9. The chairperson and designated agent shall have the authority to review and/or approve
minor amendments to the project.
seconded by Commissioner Siebert.
Motion Carried 5-0.
Motion by Commissioner Debauche to approve the Façade Grant request of the proposed
improvements at 1108 Main Street (Parcel ID 281240832202928) as indicated below, subject to
the conditions of approval also below:
Improvements
a. Second Floor Window Repair/Refurbish as proposed in the Hase Building and Design, Inc.
bid.
b. Repair and refurbish side door (front façade) as proposed in the Hase Building and Design,
Inc. bid.
c. Cleaning storefront façade, cast iron columns – remove paint.
d. Painting first floor stone columns and trim.

Conditions of Approval
1. The applicant shall submit a paint color for the window and door trim to be reviewed and
approved by the chairperson and designated agent.
2. Windows and doors shall match that of the original window design.
3. Gentle means shall be used when cleaning masonry columns; only organic non-toxic
chemicals shall be used to clean.
4. Powerwashing or sandblasting shall be prohibited on any building components.
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5. The applicant shall contact the City after masonry columns have been cleaned. The
chairperson and designated agent shall inspect the masonry and have the authority to
approve the application of paint after inspection.
6. If paint is approved for the columns it shall match the underlying masonry color and/or
the unpainted brick façade. The chairperson and designated agent shall review and
approve the column paint color.
7. Cracks or other defects to the masonry shall be repaired with matching colored type N
mortar; caulk shall not be permitted on the column faces.
8. Applicable building permits shall be obtained.
9. The chairperson and designated agent shall have the authority to review and/or approve
minor amendments to the project.
10. Proof of insurance shall be submitted.
11. All work shall be completed within one year.
12. Project must adhere to Façade Improvement Grant Program Guidelines.
13. No funds shall be disbursed until project is fully completed.
14. The maximum City participation shall not exceed 40% of the total project cost of the bids
and work approved, and no individual cost shall exceed the following, unless approval has
been given to the HP/DRC chairperson and designated agent in reviewing additional bids
or building improvements:
Improvement

Hase Building & Design, Inc.

2nd Floor Window Repair / Replacement
1

a. Scaffold

$ 3,455.00

b. Window Repair/Replacement

$ 7,165.00

c. New Old World Sash (Kolbe)

$ 7,590.00

3

Lead Paint Removal (Door & Jamb)

$ 6,620.00

4

Painting Storefront (Columns and Door)

$ 4,815.00

5

Misc. Project Cost & 5% Profit/Overhead

$ 6,732.25
TOTAL

$ 36,377.25

Reimbursement Total

$ 14,551.00

seconded by Commissioner Siebert.
Motion Carried 5-0.
4. Request from Steve Olsen for a façade improvement grant and design review for exterior building
work, including façade painting, new storefront windows, and new second story windows at 1343
Second Street (Parcel ID 281240832201825).
Associate Planner Kearns briefly summarized the request from Steve Olsen for façade improvements
to 1343 Second Street including second story window replacements, installation of a new main
entrance door, three access doors, and painting of the first floor storefront and second floor
windows. Commissioners had several comments as described below:
1. Lack of clarification in request.
2. Items pertain more to maintenance, rather than improvements.
3. General consensus that having all matching windows would be a general improvement, but
preference to not replace remaining wooden windows.
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4. Tuckpointing should be addressed on deteriorated pillar on the corner.
Steve Olsen, applicant, stated his initial confusion for the project and grant, noting that his intention
was not to abuse funds. He stated that his intent was to improve the building overall, adding that he
had already invested by replacing windows.
Director Ostrowski briefly stated that the board had previously approved maintenance items when
they had been coupled with a larger project. The replacement of the second floor windows would
improve the look of the building and façade he stated.
There was a general discussion about the possibility of postponing action so the applicant could
come back to the board with a more complete application and flushed proposal.
Motion by Commissioner Woehr to approve the design review of the proposed improvements at
1343 Second Street (Parcel ID 281240832201825) as indicated below, subject to the conditions of
approval also below:
Improvements
a. Replace Seven (7) Second Story Windows – Double Hung White Vinyl (possible aluminum
clad wrap).
b. Install new glazing for four (4) storefront windows (insulated low-e tempered).
c. Install one (1) commercial main entrance door.
d. Install three (3) apartment/access doors.
e. Painting first floor storefront the same color scheme and painting second floor windows.

Conditions of Approval
1. The main commercial entrance door shall be similar in design to the existing wooden
door.
2. The applicant shall submit a detailed rendering of the aluminum storefront door to be
reviewed and approved by the chairperson and designated agent.
3. A new western facade apartment door shall match the design and color of the original
door. The applicant shall submit a design to be reviewed and approved by the chairperson
and designated agent.
4. Second floor windows shall be wrapped in another darker material, such as aluminum, or
be painted a darker color to be reviewed and approved by the chairperson and designated
agent.
5. Window and door trim color shall match and be reviewed and approved by the
chairperson and designated agent.
6. Windows and doors shall match that of the original window design.
7. Gentle means shall be used when cleaning wood prior to the application of paint; only
organic non-toxic chemicals shall be used to clean.
8. Powerwashing or sandblasting shall be prohibited on any building components.
9. Final paint colors shall be submitted to be reviewed and approved by the chairperson and
designated agent prior to painting.
10. The chairperson and designated agent shall have the authority to review and/or approve
minor amendments to the project.
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11. Applicable building permits shall be obtained.
12. Storm windows on the second floor shall be removed for windows that are replaced.
seconded by Commissioner Debauche.
Motion Carried 4-1, with Alderperson Jennings voting in the negative.
Commissioner McFarland excused himself for a prior engagement at 4:50PM.
Motion by Commissioner Woehr to postpone action on the Façade Grant request of the proposed
improvements at 1343 Second Street (Parcel ID 281240832201825) so the applicant can provide a
more thorough application outlining further proposed improvement details; seconded by
Commissioner Siebert.
Motion carried 4-0.
5. Request from Robert Welling for a façade improvement grant and design review for exterior
building work to the rear façade, including the installation of a second storefront at 1028 Main
Street (Parcel ID 281240832202922).
Associate Planner Kearns briefly summarized the request from Robert Welling for façade
improvements to 1028 Main Street including a complete façade tear down and reconstruction for a
new storefront. Commissioners had several comments as described below:
1. Don’t want to create fake historic appeal, but overall nice improvements proposed.
2. Concerns with project being very ambitious, and how that would affect project completion.
3. Concerns over possibly inflating cost of work as the applicant would also be acting as the
contractor.
4. Preference of saving metal safe door.
Commissioner Siebert asked Mr. Welling, the applicant, if he had any issues with staff
recommendations, to which there were none stated.
Alderperson Jennings asked whether submitting bids from the applicant’s own company would be in
kind, to which Director Ostrowski explained that the property owner would still need to provide 60%
of the project cost for the façade, not to mention the projected cost of interior improvements.
Associated Planner Kearns stated that the City would be protected even if the project was not
completed, since funds would only be released upon project completion.
BJ Welling, the applicant, noted that approval from the board would assist in gaining approval from
banks for the overall project.
Associate Planner Kearns noted that one of the conditions placed for approval would be to obtain a
second bid for the work proposed, which would assure that prices would not be inflated.
Alderperson Jennings asked what the tax increment would be, to which Director Ostrowski stated it
was 60% of the project cost. A benefit, he noted, would be the addition to the tax base, a new
useable storefront, and an increase in traffic due to the addition downtown.
Commissioner Woehr asked if proof of insurance has been included, to which Associate Planner
Kearns noted it could be on file, but would look into it further.
Motion by Commissioner Siebert to approve the design review of the proposed improvements at
1028 Main Street (Parcel ID 281240832202922) as indicated below, subject to the conditions of
approval also below:

Improvements
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a. Masonry - Rebuild Rear Wall.
b. Install Metal Awnings (2).
c. Install rear Windows - Picture, Alum. Frame.
d. Install Single Aluminum Door/Frame.
e. Install Steel Door/Frame.
f.

Erect Temporary Wall Bracing.

g. Repair and Restore Foundation Wall.
h. Replace Lateral for Stormwater Roof Gutter.
i.

Install Roof Drain.

j.

Install Metal Cap on Top of Parapet.

k. Install Metal Cabinet for Electrical Pedestals.
l.

Construct Concrete Stoop for Door & Sidewalk Repair.

m. Paint prep, Priming & Painting of Exterior.

Conditions of Approval
1. Window and door trim color shall match and be reviewed and approved by the
chairperson and designated agent.
2. Masonry materials shall exist around and between the windows and doors which shall be
reviewed and approved by the chairperson and designated agent.
3. Gentle means shall be used when cleaning masonry prior to the application of paint; only
organic non-toxic chemicals shall be used to clean.
4. Type N mortar shall be used between masonry block.
5. Powerwashing or sandblasting shall be prohibited on any building components.
6. Final paint colors shall be submitted for review and approval by the chairperson and
designated agent prior to painting.
7. The chairperson and designated agent shall have the authority to review and/or approve
minor amendments to the project.
seconded by Commissioner Debauche.
Motion Carried 4-0.
Motion by Commissioner Siebert to approve the Façade Grant request of the proposed
improvements at 1028 Main Street (Parcel ID 281240832202922) as indicated below, subject to
the conditions of approval also below:
Improvements
a. Masonry - Rebuild Rear Wall.
b. Install Metal Awnings (2).
c. Install rear Windows - Picture, Alum. Frame.
d. Install Single Aluminum Door/Frame.
e. Install Steel Door/Frame.
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f.

Erect Temporary Wall Bracing.

g. Repair and Restore Foundation Wall.
h. Replace Lateral for Stormwater Roof Gutter.
i.

Install Roof Drain.

j.

Install Metal Cap on Top of Parapet.

k. Install Metal Cabinet for Electrical Pedestals.
l.

Construct Concrete Stoop for Door & Sidewalk Repair.

m. Paint prep, Priming & Painting of Exterior.

Conditions of Approval
1. Second bids shall be submitted for all project improvement activities to be reviewed and
approved by the chairperson and designated agent.
2. Window and door trim color shall match and be reviewed and approved by the
chairperson and designated agent.
3. Masonry materials shall exist around and between the windows and doors which shall be
reviewed and approved by the chairperson and designated agent.
4. Gentle means shall be used when cleaning masonry prior to the application of paint; only
organic non-toxic chemicals shall be used to clean.
5. Type N mortar shall be used between masonry block.
6. Powerwashing or sandblasting shall be prohibited on any building components.
7. Final paint colors shall be submitted for review and approval by the chairperson and
designated agent prior to painting.
8. The chairperson and designated agent shall have the authority to review and/or approve
minor amendments to the project.
9. Applicable building permits shall be obtained.
10. Proof of insurance shall be submitted.
11. All work shall be completed within one year.
12. Project must adhere to Façade Improvement Grant Program Guidelines.
13. No funds shall be disbursed until project is fully completed.
14. The maximum City participation shall not exceed 40% of the total project cost of the bids
and work approved, and no individual cost shall exceed the following, unless approval has
been given to the HP/DRC chairperson and designated agent in reviewing additional bids
or building improvements:
15.

Improvement

Don Dulak & Son
Masonry, Inc.
$19,000.00

1

Masonry - Rebuild Rear Wall

2

-

3

Metal Awnings (2)
Rear Façade Windows - Picture, Alum.
Frame

4

Single Aluminum Door/Frame

-

-

Metal Crafters
Inc.

Precision Glass &
Door, LLC.

Welling Kitchens

-

-

-

$5,045.00

-

-

-

$22,000.00

-

-

-
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5

Steel Door/Frame

-

-

-

6

Temporary Wall Bracing

-

-

-

$1,000.00

7

Repair and Restoration of Foundation Wall

-

-

-

$2,500.00

8

Replace Lateral for Stormwater Roof Gutter

-

-

-

$4,000.00

9

Install Roof Drain

-

-

-

$2,500.00

10

Engineering Costs

-

-

-

$1,000.00

11

Metal Cap on Top of Parapet

-

-

-

$1,500.00

12

Metal Cabinet for Electrical Pedestals

-

-

-

$1,500.00

13

Concrete Stoop for Door & Sidewalk Repair

-

-

-

$5,000.00

14

Paint Prep, Priming & Painting of Exterior

-

-

-

$7,500.00

15

Miscellaneous Expenses

-

-

-

$3,000.00

TOTAL
PROJECT TOTAL

$19,000.00

$5,045.00

$22,000.00

$29,500.00

$75,545.00 (40% = $30,218.00) = Maximum $30,000 Reimbursement

Seconded by Commissioner Woehr.
Motion Carried 4-0.
6. Adjourn.
Meeting adjourned at 5:14 PM.
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Attachment pertaining to Item 3 : Request from Ada Sanders, handout pertaining to awning bids.
6/6/2018

Print Window

:ubiect:

RE: Photo of storefront awning to be recovered.

From: office@wausaucanvas.com
To: aasan04@yahoo.com
Date: Wednesday. June 6, 2018, 12:09:44 PM CDT

Good Afternoon Ada,

Per our conversation earlier, here is a summary:

This is a g~Y. and not a true quote. It is not a binding _quote of anyJWut.

A commercial awning with ends, recovered using standard colors of awning fabric, and installed would be
approximately $2000 - $2400 plus taxes. We are missing two measurements needed for a more accurate
quote, the projection & height of awning, which due to a birds nest can't be provided.

Also, ifthe frame system bas not been recently maintained and needs attention or repairs, that cost is not
included in the price given. We bill at $70.00/per hour labor. Any replacement parts for frame will be
additional and may or may not be available.

I can not stress enough, this is a "best guess -ball park figure" and in no way should it be construed as
a legally binding quote.

Thank: you,
Denise Ren.kas

\Nausau Canvas
COMPANY, INC.
1/6
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Proposal/Contract

~-----------------------------------------------------------------Duralum Siding, Windows & Sunrooms
3250 Mecca Drive
Plover WI 54467
(715)344-7363 or (800)-888-7384
Dwelling Contractor Certification# 1059860. VSI Certification #800009111, Contractor Certification# 1781

~·-·---·-·---------------·---·-·-----·-----·---·-----·-·-----·---·Proposal Submitted To: Ada Sanders
Phone:
Date: 6-6-2018
715-498-2994

Street:

Cell:

City, State: Stevens Point, WI

Email: aasan04@yahoo.com

Zip:

54481

Jobsite:

1108 Main Street

Stevens Point, WI

54481

We hereby submit specifications and estimates for:
Replace fabric on current framework of address listed for jobsite,
Materials and Labor

6,263.59

If framework is need of replacing, new awning with framework for address listed for jobsite,
Materials and Labor 7,989.69

Website: www.DuralumSiding.com
NOTICE OF LIEN RIGHTS
Builder hereby notifies owner that persons or companies furnishing labor or materials for the construction on owner's land may have
lien rights on owner's land and buildings if not paid. Those entitled to lien rights, in addition to the undersigned builder., are those who
contract directly with the owner, or those who give the owner notice within 60 days after they first furnish labor or materials for the
construction. Accordingly, owner probably will receive notices from those who furnish labor or materials for the construction, and
should give a copy of each notice received to his mortgage lender, if any. Builder agrees to cooperate with the owner and his lender,
if any, to see that all potential lien claimants are duly paid.
CUSTOMER'S RIGHT TO CANCEL
You may cancel this agreement by mailing a written notice to our above address before midnight on the 3rd business day after the
signing of this agreement. You may use this pages as that notice by writing "I hereby cancel" and adding your name, address and date.
A duplicate of this page is provided by the seller for your records.
WE HEREBY PROPOSE to furnish material and labor complete in accordance with above specifications, for the sum of:

Payment to be made as follows: 5096 Downpayment, the balance due upon receipt of statement.
A DELINQUENT CHARGE OF 1.5%/PER MONTH WILL BE CHARGED ON ALL PAST DUE AMOUNTS.
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Administrative Staff Report
Walkway and Shed
Design Review Request
1408-10 College Avenue
July 22, 2018
Applicant(s):
 Eric Yonke, Representing the
Property Owners
Staff:
 Michael Ostrowski, Director
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com
 Kyle Kearns, Associate Planner
kkearns@stevenspoint.com
Parcel Number(s):
 2408-32-1004-06
Zone(s):
 "R-5" Multi-Family ll District
Council District:
 District 1 – Jennings
Lot Information:
 Actual Frontage: 50 feet
 Effective Depth: 132 feet
 Square Footage: 6,600
 Acreage: 0.152
Structure Information:

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

Request
Request from Eric Yonke, representing the property owner, for design
review to install landscaping features and construct a shed at 1408-10
College Avenue (Parcel ID 2408-32-1004-06)
Attachment(s)




Property Data
Application
Site Plan

City Official Design Review / Historic District


Downtown Design Review District

Staff Recommendation
Staff would recommend approving the proposed shed and walkway, subject
to the following conditions:
1. All pertinent ordinance requirements shall be met.
2. If the shed is not constructed, the area around the parking lot shall
be manicured lawn.
3. Vegetation on the north side of the parking lot shall remain to
screen the parking lot.

 Year Built: addition 1881 (134
years)
 Number of Stories: 2
Current Use:
 Residential
Applicable Regulations:
 Chapter 22
 Downtown Design Guidelines
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Vicinity Map

Scope of Work
Two years ago, the applicant received approval from the Commission to demolish a garage (after the fact) and construct
a parking area. Attached are staff reports for each request. Furthermore, I have summarized the action taken by the
Commission regarding this approval.
HPDRC Action on November 4, 2015:
Motion by Alderperson Ryan to postpone the request from Eric Yonke, representing the property owner, for design review
to demolish a garage and create a parking area at 1408-10 College Avenue (Parcel ID 2408-32-1004-06), allowing for the
applicant to gather additional information regarding the reconstruction of the garage or the construction of parking
area; seconded by Commissioner Siebert. Motion carried 5-0.
HPDRC Action on August 3, 2016:
Motion by Commissioner Woehr to approve the request from Eric Yonke, representing the property owner, for design
review to construct a parking area at 1408-10 College Avenue (Parcel ID 2408-32-1004-06) with the following conditions:
1. Wheel stops shall be installed in parking stalls and the turnaround area to prevent encroachment onto the patio
and greenspace.
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2. The parking area shall be concrete to match the existing driveway.
3. A building permit shall be obtained and all pertinent ordinance requirements shall be met.
4. The applicant shall submit an updated parking plan to be reviewed and approved by the Community
Development Department.
5. The patio shall be Brick or stone pavers.
6. One tree shall be planted on the northwest corner of the property.
7. Plantings shall be installed along the north and west side of the home as well as along the driveway and patio.
8. The Chairperson and designated agent shall have the authority to approve minor changes to the project and
plan.
Seconded by Alderperson Ryan.
Motion carried 5-0.
The applicant is before the commission again to request changes to the parking area and rear yard, including the
construction of a shed. In summary, the request is to do the following:
1. Install a paved foot path in lieu of the previously proposed patio thereby increasing greenspace,
2. Add vegetative shrubs and trees, and
3. Construct an 8x12 shed in the northeast corner of the lot.
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
Outbuildings and Accessory Structures (Stevens Point Design Guidelines Sec. 3.12)
5. 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 design of the structure is simple
yet well-designed. The double door design and
windows add an aesthetic appeal. Further, the
white trim will match the house color.
Findings: The design and size of the structure
should not reduce the historic character of the
home. Furthermore, the shed’s small size should
not detract from the home and can be moved.
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6. New outbuildings should be located in rear yards if possible.
Analysis: The shed is located in the rear yard and is proposed to be screened by landscaping.
Findings: This standard is met.
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.
Analysis: Most accessory structures in the district are single stall garages or garden sheds. The primary use of
the shed is to store lawn equipment and storage for tenants.
Findings: The structure is appropriate for the lot and multi-family use of the property.
8. Prefabricated wooden accessory structures that are not architecturally similar to the primary structure are
allowed only if screened from view from any existing right-of-way. Prefabricated metal storage buildings are not
recommended.
Analysis: The proposed shed Is proposed in the northeast portion of the property. The structure is hidden from
the right-of-way by the home and is also screened with vegetation.
Findings: This standard is met.
Parking, Driveways and Sidewalks (Stevens Point Design Guidelines Sec. 4.3)
1. Parking lots, driveways, and sidewalks shall comply with any ordinance requirements for size and landscaping
elements as well as site grading.
Analysis: Parking stall widths, complete landscaping, construction materials, and other requirements have been
identified on the attached plan.
Findings: Staff would recommend that all pertinent ordinance requirements be met.
3. Parking in residential areas should be to the rear of the structure whenever possible. Parking in front yards is not
recommended.
Analysis: Parking is proposed in the rear yard, close to the home and off of the existing driveway. The previously
proposed patio is requested to be changed into a walkway.
Findings: The house will screen the parking from the street.
5. Parking should be screened from the right-of-way whenever possible. Vegetative buffer strips, fencing, low
masonry walls, etc., should be utilized to minimize the visual impact of parking and vehicles.
Analysis: Parking exists in the rear yard, directly behind the home.
Findings: While parking is screened from the existing home, shrubs also exist and are proposed to screen the lot
from neighboring properties. The proposed walkway will connect the parking area to the existing walking along
the east side of the home.
7. Residential parking areas should be surfaced with appropriate materials such as brick, concrete, and asphalt.
Analysis: The parking area is concrete.
Findings: This standard is met.
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After review, staff feels the shed and walkway are appropriate for the property given the applicable design guidelines.
Therefore, staff would recommend approval, subject to the conditions outlined on page one.

Photos
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Gty 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
commun1tydevelopment@stevenspo1nt.com
http :1/stevenspomt.com

APPLICATION FOR DESIGN REVIEW
ADMINISTRATIVE SUMMARY (Staff Use Only)
Application #

I

Date Submitted

I

Assigned Case
Manapr
Pre-Application
Conferenc:e Date

I

Date Reviewed

I

Staff Sllflature

Assodated Permits o r
Applications (If any)
Decision
Notes:

APPLICANT/ CONTACT INFORMATION
CONTACT INFORMATION (Same as Applicant? II))

APPliCANT INFORMATION
Applicant Name

Eric Yonke

Contact Name

Address

1418 College Avenue

Address

City, State, Zip

Stevens Point, WI 54481

City, Sblte, Zip

Telephone

715-630-8839

Telephone

Fax

Fax

eric. yonke@gmail.com

Email

Email

OWNERSHIP INFOR MATION
PROPERlY OWNER OF RECORD !INFORMATION (Same as Applicant? Ol

PROPERlY OWNER OF RECORD 2 INFORMATION (If Needed)

Owner's Name

Sharon ~ isend

Owner's Name

Address

Dalbyvagen 25

Address

City, State, Zip

224 60 Lund SWEDEN

City, State, Zip

Telephone

011 46 46 13 77 77

Telephone

Fu

Fax

bauerdaughter@gmail.com

Email

Email

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

Pan:el 2

Parcel3

281240832100406
Le&al Description of Subject Property

1408 College Avenue
Stevens Point, WI

LOT 7 BLK 6 SMITH BRIGGS & PHILLIPS ADD BNG PRT NW NE
S32 T24 R8 200/561

Area of Subject Property (Acres/Sq Ft)

Area of Bulldl"l or Structure (Sq Ft)

0.152 acreage/6,600 sq . ft.

Application for Design Review
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C~.rrent

Current Zonlnc Dlstrict(s)

Historic Dlstrict(s)- LOGlll, State, National

"R-5" Multi-Family II District
Desfcnated futl.re land Use Cateaory

Downtown Design Review District
Proposed Use of Property

Current Use of Property

Rooming House

Rooming House

Briefly describe the proposed bulldlnc, structure construction, reconstruction or exterior alteration. Please also provide rationale for the desfcn review request, alone
with the time schedule (If any) for the project. (Use additional paces If necessary)

This proposal seeks modifications to the current approved plan to allow more plantings and green space in the backyard/parking area as
well as adding an appropriate storage shed. Our intention in requesting these modifications is to make the space as attractive and green as
possible. The approved parking area has allowed each apartment to have one parking spot without blocking the other occupants and it
keeps the cars from being visible from the street. Now we hope to reduce the visible impact of the sizable concrete pad by eliminating the
patio concept, adding trees and several bushes along with a footpath of pavers (brick or stone) along the east edge of the concrete.
Will the proposed work detrfmentaly cha~"tp, destroy or .dversely affect any exterior architectural futures of the Improvement upon which said work Is to be done?
Explain you ans-r.

No. The intention is to reduce the visible impact of the concrete parking area, add additional trees and shrubs to the plan and provide a
storage shed that complements the house design. Eliminating the original patio design would allow us to add a tree, bushes and a footpath
on the east side. The storage shed would be situated in an area with trees on both sides. (See additional page.)

Does the proposed work matrh and harmonize with the external appearanoe of adjaoent nelchborfnc Improvements. Expbiln your ans-.

Yes, in any ways possible, we are hoping to improve the appearance of the parking area by enhancing the green spaces as much as
possible and creating a modest storage space that matches or at least complements the house. (See additional page.)

Does the proposed work conform to the objectives of the historic preservation plan for said district (If any)? Explain you ans-r.

Yes. The historic preservation plan seeks to maintain the traditional family orientation of the block. Vllhile the building in question has not
been a single-family dwelling since the mid-1930s, it has the appearance of one. We hope to maintain this appearance and keep open the
possibility of a future garage structure in the backyard that fits the age of the house.

Does the proposed work conform with the arctlltectLral desJcn culdellnes with emphasis on contextual issues lncludlnc compatibility of size, volume proportions,

rhythm, materials, detalln&. colors, and expressiveness? (Historic Oesl~n Guidelines can be found at -

.stevensooint.com) Explain you ans-r.

As much as possible, our efforts are to make the backyard and parking area conform to a mid-century downtown residential neighborhood
design.

EXHIBITS
Letter to District Alderperson (-

.stevensl!21nt.comlD1rectoD£)

D

Additional Exhibits If Any (Ust):

0
0

Photocraphs of Build inc or Structure
Renderlnp or Elevations

D

Site Plan (for additions, and new construction)

CERTIFICATION AND SIGNATURE
By my signature below, I certify that t he information contained in this application Is true and correct to the best of my knowledge at the t ime 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.

Slcnature of Property Owner(s)

Slcnature of Appllalnt

Date

{-If;- I

Application for Design Review
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ADDITIONAL PAGES

Application for Design Review/Modification
I would like to request some modifications to the currently approved plan for 1408 College Avenue to
allow more plantings and green space at the expense of the original patio area. Here are the details:
•

Remove the patio and replace it with a paved footpath adjacent to the parking area, a tree in
the center of the east area to complement the tree in the northeast corner of the lot, and
plantings along the neighbor's fence line on the east side. (See attachments 1 and
3.) Rationale: While the patio plan looks great from a bird's eye view in the original drawing,
on the ground it creates an undesirable patio area: It is a narrow space abutting the parking
area, placing users right next to the front of parked cars. Also, the area receives high sunlight
from midday through the afternoon and evening. It is practically an unusable space given its
size. Adding a footpath, a tree, grass and plantings increases the green space and provides a
modest lawn area. Also, we hope in the future to create more usable lawn space in the green
area on the east side of house (between 1408 and 1418 College Avenue).

•

Add another tree and a lawn shed in the north-central area, north of parking area. (See
attachments 1, 4 and 5.) Rationale: The additional tree would give us three trees where there
were formerly no trees, enhancing the green space and decreasing the austere look of the
large concrete parking area. Adding the lawn shed allows us to store yard maintenance
equipment neatly and provides additional space for occupants to store items more
appropriately kept outside of the house. The proposed shed design (attachment 5) has a
footprint of 8' x 12'. Its style complements the house’s mid-century design and is unobtrusive
for an urban setting (i.e. is not faux rustic or barn-style).

Our intention in requesting these modifications is to make the space as attractive and green as possible.
Thankfully, the parking area has allowed each apartment to have one parking spot without blocking the
other occupants and keeping the cars out of street view. Now we are trying our best to reduce the visible
impact of the sizable concrete pad. A footpath of pavers (brick or stone) along the east edge of the
concrete should also help aesthetically.
We are making good progress on the parking and yard space project at 1408 College Avenue. The bridal
wreath bushes planted on the north side of the parking area (attachment 4) are a variety that grows to a
height of 4' - 5'. We have also finished planting bushes along the north side of the house and hope to
finish plantings along the west side of the house in the next few weeks. Clean up of the plantings along
the north edge of the lot will wait until we know if the modifications we have requested are acceptable to
the city.
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Proposed Plan Revision
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Eastside view north

Northside view east
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Westside view north
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Proposed Storage Shed Design -- 8’ x 12’
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Administrative Staff Report
Demolish Garage
Design Review Request
1408-10 College Avenue
November 4, 2015
Applicant(s):
 Eric Yonke, Representing the
Property Owners
Staff:
 Michael Ostrowski, Director
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com
 Kyle Kearns, Associate Planner
kkearns@stevenspoint.com
Parcel Number(s):

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

Request
Request from Eric Yonke, representing the property owner, for design review
to demolish a garage and create a parking area at 1408-10 College Avenue
(Parcel ID 2408-32-1004-06).
Attachment(s)




Property Data
Application
Site Plan

 2408-32-1004-06
Zone(s):
 "R-5" Multi-Family ll District
Council District:
 District 1 – Doxtator
Lot Information:
 Actual Frontage: 50 feet
 Effective Depth: 132 feet
 Square Footage: 6,600
 Acreage: 0.152
Structure Information:
 Year Built: addition 1881 (134
years)
 Number of Stories: 2

City Official Design Review / Historic District


Downtown Design Review District

Staff Recommendation
Staff has determined that the garage had historic significance and should have
been retained and preserved. Staff would recommend that a new detached
garage matching the previous structure in size and design shall be pursued.
If the structure is not pursued to be rebuilt, staff would recommend that the
rear yard area shall be greenspace and not an area for additional parking.
Staff would allow two spaces to make up for the loss of the garage, if the
spaces meet the parking requirements within the zoning code. The spaces
must be of asphalt, concrete, or similar material with a minimum of a 10 foot
setback with proper screening.

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

Scope of Work
Eric Yonke, representing the property owner, has requested
to demolish a detached garage at 1408-10 College Avenue,
which is a multi-family property with multiple tenants. The
applicant has indicated that the garage is significantly
degraded and has sunk approximately 12 inches below
grade which resulted in the structure leaning on a
neighbor’s garage. The back yard and former garage area
are slated for an asphalt or concrete parking area for
residents.
Specific details regarding the garage are below.
Existing Garage Details:
 Size: Approx. 480 square feet (1.5 stall)
Page 2 of 5
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Year Built: 1936
Finishing Materials: Wooden Construction, Vinyl Siding and Asphalt Shingle Roof

Note: The proposed garage has already been removed.
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
Outbuildings and Accessory Structures (Stevens Point Design Guidelines Sec. 3.12)
1. Retain and preserve original outbuildings which have gained historic significance on their own.
Analysis: Sec. 7.2 Definition – Character Defining: The elements, details, and craftsmanship of a historic
structure that give it its historic significance and are exemplary of the architectural style and period of the
structure. The garage was constructed in 1936 and had defining characteristics such as a side door, and side
windows, along with an elongated pitched roof.

Findings: The construction date of the garage and location on the site suggests its construction would have been
to primarily house a motor vehicle. Additionally, the side door and windows suggest it may have been
constructed to somewhat mirror the home. These character defined elements prove it may have served a
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purpose greater than that of a small shed type outbuilding. Based on these findings, staff would confirm the
garage’s historic significance.
Demolition (Stevens Point Design Guidelines Sec. 6.1)
1. Whether the building or structure is in such deteriorated
condition that is not structurally or economically feasible
to preserve or restore it, provide that any hardship or
difficulty claimed by the owner which is the result of any
failure to maintain the property in good repair cannot
qualify as a basis for the issuance of an approval to
demolish
Analysis: Specifics regarding the state of the garage were
provided by the applicant who cites a degraded condition
and a partially sunken foundation at 12 inches below
grade.
Findings: The degradation cannot be confirmed as the building has already been demolished. Photographs
submitted show interior to be finished, however discolored and warn. Note that the assessor’s office has listed
the garage condition as fair in 2008.
After review, staff has determined that the garage had historic significance and should have been retained and
preserved. Therefore, staff would suggest the applicant pursue the construction of a new detached garage matching the
previous structure in size, and design which would require approval by the Commission. In regards to the proposed
parking area, staff does not feel the installation of a significant amount of impervious surface for additional stalls is in
line with the Design Guidelines, as “Large expanses of parking are not recommended.” The submitted proposal
essentially takes up the entire rear yard.

Photos
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Administrative Staff Report
Parking Area
Design Review Request
1408-10 College Avenue
July 27, 2016
Applicant(s):
 Eric Yonke, Representing the
Property Owners
Staff:
 Michael Ostrowski, Director
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com
 Kyle Kearns, Associate Planner
kkearns@stevenspoint.com
Parcel Number(s):
 2408-32-1004-06
Zone(s):
 "R-5" Multi-Family ll District
Council District:
 District 1 – Doxtator
Lot Information:
 Actual Frontage: 50 feet
 Effective Depth: 132 feet
 Square Footage: 6,600
 Acreage: 0.152
Structure Information:

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

Request
Request from Eric Yonke, representing the property owner, for design review
to construct a parking area at 1408-10 College Avenue (Parcel ID 2408-321004-06).
Attachment(s)




Property Data
Application
Site Plan

City Official Design Review / Historic District


Downtown Design Review District

Staff Recommendation
If the structure is not pursued to be rebuilt, staff would recommend approval
of the parking area with the following conditions:
1. Wheel stops shall be installed in parking stalls to prevent
encroachment onto the patio.
2. The parking area shall be concrete to match the existing driveway.
3. All pertinent ordinance requirements shall be met.
4. The applicant shall submit an updated parking plan to be reviewed
and approval by the Community Development Department.

 Year Built: addition 1881 (134
years)
 Number of Stories: 2
Current Use:
 Residential
Applicable Regulations:
 Chapter 22
 Downtown Design Guidelines
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Vicinity Map

Scope of Work
Eric Yonke, representing the property owner, has requested
to construct a parking area in the rear yard of the home.
Note a request for this property was before the Commission
in November, 2015 to demolish a garage. Unfortunately the
garage was demolished and the design review request
occurred after the fact. The Commission moved to postpone
action on the request to allow for the applicant to gather
additional information regarding the reconstruction of the
garage or the construction of a parking area.
Attached you will find the plans to construct a parking area
which includes 3 vehicle stalls, walkway, brick patio, and
greenspace. No plans have been submitted to construct a
garage. Note however, the former garage area is preserved
on the plans.
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For reference, the original staff report and excerpt from the November, 2015 meeting minutes pertaining to the garage
demolition request have been attached.
Lastly, the property is not expanding parking as they are licensed for three stalls on their occupancy license, therefore, a
conditional use permit ammendment is not required.
The standards of review below pertain only to the construction of the parking area.
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
Parking, Driveways and Sidewalks (Stevens Point Design Guidelines Sec. 4.3)
1. Parking lots, driveways, and sidewalks shall comply with any ordinance requirements for size and landscaping
elements as well as site grading.
Analysis: Parking stall widths, complete landscaping, construction materials, and other requirements have not
been identified on the plan.
Findings: Staff would recommend that all pertinent ordinance requirements be met. An updated parking plan
shall be submitted for review and approval by Community Development Department.
3. Parking in residential areas should be to the rear of the structure whenever possible. Parking in front yards is not
recommended.
Analysis: Parking is proposed in the rear yard, close to the home and off of the existing driveway.
Findings: The house will screen the parking from the street.
5. Parking should be screened from the right-of-way whenever possible. Vegetative buffer strips, fencing, low
masonry walls, etc., should be utilized to minimize the visual impact of parking and vehicles.
Analysis: Parking exists in the rear yard, directly behind the home.
Findings: While parking is screened from the existing home, shrubs and a patio are also proposed along the
parking area which improve aesthetics. The existing walkway is proposed to connect to the patio area. Staff
would recommend that the parking stalls have wheel stops to prevent encroachment onto the patio.
7. Residential parking areas should be surfaced with appropriate materials such as brick, concrete, and asphalt.
Analysis: The parking area is proposed east of the existing concrete driveway.
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Findings: Staff would recommend the parking area be concrete to match the existing driveway.
After review, the parking area meets many of the standards above. Furthermore, proposed landscaping and the patio
offer improved aesthetics for the area. Lastly, greenspace is maintained onsite where former detached garages were
located.
The option the applicant pursued does not include the reconstruction of a demolished detached garage, however
maintains the area where former garages existed, while also offering a patio area. Should the Commission approve the
request, staff would recommend the conditions of approval on page one of the staff report.

Photos
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Memo

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

City of Stevens Point – Department of Community Development
To:

Historic Design Review Commission

From:

Plan Staff

Date:

7/24/2018

Re:

Request from Jim Laabs for an amendment to the façade improvement grant contract to
extend the deadline to complete the project at 1205 Second Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-201506) and 1209 Second Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2015-07).

The façade grant project at 1205/09 Second Street is nearing completion, however has stalled due to a
determination from the state regarding the awning improvement. The applicant has indicated that the
awnings may not have been original to the building. Historic photo’s attached to this memo show the
building with and without awnings. Given this, along with the elapsed deadline for the project, staff
have performed a full review of the project which is summarized below. Highlighted items are discussed
further below, outlined in red underneath each item.
Façade Improvement Activities – 1205-09 Second Street:
West Elevation
1. Replace all windows on Second floor
2. Repair and re-paint existing window frames
3. Repair and tuckpoint brick joints
4. Replace two storefront awnings
Awning costs were incorporated into the total façade grant project award. A bid of
$7,504.87 was approved, of which $3,752.44 was approved for reimbursement. If the
awning improvement is not pursued, the contract shall be amended accordingly which
would potentially reduce the reimbursement amount.

Previous Awnings

Existing Facade
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5.

Clean entire facade, including cleaning/painting of parapet wall and cupola's

South Elevation
1. Replace all windows on Second floor
2. Repair and re-paint original window frames
3. Repair and tuckpoint brick joints
4. Replace one second floor boarded window with shutters
5. Replace one first floor boarded window with shutters
East Elevation
1. Replace all windows on second floor and one on first floor
2. Repair and re-paint existing window frames
3. Repair and tuckpoint brick joints
4. Replace rear fire escape door and remove wood around door opening, replacing with
matching brick
5. Paint conduit, utility features, and other improvements to restore the façade
North Elevation
1. Cut in six openings for second floor windows which included rounded headers
2. Repair and tuckpoint brick joints
Conditions of Approval:
1. Wooden windows shall be installed where proposed, in existing openings and new openings.
2. Window trim and accents shall be painted a black, bronze, or pewter color to be reviewed and
approved by the chairperson and designated agent. New window features such as sash, rail,
head, etc. shall match the painted color chosen.
3. New window/door trim or moulding shall match that of the originals being restored.
4. Windows shall be prohibited from having tint except for those on the western façade where the
chairperson and designated agent shall have the authority to approve minor tint.
5. Transom windows or another material reviewed and approved by the chairperson and
designated agent shall be installed above second story west façade windows matching the full
rounded window openings.
6. Windows in new openings shall have window sills and rounded headers that match the originals
elsewhere on the building.
7. Fixed/picture windows shall be installed in new window openings along the north facade above
the double hung windows.
It appears that transom windows above second floor windows are operational sliders with
screens. These sliders are consistent with others found on all façades of the new second story
windows. Staff does not feel that the sliders detract from the historic character of the building.
While they are noticeable, they are practicable as many of them serve a lofted area within the
second floor apartments.

Page 2 of 7

Page 37 of 46

8. Bricking in windows shall be prohibited. A design and material resembling closed shutters shall
be submitted to be reviewed and approved by the chairperson and designated agent for
installation on one undersized second story south façade window and one first story south
facade window.
9. A new design reflecting historic and commercial characteristics shall be submitted for the east
elevation door and be reviewed and approved by the chairperson and designated agent.
10. Building lines along windows, transom windows, first and second floor features, and other
significant details shall be preserved and matched along all building facades.
11. Organic compounds and hand washing methods are recommended to be used on the brick,
metal, and other exterior building materials.
12. Sandblasting and power washing shall be prohibited on any building feature.
13. 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.
14. Masonry brick removed from the building shall be preserved and used where appropriate for
door surrounds or brick repair.
15. The building date, rosettes, and other features shall be preserved.
16. The lintel or structural beam shall be restored and exposed along the east facade and remain
visible after awning installation.
See attached email regarding the difficulty in exposing the lintel. See photo’s below.
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17. The chairperson and designated agent shall have the authority to review and approve awning
color.
Applicable only if the awnings are pursued.
18. Awning framing and anchors shall not penetrate the brick, but instead be placed in the mortar
joints.
Applicable only if the awnings are pursued.
19. Any mechanical equipment shall be located on the roof and screened appropriately.
20. A rounded header shall be installed above the east (rear) facade second floor door matching
existing window headers.
21. The chairperson and designated agent shall have the authority to review and/or approve minor
amendments to the project which meet the design guidelines.
22. Wood paneling above the west facade middle entrance shall be removed and replaced with a
transom window or material reviewed and approved by the chairperson and designated agent.
The wood remains within this area (photo below). While removing or refinishing the panel
would improve the aesthetics, the area does not negatively stand-out on the west façade.
Furthermore, it does not appear to be covering architectural elements or details.

23. Additional rear (east) building façade improvement activities shall occur, including painting of
conduit, utility lines, and improvements to other features to be reviewed and approved by the
chairperson and designated agent.
24. A second bid for the awning materials shall be submitted and reviewed/approved by the
chairperson and designated agent.
Applicable only if the awnings are pursued.
25. Proof of insurance shall be provided.
26. All work shall be completed within one year, with extensions up to one additional year to be
approved by the chairperson and designated agent.
An extension is required in order to provide reimbursement.
27. Project must adhere to Façade Improvement Grant Program Guidelines.
28. No funds shall be disbursed until project is fully completed.
29. The maximum City participation shall not exceed $30,000.00. Individual lines items shall be
reviewed and approved upon receiving the additional bids or adjustments to the project scope
identified in the conditions of approval which may change the award amount.
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Upon staff’s review of the project, we’ve noted several items above that should be discussed further by
the commission, some which may require action. Staff would ask the Commission for determination on
the awning installation. If the awnings are not installed, staff would recommend as more permanent
material be installed between the storefront windows and second story windows along the west façade.
This material shall be permitted to be wood, metal, or other material reviewed and approved by the
Chairperson and designated agent. Furthermore, staff would recommend permitting this improvement
to be included in the grant if two bids from qualified contractors are submitted. Signs shall be permitted
to be affixed to the façade within this area and to this material as well. In addition, conditions 17, 18,
and 24 shall be removed. Furthermore, based on the findings above, staff would recommend the
removal of conditions 7, 16 and 22. Lastly, staff would recommend extending the project deadline to
December 31. 2018 (condition 26).

Building Images

Before

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

Kyle Kearns
Thursday, October 13, 2016 12:33 PM
'Jackson Case'
Kyle Kearns
FW: 1205 & 1209 Second Street

Jackson,
Per our onsite meeting regarding 1205 and 1209 Second Street, and given the situation described on‐site regarding the
difficulty in exposing the lintels, you may pursue maintaining the hidden lintel on the east façade, as the Chairperson
and I have reviewed.
Please ensure all other conditions of approval are met as outlined in the façade grant and design review.
Don’t hesitate to contact me with further questions or concerns.

Kyle Kearns
Associate Planner / Zoning Administrator
City of Stevens Point
Stevens Point City Hall
1515 Strongs Ave
Stevens Point, WI 54481
Ph: (715)342-4158
Email: kkearns@stevenspoint.com

From: Jackson Case [mailto:jackson.gcc@att.net]
Sent: Thursday, September 22, 2016 8:14 AM
To: Kyle Kearns <KKearns@stevenspoint.com>
Subject: 1205 & 1209 Second Street

Kyle Kearns,
Thank-you for meeting with Mr. Tessmann and me on Wednesday afternoon.
We will not be exposing the lintels on the West elevation above the entry doors as the angled store
front framing is built out in front of the lintels and causes an odd situation.
the electrical meters will be installed on the exterior of the building. This is a stipulation of the WPS
engineers. We will run the conduit on the exterior and keep it as close to the existing conduit as the
electrical code allows. the electrical conduit will be painted a color to be visually unobtrusive.
Jackson I. Case A.I.A.
President

Guzman Case Corporation
Architect-Builder-Contractor
3525 Patch Street
Stevens Point, WI 54481
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http://www.guzmancasecorporation.com
Tele: 715-344-6777
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