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AGENDA
HISTORIC PRESERVATION /
DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION

Members:

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

Date and Time: September 12, 2018
2:00 PM

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

1. A physical inspection of the site described below by the Commission will take place at 2:00 PM:
a) 1410 Third Street (Parcel ID 281240832201927)
Following the site inspection(s) referenced above, the Commission will convene in Room 122 at the Police
Department, 933 Michigan Avenue for discussion and possible action on the following:
2. Approval of the report from the August 1, 2018 HP/DRC meeting

pages 2-7

3. Request from Jim Laabs for amendments to the façade improvement grant contract at 1205 Second Street (Parcel
pages 8-28
ID 2408-32-2015-06) and 1209 Second Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2015-07)
4. Request from Jared Linzmeier for a design review for exterior building work, including porch renovation, windows,
pages 29-73
and masonry work at 1410 Third Street (Parcel ID 281240832201927)
5. Request from Jared Linzmeier for a façade improvement grant for exterior building work, including porch
pages 29-73
renovation, windows, and masonry work at 1410 Third Street (Parcel ID 281240832201927)
6. 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
August 1, 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, Associate Planner Kearns, Eric Yonke, and Jim Laabs.
INDEX:
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 2408-32-2015-07).
6. Discuss Belke Lumber Building & Home.
7. Staff Update.
8. Adjourn.
1. Roll Call.
Present: Beveridge, Jennings, Siebert, Woehr
Absent: Scripps, Debauche, McFarland
2. Persons who wish to address the committee for up to three (3) minutes on a non-agenda item*
No one moved to speak.
Discussion and Possible Action on the Following:
3. Approval of the report from the June 19, 2018 HP/DRC meeting.
Motion by Commissioner Woehr to approve the report of the June 19, 2018 HP/DRC meeting;
seconded by Commissioner Siebert.
Motion carried 4-0.
Commissioner Woehr asked for an update regarding the awning request by Ada Sanders that
occurred during the June 19 meeting, to which Associate Planner Kearns stated that it was still in
progress.
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)
Associate Planner Kearns briefly reviewed his findings for Mr. Yonke’s request, as well as
summarized previous project requests brought before the HP/DRC and their outcomes.
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Commissioner Scripps arrived at 4:02 PM.
Commissioner DeBauche arrived at 4:03 PM.
Commissioners had several comments regarding the request as described below:
1. Concerns over amount of requests for the property, as well as amount of staff time used.
2. Lack of correspondence from the owner to staff or the commission.
3. Questions regarding Mr. Yonke’s legal authority over the property.
4. Brief discussion regarding the site plan and shed characteristics, of which it was noted that
the accessory structure would not match the main residence in style or material.
5. Purpose of the shed, of which it was noted that it would be used for storage of lawn care
items and bicycles.
Eric Yonke, applicant, explained that he served as the informal manager of 1408-10 College Avenue
while the owner resided in Sweden.
Associate Planner Kearns distributed an email received by Alderperson Dugan which detailed her
reasons for opposition to Mr. Yonke’s request.
Eric Yonke further noted difficulty in finding a contractor, as well as finding a garage size appropriate
for the lot’s available space, reasons which led to the extended timeline and multiple requests.
Alderperson Jennings and Commissioner Scripps recused themselves due to having a professional
relationship with the applicant.
Associate Planner Kearns explained that additional conditions could be added to an approval to
address concerns over the design and timeline.
There was a brief discussion regarding the timeline of previous requests and permits issued,
including the razing of the original accessory structure.
Commissioner Siebert asked if the accessory structure was prefabricated, noting that while the need
for storage was understood, the design was not fitting.
Eric Yonke confirmed that the structure was prefabricated.
Director Ostrowski clarified the process for when the razing permit was issued.
Alderperson Jennings requested clarification for the procedure of looking into historic district
request, to which Associate Planner Kearns summarized.
Commissioner Scripps asked for clarification on staff recommendations.
Eric Yonke responded to Alderperson Dugan’s letter to the commission, specifically pertaining to the
design of the structure.
Motion by Commissioner Siebert to approve the 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) with the following conditions:
1. All pertinent ordinance requirements shall be met, including setbacks for the detached
accessory structure.
2. A building permit shall be obtained for the detached accessory structure.
3. If the shed is not constructed, the area around the parking lot shall be manicured lawn.
4. Vegetation on the north side of the parking lot shall remain to screen the parking lot.
5. The shed shall have a wood siding, the material and design shall be reviewed and
approved by the Chairperson and designated agent.
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6. The roof design for the shed shall match the design of the primary structure, to be
reviewed and approved by the Chairperson and designated agent.
7. Staff shall have the ability to approve minor modifications.
seconded by Chairperson Beveridge
Roll Call:
Yeas: Beveridge, Siebert, Debauche
Nays: Woehr
Abstained: Jennings, Scripps
Motion carried 3-0.
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 2408-32-2015-07).
Associate Planner Kearns summarized Mr. Laabs request, as well as reviewed additional alterations
to staff recommendations and minor amendments that had been approved by staff for the façade
improvement project.
There was a brief discussion by commissioners on the importance of installing awnings for the
façade for historical integrity purposes, noting that they had been present in some of the historical
images provided.
Jim Laabs noted that he was just looking for clarification on the requirements as they differed from
state requirements. He explained that since the state did not recognize the awnings as being
historic, it could change the outcome of how his tax credits were distributed, especially since the
HP/DRC had the installation of awnings as a requirement. He expressed concern over the costs of
the overall project.
Chairperson Beveridge asked whether they would have required awnings if they had not been a part
of the original request, to which staff clarified on the ability to require additional project items when
using the façade grant funds, and when not using them.
Director Ostrowski expanded on the discussion, explaining that a design review was reviewed based
solely off the request before them, whereas the façade improvement grant request allowed the
commission to be more proactive in trying to get the building to a more historically accurate state.
Chairperson Beveridge stated that they didn’t want to stand in the way of the applicant not
receiving a reimbursement from the state.
Commissioner Siebert mirrored the Chairperson’s comments and noted that working with the state
to come to an agreement would be ideal, to which Associate Planner Kearns stated that he could
reach out to the state.
Commissioner Scripps asked whether there has ever been a precedent set where the state and local
requirements did not mesh and what the outcome had been, to which Associate Planner Kearns
summarized a scenario with 1055 Main Street. While there weren’t necessarily any disagreements,
staff had requested that they remain informed to the state’s requirements regarding specific project
items, such as the rebuilding of the front façade columns.
Commissioner Scripps reiterated that she didn’t want to penalize the applicant due to two entities
not being in alignment.
Commissioner Woehr made a motion to approve the 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 2408-32-2015-07), in
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addition to several recommended amendments to the façade improvement grant contract, to
which Chairperson Beveridge clarified that they could only vote on the deadline extension.
Director Ostrowski reiterated that conditions for the façade improvement grant could not be
amended due to the wording of the agenda item request.
Motion by Commissioner Woehr to approve the 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 2408-32-2015-07) to
December 31, 2018 (condition 26); seconded by Commissioner Siebert.
Roll Call:
Yeas: Beveridge, Jennings, Siebert, Scripps, Woehr, Debauche
Nays: None
Motion carried 5-0.
6. Discuss Belke Lumber Building & Home
Chairperson Beveridge provided his initial comments and opposition regarding the complete
redevelopment of the properties, noting that they were tasked with protecting and restoring
existing Historic properties.
Director Ostrowski provided a brief history of the properties, as well as the current status of the
Redevelopment Authority’s Option to Purchase for the Belke site for the purpose of redevelopment.
He suggested that a tour of the property with the commission may be of interest.
Alderperson Jennings stated that the redevelopment of the properties was for the greater good of
the City, noting the potential tax base it could create. She requested clarification of the properties
that the City did not own adjacent to the Belke properties, to which the information was provided
by staff.
7. Staff Update.
Staff noted that the Historic Grant process was moving forward, and that the bulk of the work had
already been completed, with the drafting of the document to begin shortly.
Brief discussion regarding the September meeting, with a general consensus to meet on the second
Wednesday, September 12. Associate Planner Kearns noted that he would send out further
correspondence to confirm availability.
8. Adjourn.
Meeting adjourned at 5:49 PM.
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Attachment pertaining to Item 4: Request by Eric Yonke
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Please find attached the Historic Preservation Commission Agenda and Packet for the upcoming meeting
on August 1, 2018.
It will also be available shortly at the link below:
http://stevenspoint.com/Archive.aspx?AMID=59
Hard copies have been provided to Commissioners, and individuals who have requested them. Should
you have any questions or concerns, don't hesitate to contact me.

Kyle Kearns
Associate Planner I Zoning Administrator
City of Stevens Point
Stevens Point City Hall
1515 Strongs Ave
Stevens Point, WI 54481
Ph: (715)342-4158
Email: kkearns({Lstevenspoint.com
<agendaPacketHistoric2018080 l.pd£>

2
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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:

9/6/2018

Re:

Request from Jim Laabs for amendments to the façade improvement grant contract at 1205
Second Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-2015-06) and 1209 Second Street (Parcel ID 2408-32-201507).

The façade grant project at 1205/09 Second Street is nearing completion, with the awning being a final
component. Last month the Commission approved extending the project and façade contract to
December 31, 2018. 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. The
applicant has now requested to install manual retractable awnings (see two bids attached).
The lowest bid is $7,540.00, which is very near the originally approved amount. Therefore,
the applicant is seeking approval to install the manual retractable awnings as well as
submission of the bids. Staff feels the retractable awnings are appropriate given the historic
photos attached which seem to indicate retractable awnings previously existed. In addition,
the awnings allow for shade in the summer and sun in the winter.

Previous Awnings
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Existing Facade
Proposed Option for Retractable Awnings

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.
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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. Note the slider windows are on the least visible facades (north, south
and east (rear)).

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.
Several color options have been provided for awnings, including striped patterns. The applicant
has not yet determined a color or pattern.
18. Awning framing and anchors shall not penetrate the brick, but instead be placed in the mortar
joints.
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.
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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.
Two new bids have been submitted for manual retractable awnings.
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 was granted last month, until December 31, 2018.
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.
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 proposed retractable awning and bids. It is important to note that the awnings were originally
approved in the façade contract at a very similar amount (see below). Therefore, approval of the new
awning and bids should not affect the award reimbursement original approved which totaled above the
maximum amount of $30,000.00. Thus, the applicant would receive $30,000.00 if all reimbursement
criteria is followed and project conditions are met.
Original Façade Improvement Activity Costs
Improvements

Windows
(Materials

Window
Installation
Door

Masonry

Awning
Cupola /
Parapet

Details

Cost

36 new windows. Windows will be
single/double hung and transom glass
windows. Material dependent upon
manufacturer.

a.
b.
c.

Feltz Lumber - $27,156.03
Lowes - $24,898.97
Lindsay - $17,021.81

Remove old windows. Install windows
proposed above. Repair and re-paint existing
window frame/moulding.
2nd story door

a.
b.

Tessmann Cons. $13,250.00
Conradt Custom Cons.
$14,900.00
Feltz Lumber. - $1,815.00
NO BID
Tessmann Cons. $26,009.00
Don Dulak & Son Masonry $30,550.00
Tessmann Cons. - $7,890.00
Duralum - $7,504.87.00
NO BID
NO BID
$65,600.68

Clean, repair and tuckpoint brick. Cut-in
window openings. Fill in two windows and
brick surrounding rear 2nd story door.
Remove and Install awning and framing
Clean, repair and re-paint.

TOTALS (Lowest Bids)

a.
b.
a.
b.
a.
b.
a.
b.

Proposed
Matching Grant
Assistance
$13,578.02
$12,449.485
$8,510.91

$6,625.00
$7,450.00
$907.50
$13,004.50
$15,275.00

$3,945.00
$3,752.44
$32,800.35
MAXIMUM
$30,000.00
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In addition, it is assumed that conditions 17, 18 and 24 would be met if the awnings are approved.
Furthermore, conditions 7, 16 and 22 would need to be satisfied or removed in order for the applicant
to be eligible to receive reimbursement. Given the above findings and analysis pertaining to the
conditions, staff would recommend approving the retractable awning and bids, and the removal of
conditions 7, 16, and 22.

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
1
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http://www.guzmancasecorporation.com
Tele: 715-344-6777

2
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Wausau Canvas
COMPANY, INC.
801 JEFFERSON STREET
WAUSAU, WI 54403
TELEPHONE: 715.845.6614
TOLL FREE: 1-800.533-5654
FACSIMILE: 715.848.2366

We Are Pleased to Quote •...
Date: August 22, 2018
Quotation Number: 4409215

Jim Laabs
1209 Second St.
Stevens Point WI
715-684-9462

DESCRIPTION

QUANTITY

PRICE

AMOUNT

Sunesta Sunstyle retractable awning
systems.
2EACH

2 EACH

Sunesta Sunstyle retractable awnings
installed in Stevens Point 1209 and 1205
Second St.
• Width =16'6" (Approx) by
projection 6' -8"
• manual gear operation
• Customer choice of fabrics
• Customer choice of frame colors
• 15 year frame warranty, 10 year
fabric warranty
• Includes installation
Applicable taxes additional
Optional:
Sunesta Sunlight retractable awning
systems.
•

As above

$3770.00

$7540.00

EACH

$3135.00~

EACH
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•
•

2 EACH

Warranty 10 years frame, 10 years
fabric
Includes installation

OPTIONAL:
Traditional style awnings per photos.
• Width 16'7" x Height 54" and 59"
x projection 36" plus 12" loose
valance
• Welded aluminum frames, mill
finish
• Eggcrate bottom closure
• Customer choice of traditional
fabrics (Sunbrella acrylics shown)
. warranty.
10 year f ab nc
• Includes installation

Applicable taxes are additional

$2588.00 ~
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Prices ar e quoted F.O.B. Wausau, WI and are valid for THIRTY {30) days.
Terms: 50% dowr balance on delivery Please sign and return one copy of this proposa with down paym ~ nt as
acceptance of thi quotation and to place order.
Invoices not paid in accordance with terms are subject to a service charge of 1.5% pe1 month, 18 % per year or as
allowed by state ~ nd local laws.
Delivery: Approxi tnately 5-6 weeks. Delivery is based on the availability to manufacture at the time the qt otation is
submitted. Howe~er, we regret that all deliveries must be subject to change depending on when we are ~ vored with
your order.
Included installat on: Installation costs are figured assuming building structure and mo ~ nting surfaces ar ~ appropriate
and sound. Speci I modifications will be subject to time and material charges.

Date:

Accept ~d By:

Thank you for he opportunity to quote on this project. If you have any q~ estions regar ing this
quotation, pie se contact us.

Sub mitt

edBy:_;;J;a~
Robert Eriksen/nek
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-----------------------------------------------------------------~r~P-~~-~-~!.9.Q~~r~-~~---------------------·
DURALUM BUILDING CENTER, INC.
3250
Mecca ·-·········
Drive
··-·········... ···-···········-······ ....
·····-·
Plover WI 54467
. . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . ... .. . . . 17.1.~1~~~=?~~~ ~~ (~991:~~~=7~~~
........•.

···· ····~· ··· -~· -······-· · ·· · ···-· · ·

_____________ _l?~~~llnB..~.c:>m.r:~-~!~~-~~~!!!!~-~!l~~~-~_q?.~?-~_q:_Y.?_I_f~~!!P~-~~J.c:>n.~?g_qQ9.~-~-~~!-~-~D~!.~.~!~!
Proposal Submitted To:

Jim Laabs

Phone:

Street: 1205 I 1209 2nd Street

Cell: 715-684-9462

City, State: Stevens Point, Wisconsin

Email: jim Iaabs 1@gmail.corr

Zip: 54481

Jobsite:

We hereby submit specifications and estimates for:

Install (2) aluminum 1" square framed traditional awnings in choice of Sunbrella fabr
shing le area brick to brick and have a drop and projection of approximately 60". Egg c
included in the price.
Materials and Labor $ 8,988.60
Install (2) drop arm retractable awnings with open ends, in choice of Sunbrella fabric
above when it comes to sizing of units. Brick to brick and 5' of drop and projection . Uni1
floppy valance.
Materials and Labor $ 9,790.40

.........

NOTICE OF LIEN RIGHTS

...............................•....... ..............•.....

Builder hereby notifies owner that persons or companies furnishing labor or materials for the constructi

_l!f:!f!r.i_g~.!~_()n <>~r~e_r~~-~a.n..d. -~ n.~. b.Y i l<:f.l.r!_g~lf rl.()!_pa.ic:f.: . "f.~()~E! l:!r1_~i~!e<:f_t()_ liE!r1 Eig~!~· irl a.c:f.c:f.l!i.<>"..t()_!h.E!..~ rid..~
C()!:J!r.a.~!c:f.!rec~lyll:'.i!~ !.~E!o..vnE!r!C'E~~()~E!II:'.ho gi\fE! ~h.E! ()Volr1E!r... l1<>.!.i.~E!...II:'.i!.~ir1 . 6..0. c:f.ays aftE!r~~E!Y first fu rn
construction. Accordingly, owner probably will receive notices from those who furnish. labor or materia
should_givE!_a £OPY of each notice received to his mortgagE! ler~der, if any. Builder agrees to c_ooperate v.
if any, to see that all potential lien claim~nts are d~ly paid .

CUSTOMER'S RIGHT TO CANCEL
You may cancel this agreement by mailing a written notice to our above address before midnight on the
si~ning of this a~:reement. Y~u may use this pages as that notice by writing "I hereby cancel" and addin1

A duplicate of this page is provided by the :Seller for your records .
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r Certification# 1781
Date: 8-21-2018

ic, in length of qranulated
rated bottoms are

with same attributes as
ts also come with a 7"

ion on owner's land !:~lay have

.~!~.i-~~li!-~ ..~.~-i..l.~fi!T!! ...a..~~-- t~.<:>~.~ --'!'~.() . .
ish labor or materials for the
Is for the construction, and
rlth the owner and his lender,

~

3rd business day after the

~your
!

nar:'e, address and date.

Page 26 of 73
WE HEREBY PROPOSE to furnish material and labor complete in accordance with above specificatior

Payment to be made as follows: 5096 Downpayment, the balance due upon receipt of statem

~II material is g'!~r~ll!eed.t(). ~e ~~specified, All :'.'()r~ ~o ~~~ompleted in ~ .•. .

workmanlike manner according t9 standard practices. Any alteration or deviation
from abov_e specific~tions Involving extra costs will be executed only

upo~ written

i Authorized Signature

orders, and will become an extra charge over and above the estimate. All agree-

IT1~11!:S.C.I:lDti~.&e.n.!.~PC>.'!_~tr}kl;!~.~~cid.E!I1.tsc:>~ ~el. a.Y.~ ar~ be.v.orl~ ()Ur(;Oil~r()l: CIY:'.~.e.~ .... · ~~!~:!!:li~.Pr'?p~~!l.l. may b.~ _\1/i~~~r~_wr
. to carry fire, tornado and other necessary insurance. Our workers are fully
.covered by Worker's Compensation insurance.

, within thirty {30) days .

.

A~CEP'fANCE.OF PR()~()S.~L :. 'T~e. ab.ove.Jlrlce.s.specifications andconditi()ns ...

are satisfactory and are hereby accepted. You are authorized _to do the work as

S..[ll!(;if~E'!d.· -~~.Y..Ill.l!.r:'!.Wi!l

Signature:

b.e. rn~.d..e !S ()Utlilled ab.<;lVe . ..

Date of Acceptance,_
: --~-----~~----

Signature:
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Administrative Staff Report
Jared Linzmeier
Façade Grant and Design Review
1410 Third Street
September 7, 2018
Applicant(s):
 Jared Linzmeier
Staff:
 Michael Ostrowski, Director
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com
 Kyle Kearns, Associate Planner
kkearns@stevenspoint.com
Parcel Number(s):
 281240832201927
Zone(s):
 "B-3" Central Business District
Master Plan:
 Downtown District
Council District:
 District 9 – McComb
Lot Information:
 Actual Frontage: 34 feet
 Effective Frontage: 34 feet
 Effective Depth: 100 feet
 Square Footage: 3,400
 Acreage: 0.078
Structure Information:
 Year Built: 1880 (138 yrs.)
 Number of Stories: 2
Current Use:
 Restaurant on first floor,
apartments on second floor
Applicable Regulations:
 Chapter 22
 Downtown Design Guidelines
 Façade Improvement Grant
Program Guidelines

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

Request
Request from Jared Linzmeier for a façade improvement grant and design
review for exterior building work, including porch renovation, windows, and
masonry work at 1410 Third Street (Parcel ID 281240832201927).
Attachment(s)
 Application
 Contractor Bids
 Renderings
City Official Design Review / Historic District
 Downtown Design Review District

Staff Recommendation
Approve, the design review and façade improvement grant request in the
amount of $30,000.00 for the property at 1410 Third Street, subject to the
following condition(s):
1. The applicant shall provide specific details regarding the window and
door dimensions and materials, 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. The applicant shall contact the Community Development Department
when stucco has been removed. The chairperson and designated
agent shall have the authority to approve the façade treatment for
the porch surround dependent upon the state of the brick.
4. Masonry materials shall exist around and between the windows and
doors which shall be reviewed and approved by the chairperson and
designated agent.
5. If window openings are expanded as proposed, original brick shall be
saved and repurposed to reconstruct the porch surround if needed.
6. Gentle means shall be used when cleaning masonry prior to
tuckpointing; only organic non-toxic chemicals shall be used to clean.
7. Type N mortar shall be used between masonry block.
8. Powerwashing or sandblasting shall be prohibited on any building
components.
9. The proposed metal roof shall match the color scheme for the project.
10. The applicant shall provide specific details regarding the awning/trellis
design and materials, as well as railing design and materials, to be
reviewed and approved by the chairperson and designated agent.
11. The chairperson and designated agent shall have the authority to
Page 1 of 14
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12.

13.
14.
15.
16.
17.

review and/or approve minor amendments to the project.
Proof of insurance upon ownership shall be submitted and the
applicant shall owe no outstanding amounts to the City of Stevens
Point.
Applicable building permits shall be obtained.
All work shall be completed within one year.
Project must adhere to Façade Improvement Grant Program
Guidelines.
No funds shall be disbursed until project is fully completed.
The maximum City participation shall not exceed 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:
Insert table of approved bids and project improvement outlining
project costs and matching façade grant funds.

Vicinity Map

Scope of Work
The appicant is requesting a façade grant and associated design review to reconstruct a new storefront on the front
(east) façade at 1410 Third Street. The property has operated as a mixed use building, with a restaurant on the first floor
and apartments on the second floor for years. The applicant wish to continue to operate a restaurant on the first floor
but desire a more inviting storefront. In addition, the existing porch has been covered with a stucco type material,
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suggesting that the underlying material may be in disrepair. In summary, the applicant is proposing new windows, some
within enlarged openings, doors, awning/trellis, railings, masonry work including tuckpointing, and lighting. Note that
two designs and options have been provided for review (see attached renderings). Further details are below.
Façade Improvement & Activities:
1. Remove existing porch façade, including porch roof
2. Assess and repair of exterior masonry, including
tuckpointing, and re-using brick
3. Install new stairs on the east facade
4. Paint all existing window frames that are not being
replaced, to match proposed dark bronze framing
5. Install new railings and rail system on east facade
6. Expand first floor storefront windows and entryway
7. Install two east façade storefront windows
8. Install of new first floor storefront door
9. Install new first floor apartment door

Existing Storefront Porch

10. Expand northeast storefront window opening
11. Install 3 new windows in expanded northeast
storefront window opening
12. Install awning/trellis above storefront, including
lighting (option 1)
13. Install fascia on façade for the commercial storefront
and lighting (option 2)
14. Install standing seam metal roof, soffit, fascia, gutters
15. Refurbish handicap ramp (north façade)
16. Install new north façade access door

Proposed Storefront

See the attached renderings for detailed descriptions of the existing façade and proposed improvements.
All proposed improvement or renovation must obtain Historic Preservation / Design Review approval.

Guidelines of Review (numbers below pertain to the pertinent guideline standards)
***Other standards within the design guidelines not specifically mentioned below have been reviewed and are met
or not applicable pertaining to the proposed building improvement activities.
WINDOWS (Sec. 3.4)
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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 expand the east façade storefront windows and northeast façade window.
New, large commercial storefront windows are proposed for the expanded areas. In addition, a new apartment door
and storefront door and transom above is proposed for the east façade. Lastly, a new door is proposed on the north
façade, accessed by the handicap ramp.
Findings: It is important to note that while the covered porch exists on the property, it is not functional. The porch
was likely a result of single-family occupancy within the home with its original construction. However, as the
downtown has changed, so to have the uses within the building. The building is within a prime location for
commercial uses, and thus will likely never function as a single family residence. Given the exposure and visibility
required for commercial uses, the applicant have requested to reconstruct a porch to create a more appropriate
commercial storefront which still maintains much of the historic integrity of the building. Over the years, the porch
has seen great transformation, with a portion being enclosed, then slightly opened with larger windows, and then
refinished with a stucco material. The stucco material suggests that the state of the brick behind the material is
likely in severe deterioration. Furthermore, if water has penetrated the stucco, the brick may have continued to
deteriorate at a rapid rate. Unfortunately, this can only be assumed and cannot be verified as the property owners
don’t own the building.

When removing porch roof, columns and windows, the original building façade will be revealed which has a single
picture window and doors on each side of the window. This is a unique configuration in that two doors exist and
only one stationary window. Little architectural detailing or design is found on the flat façade. The porch is the only
architectural element on the east façade, but somewhat deters from the historic character of the building given the
stucco covering, partial enclosure, and flashing/fascia. The overall design proposed would maintain the porch height
and landing, as well as the brick exterior which is anticipated to exist behind the stucco. Due to the limited
architectural features found on the first floor of the main structure, expansion of the window openings should not
result in the loss of historical integrity. Furthermore, it will create a more appropriate appeal and aesthetic for the
building in relation to the commercial uses that will occupy the first floor, likely over the course of the building’s life.
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: See above analysis. Specific details regarding the materials for the doors and windows have not been
provided.
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Findings: Essentially the request is to reconstruct the front porch and create a more inviting commercial storefront
for the east façade. See the findings above regarding the expansion of window openings. Staff would recommend
the applicant provide specific details regarding the window and door dimensions and materials, to be reviewed and
approved by the chairperson and designated agent.
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 analysis and findings above regarding windows and doors.
Findings: The existing east façade does not resemble a commercial storefront, as it likely was not originally
constructed as a storefront. However, due to the evolution of the neighborhood and downtown, the building is
more suited for commercial users on the first floor. Yet the existing façade does not have the appeal or aesthetics
that would have existed historically or today to attract commercial uses. With respect to the historic character of the
building and the details found on all facades, the porch reconstruction project maintains the historic porch element,
but creates a more modern and commercial storefront. The viability of the building to function within the downtown
and neighborhood is somewhat jeopardized with the existing storefront and porch and thus could continue to
deteriorate due to vacancy or the status quo if required to remain. Whereas, the proposed reconstruction creates a
very viable commercial space that would appeal to tenants and thereby assist in ensuring the longevity and
maintenance of the building within the historic district. Furthermore, the proposed storefront creates a commercial
style that more so resembles the commercial storefronts in downtown, with floor to ceiling glazing and transom
windows. A reconstructed façade and porch as proposed would create activity and attract business in the vicinity.
Staff would also recommend that window and door trim color shall match and be reviewed and approved by the
chairperson and designated agent, given many existing windows are being painted.
MASONRY (Sec. 3.2.2)
1. Preserve and protect character-defining masonry architectural features including corbelling, cornices, sills, quoins,
foundations, and walls.
Analysis: Old photos indicate that the porch was originally constructed with a brick façade. Furthermore, the historic
photos show severe deterioration of the brick. Today the porch has been covered with stucco and partially enclosed
with stationary windows. Gutters and fascia also exists around the roof. The applicant has proposed to remove the
porch roof and columns, but restore the brick surround on the exterior of the porch. In addition, the east façade is
proposed to be tuck-pointed where needed.
Findings: The state of the brick beneath the stucco is unknown. Therefore, staff would recommend the applicant
contact the department when stucco has been removed. The chairperson and designated agent shall have the
authority to approve the façade treatment for the porch surround dependent upon the state of the brick.
Furthermore, if the window openings are expanded, staff would recommend original brick to be saved and
repurposed to reconstruct the porch surround.
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: See analysis and findings from the above masonry standard. Storefront reconstruction option 2
incorporates covering brick with an unknown facade material.
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Findings: The proposed façade covering material in
option two would not be recommended, as it would
cover original brick. The removal of the porch will
expose much of the original brick façade which should
be maintained where applicable. Furthermore, the
façade covering material may create a fake historic
look that would detract from the historic character of
the building. Therefore, staff would recommend
pursuit of storefront reconstruction design option 1 for
these reasons. In addition, staff would recommend
that gentle means shall be used when cleaning
masonry prior to tuckpointing; only organic non-toxic
chemicals shall be used to clean. Furthermore, type N
mortar shall be used between masonry block and
power washing or sandblasting shall be prohibited on
any building components.
ROOFS (Sec. 3.5)
3. Roofs on historic structures are often characterized by their historic material including clay tiles, slate or wood
shingles, and metal. These materials should be retained and preserved.
Analysis: The applicant is proposing to install a metal roof. Shingles currently exist as a roofing material
Findings: Metal roofs were not prevalent during the construction of the building, however were in existence and
were increasing in popularity in the 1900’s. Shingle materials that we have today were also not common historically.
Therefore, staff would recommend approving a standing seem metal roof as proposed. Staff would recommend the
color match the trim color scheme for the project. Note that roofs typically are not covered under the façade grant
and are an illegible expense, however the maximum award can still be achieved with other aspects of the project.
PORCHES AND ENTRYWAYS (Sec. 3.6)
1. Entryways and porches are important character-defining elements of a historic structure and should be retained and
preserved. Important elements include steps, columns, balustrades, doors, railings, brackets, roofs, cornices, and
entablatures
Analysis: See the analysis and findings within the above sections of review.
Findings: The existing porch resembles that of a covered residential porch. Unfortunately, the structure has not
been used for a single family in decades, and will likely continue to be utilized as a mixed use building with a
commercial storefront. The existing stucco façade material presents difficulty in determining any important
elements on the porch, or the state of deterioration.
2. If replacement of a porch element is necessary, replace only the deteriorated or missing detail with new materials
that match the design of the original as closely as possible.
Analysis: The applicant has cited several deteriorated areas of the porch or potential issues with the porch. In
addition, the porch has been covered with a stucco type material. The state of the underlying material is unknown.
Findings: See the findings in the window review section of this report.
4. Reconstruction of missing or extensively deteriorated porches is encouraged. Reconstructed porches should be
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based on documentary evidence. If adequate documentation is not available, a new design is appropriate if it is
compatible with the style and period of the building.
Analysis: The porch is showing signs of deterioration and have been covered with a stucco material.
Findings: Given the state of the existing porch and transformation that has occurred, including enclosure of a
portion of the porch and stucco façade treatment, the porch is a candidate for reconstruction. In addition it can be
assumed that the underlying material is in a deteriorated state. The oldest photo staff have been able to find dates
back to the 1970’s (see page 4 and attachments), which identify the brick surround for the porch and it’s likely in a
deteriorated state. Furthermore, the new design will maintain a porch of similar size, but also be code compliant.
Also, a roof type structure will exist along with a railing system. The creation of a porch matching the existing design
would create a fake historic aesthetic and significantly affect the viability of the building as a commercial storefront
which is discussed in earlier sections. Therefore, staff feels the porch reconstruction design is appropriate.
5. It is not recommended to enclose porches on primary elevations. Porches on rear elevations not seen from the
public right-of-way may be screened or enclosed only if the work is designed so that it can be installed or removed
without damage to the historic structure.
Analysis: A portion of the existing porch is enclosed, and historic photos indicate that same portion has been
enclosed for decades.
Findings: The photos furthermore suggest that the enclosed portion is not original to the building, as the material
for the enclosure differs from the original brick found on the porch, and the small window is of a newer era of
construction. Therefore, the proposed reconstruction somewhat conforming to a more appropriate historic open
concept designed porch. Also, the proposed reconstructed steps are wider, which more so match the two-stair
porch access as shown in one of the historic photos.
STOREFRONTS (Sec. 3.7)
4. If replacement of a deteriorated storefront or storefront feature is necessary, replace only the deteriorated element
to match the original in size, scale, proportion, material, texture and detail.
Analysis: Much of the state of porch deterioration is unknown, however the rendering provided by the applicant
indicate areas of concern.
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Findings: Staff has recommended the applicant to contact the chairperson and designated agent when stucco is
removed to view the underlying porch material and determine a method and materials for reconstruction.
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: Historic photos do not indicate whether the porch is original to the construction of the building. Staff have
concluded that the porch was likely partially enclosed after the porch construction, meaning that it was originally an
open covered porch.
Findings: The proposed porch design maintains the overall porch proportion and orients things similar to the
existing façade, such as the door locations. In addition, the proposed awning/trellis creates an open, yet covered
aesthetic, and new steps are extended which resemble the more historic entrance to each side of the building.
PAINT (Sec. 3.11)
3. Using high-quality paint, apply a sound paint film to
surfaces that were historically painted.
Analysis: The window framing is proposed to be
painted. Currently, the window frames are beige
color and are proposed to be painted a darker color
to match the new window and door framing.
Findings: Staff would recommend the applicant
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submit a paint color to be reviewed and approved by the chairperson and designated agent.
AWNINGS (Sec. 4.5)
1. Awnings in commercial areas should be made of canvas or other woven fabric with canvas-like qualities.
Analysis: A modern designed metal/synthetic
awning and trellis are proposed for the porch, to be
connected to the structure and also fitted with
lights.
Findings: While the awning is not canvas, the porch
is being reconstructed to create a more appropriate
commercial storefront. Therefore, the metal awning
may be appropriate, especially given the design of
the proposed storefront. Furthermore, it has been
designs so as to provide separation from the
apartment entrance and the commercial storefront
entrance. It is likely the applicant is intending to
create an awning that would provide shade,
aesthetic appeal, separation, and a sleekness, so as
not to create a large a canvas awning that may be
considered fake historic and resemble others found
within downtown.
2. Awnings should be placed only on structures for which they are historically accurate or which there exists physical
evidence of a previous treatment.
Analysis: The porch was previously covered. Furthermore, many storefronts were constructed historically with
awnings.
Findings: The awning is a detailed element on a new storefront that should significantly add character to the façade
which consist mainly of a brick wall and windows.
8. Metal or back-lit awnings are not recommended on commercial buildings.
Analysis: The metal awning is of square design and is not a metal canvas.
Findings: The low profile of the metal creates a subtle façade feature that assists to break up the façade.
Furthermore, the awning acts more like a frame and trellis design feature rather than a large triangle-shaped awing
to block the sun. Thus, the metal awning should not negatively detract from the storefront, but rather assist in
creating a unique architectural appeal.
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Façade Improvement Grant Standards
1. The project is being proposed on an existing building within the Downtown Design Review District.
Analysis: The building and property are located within the Downtown Design Review District, along with Downtown
TIF District.
Findings: This standard is met.
2. Restoration and rehabilitation of building exterior walls are viewable from a public street.
Analysis: The east façade faces Third Street.
Findings: This standard is met.
3. Activities proposed are part of an overall building improvement project.
Analysis: Façade improvement activities are numerous which are listed on page 2 of the staff report.
Findings: This standard is met.
4. Structural or decorative elements should be repaired or replaced to match or be compatible with the original
materials and design of the building to the greatest extent possible.
See the design review standards analyzed in the above sections regarding the porch and façade elements.
5. Applicant has obtained more than one bid from contractors.
Analysis: The applicant has submitted two bids from contractors. The bids are general in nature and do not offer
details or specifics for many project activities, such as windows/doors, railings, and awnings.
Findings: Staff would recommend the applicant to provide specific details regarding the awning/trellis design and
materials, as well as railing design and materials, to be reviewed and approved by the chairperson and designated
agent. This can occur in the form of a subcontractor bid or material list/order.
6. Matching grant assistance shall not exceed $30,000 dollars unless approved by Common Council.
Analysis: The total project cost estimates for bid proposals are below.
Contractor

1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10
11
12
13

Improvements
Replace Interior-grilled Glass in Existing Windows
New Windows
New Exterior Doors
Masonry Work
Custom Canopy
Labor and Demo
Standing Seam Metal Roof, Soffit, Fascia, Gutters
Painting
Steel Supports in Wall + Labor
Metal Stairs / Railings
Electrical Exterior
Dumpster
Front Entrance Foundation / Slab Work / Steps / Walkways

Wanta & Son Inc.
$
5,800.00
$
4,500.00
$
5,000.00
$
14,000.00
$
18,000.00
$
7,000.00
$
14,800.00
$
6,500.00
$
8,000.00
$
6,000.00
$
7,500.00
$
1,200.00
-

Alchemy Concrete
Inc.
$
6,800.00
$
5,800.00
$
5,500.00
$
15,000.00
$
19,200.00
$
8,000.00
$
15,600.00
$
7,500.00
$
8,000.00
$
7,500.00
$
8,300.00
$
1,400.00
$
25,000.00
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14 Plans, Management, Services
15 Engineering Services
TOTAL

$
$
$

14,750.00
5,000.00
118,050.00

$
$

11,000.00
144,600.00

Findings: The applicant has provided only two general bids for all proposed improvements, however, roofs are
typically not an eligible expense. Wanta & Son Inc. has provided the lowest bid which total $118,050.00, however
when not including roofing activities, totals $103,250.00 which exceeds. Therefore, 40% of the total exceeds the
maximum award amount of $30,000.00 for the façade grant program; thus the applicant has requested a grant in
the amount of $30,000.00.
7. The applicant is current on all real estate and personal property taxes, has provided proof of insurance, and has
no outstanding amounts owed to the City of Stevens Point.
Analysis: Proof of insurance has not been provided as the applicant does not yet own the property. The offer to
purchase is contingent upon received approval for the project.
Findings: The applicant shall submit proof of insurance upon ownership and shall owe no outstanding amounts to
the City of Stevens Point.
8. The project meets all components outlined within the Downtown Design Guidelines.
Analysis: The design standards that apply to this request, regarding windows, doors, masonry, storefronts, awnings,
and porches are somewhat met.
Findings: See the above section where the design guidelines are further analyzed.
9. The project conforms to all zoning regulations within Chapter 23 of the Revised Municipal Code.
Analysis: Additional work is proposed within the interior of the building which may require building review.
Findings: Staff would recommend that applicable building permits be obtained.

Ranking of Projects for Grant Funds
Ranking of projects may not necessarily be necessary given this is a single applicant request and is not competing against
others. Grant funds are available to meet the request of the applicant. Ranking criteria can further be discussed further
at the meeting if requested by the Commission.

Conclusion
In conclusion, staff would recommend approving the request to reconstruct the front porch and storefront on the east
façade at 1410 Third Street. Specifically, staff would recommend approving the design review for Option 1 as proposed,
in addition to the façade grant requested, minus the roof improvement activities.
Overall, the project is unique in that it is maintaining general features and massing of the porch, yet incorporates more
commercial aesthetics which are necessary to the vitality of the building. Moreover, the improvements will assist in
creating an extension of the downtown on Third Street and potentially spark additional development within adjacent
vacant municipal parking lots. While, an argument can be made citing that several design standards are not met, it can
also be argued that the building has been transformed greatly, to a point where the existing front porch no longer serves
its original purpose and thus is a detriment to the building, inhibiting commercial uses which can lead to vacancy and
building deterioration. Furthermore, the applicant has created a design which opens the primary façade of the building,
repurposes original brick, incorporates a covered awning, and creates a commercial storefront that will assist to ensure
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the longevity of a commercial use and associated building maintenance, which thereby preserves the historic character
of the building.

Building Images
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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)
Application #

Assigned Case
Manager
Pre-Application
Conference Date

Date Submitted

Associated Permits or
Applications (if any)
Decision

Date Reviewed

Staff Signature

Notes:

APPLICANT/CONTACT INFORMATION
APPLICANT INFORMATION

CONTACT INFORMATION (Same as Applicant?

Applicant Name

Jared Linzmeier

Contact Name

Address

9492 First Street

Address

City, State, Zip

Nelsonville, WI 54458

City, State, Zip

Telephone

608-572-1583

Telephone

Fax

)

Fax

jared@rubycoffeeroasters.com

Email

Email

OWNERSHIP INFORMATION
PROPERTY OWNER OF RECORD 1 INFORMATION (Same as Applicant?
Owner’s Name

)

PROPERTY OWNER OF RECORD 2 INFORMATION (If Needed)

Adeline and Eloise, LLC

Owner’s Name

Address

PO BOX 5

Address

City, State, Zip

Nelsonville, WI 54458

City, State, Zip

Telephone

608-572-1583

Telephone

Fax

Jared and Deanna Linzmeier

Fax

jared@rubycoffeeroasters.com

Email

Email

PROJECT SUMMARY
Subject Property Location [Please Include Address and Assessor’s Identification Number(s)]
Parcel 1

Parcel 2

Parcel 3

1410 Third Street 281-24-0832201927
Legal Description of Subject Property

S 34' LOTS 3 & 4 BLK 11 STRONG ELLIS &OTHERS S32 T24 R8 647270

Area of Subject Property (Acres/Sq Ft)

.078 acre / 3400 sq ft

Application for Design Review

Area of Building or Structure (Sq Ft)

3400 sq ft
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I Current Historic Dlstrlct(s) - Local, State, National
Downtown design review Stevens Point
83 Central Business
I
Designated Future Land Use Category
I Current Use of Property
I Proposed Use of Property
I
I
Current Zoning Dlstrlct(s)

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 paces 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.

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.

Does the proposed work conform with the architectural design culdellnes 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.stevensoolnt.coml Explain you answer.

EXHIBITS
Letter to District Alderperson (www.stevensl!!!int.c2!!![Directo!J!)
Photographs of Bulldinc or Structure
Renderings or Elevations
Site Plan (for additions, and new construction)

D
D
D
D

Additional Exhibits If Any (Ust):

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 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.
Sicnature of Applicant

Application for Design Review

Date

Signature of Property Owner(s)

Date
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Department of Community Development
City of Stevens Point
1515 Strongs Avenue
Stevens Point, WI 54481

Kyle Kearns
Associate Planner
Ph: (715) 346-1567
Fax: (715) 346-1498
kkearns@stevenspoint.com
stevenspoint.com

Façade Improvement Grant Program Application
ADMINISTRATIVE SUMMARY (Staff Use Only)
Date Submitted

Date Reviewed

Approved

Yes

($__________________)

No

APPLICANT/OWNER INFORMATION
APPLICANT INFORMATION

Owner Information (Same as Applicant?

)

Applicant Name

Jared Linzmeier

Contact Name

Adeline & Eloise, LLC (Linzmeier)

Address

9492 First Street

Address

PO BOX 5

City, State, Zip

Nelsonville, WI 54458

City, State, Zip

Nelsonville, WI 54458

Telephone

608-572-1583

Telephone

same

Cell

503-360-6113

Cell

same

Fax
Email

Fax

jared@rubycoffeeroasters.com

Email

jared@rubycoffeeroasters.com

PROJECT SUMMARY
Scope of Work to be Undertaken (attach contractor estimates, if available)

Removal of existing porch, assessment and repair of exterior brickwork and masonry. We will install a
new porch (custom canopy) and front facade with high quality materials, careful engineering for
successful drainage. This includes stairs that are wider and meet current code, new steel stair railings,
install large storefront style windows and entrance door. We will replace shingle roof with a metal roof
and update all gutters. We will replaced aged windows and other items in need of updating.
Describe the Positive Impact Your Project will Bring to Stevens Point

We believe this new facade has the potential to entirely revitalize a building that has become
increasingly overlooked on the Clark / Water St thoroughfare. Our cafe concept aims to offer new job
opportunities, a much needed cafe/meeting space for the community, a connection point for young
creatives and visitors to remind them of the cafes they've grown to love in bigger cities, and a
welcoming space for all to gather. We will support other local businesses and stimulate the economy.
Total Cost of Project Improvements

Amount of Matching Grant Assistance Requested

$ 118,000.00

$ 30,000.00

Estimated Start Date

Estimated Completion Date

10/19/2018
Number of Commercial Tenant Spaces Within the Building

1

Application for Façade Improvement Grant Program

2/1/2018
Number of Residential Tenant Spaces Within the Building

1
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EXHIBITS (The following materials must accompany your application in order to be considered for matching grant assistance funding)
Complete detailed list of project revenues and expenses.

~

Two bids from qualified contractors detailing the cost of the work to be done.

~

Drawings detailing all of the work to be completed as part of the project.

~

A description/sample of project materials and colors.

~

Proof of insurance.

~

Must be current on all real estate and personal property taxes.

~

No outstanding amounts owed to the City of Stevens Point.

~

Addit ional Exhibits If Any (Ust):

Please see our design review application
for more details on who we are and why we
are so excited about revitalizing this
building.

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 t he 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.

Signature of Applicant

Date

Signature of Property Owner (If not the Applicant)

Date

Design Review Application
Linzmeier for Adeline and Eloise, LLC
Property 1410 Third Street
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A brief history of who we are and why we want to put a cafe into the property at 1410 Third
Street
- I (Jared Linzmeier) was born in Stevens Point in 1984 and lived in Portage County until I went
to UW Madison, where I earned an English degree. I moved to Los Angeles, began working in
the specialty coffee industry, then to Portland and Seattle to pursue more roles in the same
field. Along the way, my wife and I began developing a dream for starting our own coffee
roasting business in Wisconsin. We moved back to Portage County in 2013, began roasting
coffee in New Hope (near Sunset Lake) in 2014. In 2015 we outgrew our first roasting space
and moved to a historic building in nearby Nelsonville, which we have renovated and revitalized.
In the years since we’ve grown to a staff of 10 and have added a small retail and cafe room
open on weekends. We have built a coffee brand with a nationwide wholesale and web network
and a loyal local following. One of our hopes has always been to build upon the local following
by creating a high-quality, comfortable, service-driven, beautiful cafe space in Stevens Point.
Our goal is to build this space at 1410 Third into our new cafe for the Stevens Point community.
This cafe will be an extension of our core business and part of the evolution of our company in
building a direct to consumer retail and hospitality experience. We love the history of this
building (my mom used to go there to watch music and my dad once owned a bar on the
square), we love its proximity to the river and the Green Circle (we’re avid cyclists ourselves)
and we are so excited about the growth and creative evolution happening downtown. We
envision this cafe as an integral part of a vibrant community, a space for gatherings and
meetings, a new downtown employer, an opportunity to connect food and beverage producers
to the community that supports and appreciates their hard work. We have big dreams.
We are currently in contract to purchase this building, with a closing date scheduled for October
18. One of our contingencies for the purchase to go through is that this commission approve our
request for facade improvements. We hope you’ll embrace our vision for the role this amazing
historic building can play in Stevens Point’s next steps.
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)
- We are proposing to remove the existing porch of the property at 1410 Third Street and
replace it with a facade and canopy entrance that is more inviting and appropriate to the use of
the building. We believe the existing porch limits business activity inside by creating a visual
barrier that doesn’t accurately reflect the core use and zoning of the building. This process of
renovation will involve careful removal of the existing porch and assessment of exterior
brickwork of the building. Our hope and goal is to better showcase the historical integrity of the
structure by opening up more street perspective view of the brick exterior and renovated interior.
Our design plans include repurposing and repairing any and all original brick we can.

Design Review Application
Linzmeier for Adeline and Eloise, LLC
Property 1410 Third Street
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Our rationale to update the porch design with our proposed design is that the improvements will
significantly enhance the appearance of the overall building. Also, our building design consultant
and contractor has identified areas of suspected deterioration due to improper drainage and
construction material choices on the existing porch, pillars, steps and roof. We believe the
current size and dimension of the steps also no longer meets building code. Our design
decisions are focused on materials, aesthetics, and engineering that will preserve the building
long term. The proposed timeline is to begin as soon as we can after closing on the building,
which is scheduled for October 18. The concrete contractor is working on plans to move us into
his schedule before the weather turns too cold. Once that work is completed, we are hoping to
wrap up the additional facade improvements before the end of 2018.

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.
- The proposed work will include adding one exterior window and enlarging the space of four
existing windows. The existing windows reflect a character of the building that doesn’t embody
its current zoning or use, nor does it help serve the community. The proposed, larger windows
will align with other downtown historic storefront properties (referencing sec. 3.7 of design
guidelines). Our proposed work will also include a very low profile roof line on the front canopy
entrance, which will showcase more square feet of original brickwork than the current porch roof
allows. We are additionally planning to replace the shingle roof with a metal roof, which will
restore historic integrity to that portion of the property.
Does the proposed work match and harmonize with the external appearance of adjacent
neighboring improvements. Explain your answer.
- The proposed work harmonizes beautifully with the improvements done on nearby Clark Street
buildings such as the Galaxy Hobby / Assembly Shop retail space, El Jefe, and Father Fats. Our
storefront and facade derives inspiration from retail spaces on the square like the old Square
Scoops, Main St businesses like Wooden Chair and the renovated/restored (old) Jim Laabs
property. Our proposed materials for the entrance canopy and windows are very similar to the
ones used by those businesses and will create a great sense of cohesion in that district while
celebrating the diversity of each unique space.
Does the proposed work conform to the objectives of the historic preservation plan for said
district (if any)? Explain you answer.
We perceive the existing porch, particularly with its stucco-treated portions, represents a
deviation from the historic preservation of the building and that our steps to enhance the facade

Design Review Application
Linzmeier for Adeline and Eloise, LLC
Property 1410 Third Street
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are true to the use and form of a downtown storefront. We plan to preserve and restore and
repurpose existing original brick and use paint and building materials preferred by the plan.
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.
We believe so, yes. Our emphasis is on retaining the building’s expressive historical features
and, where possible, restoring elements of the building that have been compromised with
incompatible materials. The current shape of the porch roof, for example, has created drainage
problems and is visually and geometrically out of sync. Our proposed solution will restore more
square footage of original brick on the front facade and will create an appealing aesthetic that
will help ensure the building will last for many years to come.
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Wanta and Son, Inc.
6405 County Rd C
Hatley WI, 54440
Ryan Wanta
Designer / Sales
8/9/18

Ruby Coffee Roaster
Stevens Point Location Budget
Hello Jared and Deanna,
Below you will find the numbers we worked up.. Everything we have is set at current market
prices. This may or may not fluctuate in the coming year.
Total: $174,900.00 ($204,900.00 w/out Facade Grant)
This would include the following:

Exterior Budget
Replace Interior-grilled Glass in Existing Windows

$5,800.00

New Windows

$4,500.00

New Exterior Doors

$5,000.00

Masonry Work

$14,000.00

Custom Canopy

$18,000.00

Labor and Demo

$7,000.00

Standing Seam Metal Roof, Soffit, Fascia, Gutters

$14,800.00

Painting

$6,500.00

Steel Supports in Wall + Labor

$8,000.00

Metal Stairs / Railings

$6,000.00

Electrical Exterior

$7,500.00

Dumpster

$1,200.00

Plans, Management, Services

$14,750.00

Engineering Services

$5,000.00

1/2
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Subtotal

$118,050.00

Facade Grant Max

-$30,000.00

After Facade Grant Total

$88,050.00

Interior Budget
Air curtains for exterior doors

$8,500.00

HVAC Uprgades

$9,000.00

Custom Cabinetry

$8,150.00

Bathroom Upgrades

$2,500.00

Carpentry, Labor, and Demo

$20,000.00

Painting

$6,000.00

Woodwork, Trim, Ceilings

$10,000.00

Fans

$900.00

Electrical Interior

$7,500.00

Cleaning

$1,000.00

Dumpster

$1,200.00

Plans, Management, Services

$12,100.00

Not Included in this Budget:
•

Security Systems

•

Fire Suppression / Alarm Systems

•

State Plans

•

Audio / Visual Systems

•

Network / Internet Systems

•

Phone Systems

•

Landscaping

•

Interior/ Exterior Concrete Work

•

Food / Bar / Service-related Equipment

•

Furniture

•

Excavation Work

•

Anything Not Mentioned Herein

2/2

Subtotal

$86,850.00

Grand Total

$174,900.00
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Date: 8/15/2018
Ruby Coffee Roasters
Stevens Point Cafe Project
Attn: Jared & Deanna

We hereby propose to furnish th e materials and perform the labor necessary for the completion of:

Exterior Budget Allowances:
Engineering I Project Management I Drawings
Replace Interior-glass in existing windows
New Windows:
New Exterior Door:
Masonry Work:
Front Entrance Canopy:
Front Entra nce Foundation I Sla b Work I Steps I Wa lkways:
Excavation/Demo:
Roofing (metal) I Soffit, Fascia, Gutters
Painting
Additional St ructural Support In Wa lls (steel)
Stairway (metal) I Rai lings
Electrical
Dumpster

$11,000
$6,800
$5,800
$5,500
$15,000
$19,200
$25,000
$8,000
$15,600
$7,500
$8,000
$7,500
$8,300
$1,400

Tot al Exterior Budget
Fac;ade Grant Potential

$144,600
-$30,000
$114,600

Tota l:

Interior Budget Allowance:
Drawings I Project Management
HVAC Upgrades
Cabinets
Air Curtains For Exterior Doors
Bathroom Upgrades
Demo I Mise Carpentry
Woodwork I Trim I Ceilings
Painting
Fans

PO Box 161

'7\..""· Nelsonville WI 54458 :7~f·

- - - - - - - - - - - -- - - - -

-

$6,000
$12,000
$10,000
$7,500
$3,200
$21,000
$12,000
$6,500
$1,600

715.824.3010 votce

--

-

--

715.824.3020

FAx

'7t

www.a lchemyconcrete.com

•
·..:.: l ·.

.7...•\··>-
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$8,500
$1,300

'-C.Ll~ ~ter

c

n

,~
01\iC.\Z-€-"{~tal lnterior:

$89,600

Total Price: $204,200

Payment terms: Just prior to work beginning a payment equaling SO% of the original invoice is required.
The remaining balance will be invoiced with payment due 15 business days from invoice date.
Interest: 1.5% Monthly Finance Charge After 15 Days.

ACCEPTANCE OF PROPOSAL

The above prices, specifications and conditions are satisfactory and are hereby accepted. You are
authorized to do the work as specified. Payment will be made as outlined above.
Signature: - - - - - - - -- -

PO Box 161 'j~· Nelsonv111e WI 54458

'j;f.

715.824.301 0 vorcc

Date:--- - - -

715.824.3020

FAx

'jk··

www.alchemyconcrete.com
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©Ryan Wanta
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©Ryan Wanta
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water street grill - existing

soffits are aged and yellowed

fascia rotting
needs replacing

old porch roof
showing signs of decay
improper flashing
brick decay
improper water
drainage

railing is not
code 42" height
old, dingy outdoor
carpeting

substandard EIFS
May trap moisture
Expediting Decay of Brick

steps are not to code

SHOWN TO SCALE: 1/8" = 1'-0"

DRAWINGS ARE NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION,
THEY ARE FOR DESIGN CONCEPT ONLY
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water street grill - exisiting elevations

SOUTH ELEVATION

NORTH ELEVATION
SHOWN TO SCALE: 1/8" = 1'-0"

DRAWINGS ARE NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION,
THEY ARE FOR DESIGN CONCEPT ONLY
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water street grill - existing EAST ELEVATION

SHOWN TO SCALE: 1/4" = 1'-0"

DRAWINGS ARE NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION,
THEY ARE FOR DESIGN CONCEPT ONLY
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-

•

©Ryan Wanta
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•

©Ryan Wanta
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EAST ELEVATION - RUBY RENOVATION
All brick to be refurbished by
tuck-pointing as needed, and brick replaced
as needed
PAINTED WINDOWS

POWDER COATED HOLLOW STEEL
CANOPY WITH INTEGRATED LIGHTING, ALSO
INTERIOR GUTTERS TO ALLOW SAFE WATER
DRAINAGE

INTERIOR WALL OF
VESTIBULE TO HAVE
WINDOW ADDED AND THEN
OPENED-UP TO EXTERIOR

REPLACE AND UPDATE
DOOR
3'-0"

8"

8'-10"

6'-1"

8'-8"

REPLACE DOOR TO
GLASS STOREFRONT
EXTERIOR DOOR
WITH TRANSOM TO MATCH

New code-compliant railing
with bar top

CONCRETE
15'-1/2"

10'-8 1/2"

2'-8 3/16"

FUTURE
ADDITIONAL STEEL
STAIRCASE
CONTINGENT UPON
LAND SALE

11'-9 3/4"

8"

4'-8"

REPURPOSED BRICK

8"
SHOWN TO SCALE: 1/4" = 1'-0"

REPLACE AGING WINDOW
WITH NEW LOW-E AND
EXTEND TO GLOOR

20'-0"

DRAWINGS ARE NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION,
THEY ARE FOR DESIGN CONCEPT ONLY
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EAST ELEVATION - RUBY RENOVATION
Main building will receive new standing seam
steel roof, new fascia, new sofitt, and new trim

STEEL STAIRCASE TO BE
CONTINGENT ON
LAND AQUISITION

7'-6"

8'-1"

Glazing with interior white
grills will be replaced with new grill
to match paint

SOUTH ELEVATION

A Grille Soleil Shade will be utilized
to provide shade from the southern sun,
privacy between tenant and patrons,
and airflow
All existing frames will be painted
new code-compliant steel
railings will be installed and
painted to match

north entrance will be replaced
with new door
4'-0"

8'-2"

8'-8"

an extension of the
architectural canopy
will extend past corner,
creating visual interest
and providing space
for accent lighting on
building

Pair of windows have
been replaced with
one large, low-e window
SHOWN TO SCALE: 1/8" = 1'-0"

NORTH ELEVATION

handicap ramp will
be refurbished, with railing
painted and treads cleaned
and sealed

DRAWINGS ARE NOT FOR CONSTRUCTION,
THEY ARE FOR DESIGN CONCEPT ONLY
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