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AGENDA
HISTORIC PRESERVATION /
DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION

Date and Time: January 9, 2019
2:00 PM

Members:

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. Call to Order
Discussion and Possible Action on the Following:
2. Report of the November 7, 2018 and November 26, 2018 Meetings
3. Request from Central Wisconsin Children’s Museum for design review to install a roof membrane on the west
façade of the building which adjoins the neighboring building at 1100 Main Street (Parcel ID 281240832202939)
4. Adjourn

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

PLEASE TAKE FURTHER NOTICE that a quorum of the Common Council may be in attendance at this meeting.
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REPORT OF THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION / DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION
November 7, 2018 – 2:00 PM
Police Department, Room 122
933 Michigan Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481
PRESENT: Chairperson Beveridge, Alderperson Jennings, Commissioner Siebert, Commissioner Scripps,
Commissioner Debauche, and Commissioner McFarland.
ALSO PRESENT: Associate Planner Kearns and Sig Strautmanis.
INDEX:
1. Call to Order
Discussion and Possible Action on the Following:
2. Approval of the October 3, 2018 Meeting
3. Request from Ellis Construction for design review to install a new window within the north façade of
the structure at 1257 Main Street (Parcel ID 281240832202703)
4. Request from General Capital Acquisitions, LLC for design review to construct an apartment complex
at 1443 Water Street (Parcel ID’s 281240832202044, 281240832202010, and 281240832202043),
and 1447 Water Street (Parcel ID 281240832202011)
5. Request from General Capital Acquisitions, LLC for design review to demolish the primary and
accessory structure at 1447 Water Street (Parcel ID 281240832202011)
6. Staff Update.
7. Adjourn.

1. Call to Order
Present: Beveridge, Jennings, Siebert, Scripps, Debauche, McFarland
Excused: Woehr
Discussion and Possible Action on the Following:
2. Report of the of the October 3, 2018 Meeting
Motion by Commissioner Siebert to approve the report of the October 3, 2018 HP/DRC meeting;
seconded by Commissioner Scripps.
Motion carried 5-0.
3. Request from Ellis Construction for design review to install a new window within the north façade of
the structure at 1257 Main Street (Parcel ID 281240832202703)
Associate Planner Kearns summarized the request to install a new window in a new opening along
the north building façade. The proposed window would match the existing windows on the same
façade in terms of design, style, size, trim, and window line. Staff saw no concerns, noting that the
request did not detract from historical character or change any significant historic feature.
Therefore, staff recommended approving the request.
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Commissioner Siebert made a motion to approve the request from Ellis Construction for design
review to install a new window within the north façade of the structure at 1257 Main Street
(Parcel ID 281240832202703) with the following;
1. The window and window opening shall match the size and proportion of the adjacent
windows on the same façade.
seconded by Commissioner Debauche.
Motion carried 5-0.
4. Request from General Capital Acquisitions, LLC for design review to construct an apartment complex
at 1443 Water Street (Parcel ID’s 281240832202044, 281240832202010, and 281240832202043),
and 1447 Water Street (Parcel ID 281240832202011)
Associate Planner Kearns summarized the request to construct an 88 unit, 5-story, mixed-use senior
apartment building on the properties stated. He further added that while they did not want to
create a fake historic property, the components of the building should match other similar
components and buildings in the Downtown area. Staff recommended approval for design review
with conditions outlined within the staff report. Commissioners had several comments regarding the
request as described below:
1. Inquiry as to whether Portage County had made any comments to the house on 1447 Water
Street, to which staff confirmed that they had not.
2. Inquiry as to the ownership of 1447 Water Street, to which staff confirmed it was privately
owned.
3. Requested clarification on material being used based on presented renderings.
4. Overall support for the request, noting positive infill development and a need for more
active senior living.
5. Requested reasoning for gray color scheme design, noting that a majority of the buildings in
the Downtown area were brick and autumn-colored in nature.
6. Noted that the color scheme and material of the proposed building would be
complimentary to Edgewater once the previously approved improvements were made.
7. Inquiry as to whether the drive through area south of the development would need to be
relocated, to which it was explained that the alley was owned by AT&T, and any changes
would need to be done between them and the developer in regards to an easement.
8. Inquiry as to whether access for the underground parking area and surface lot were
separated.
Sig Strautmanis, developer with General Capital Acquisitions, LLC, expanded on the project and
provided the following details:
1. Summary of materials being used, their proposed installation locations, colors, and
reasoning for chosen materials, noting that while they wished to pursue a contemporary
sleek and modern look, they were open to suggestions. A material sample board was passed
among the commission.
2. Described a potential easement between AT&T for the southern alley, adding that they
would need it granted to pursue resident access for underground parking toward the south.
If an easement was not granted, they could relocate the entrance to the underground
parking are through the surface lot towards the northern portion of the development.
3. Detailed ongoing negotiations with surrounding property owners for easements for the
shared parking lot off Third Street.
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Alderperson Jennings made a motion to approve the request from General Capital Acquisitions,
LLC for design review to construct an apartment complex at 1443 Water Street (Parcel ID’s
281240832202044, 281240832202010, and 281240832202043), and 1447 Water Street (Parcel ID
281240832202011) with the following;
1. Applicable building permits shall be obtained and building code and zoning code be met.
2. A landscaping plan shall be submitted for review and approval by the Chairperson and
Designated Agent.
3. Minor changes to building design, materials, and site plan shall be approved by the
Chairperson and Designated Agent.
seconded by Commissioner Scripps.
Motion carried 5-0.
5. Request from General Capital Acquisitions, LLC for design review to demolish the primary and
accessory structure at 1447 Water Street (Parcel ID 281240832202011)
Associate Planner Kearns summarized the request to demolish the primary and accessory structure
at 1447 Water Street, noting that the demolition would need to occur in order to accommodate the
new multi-family development. The house itself was of simple design, he explained, and lacked in
architectural and historic character. There had also been no mention of the property in the 2011
Historic Intensive Survey, and it did not contribute to the character of the district. Therefore, staff
recommended approval of the demolition with conditions outlined within the staff report.
Commissioners had several comments regarding the request as described below:
1. Inquiry as to whether there was consideration for moving the residence rather than
demolition.
2. There was a brief discussion detailing an initial meeting with Portage County and the
Portage County Historical Society in moving the Beth Israel Synagogue to 1447 Water Street,
to which staff also noted no knowledge of those talks, adding that it would ultimately be up
the private property owner in what they did with their property, and not the County or City.
3. Inquiry as to who would own the residence.
4. General consensus that reusing and recycling old parts or materials from the residence
would be a good idea, and possibly add a sense of place if incorporated into the new
development.
5. Noted zero findings of any special characteristics of 1447 Water Street.
6. General comment that the Water Street area had been losing residential properties to
commercial uses, noting it was a sign of changing times.
Sig Strautmanis, developer with General Capital Acquisitions, LLC, made the following comments in
regards to the commission’s inquiries:
1. Stated a willingness to attempt to have the building moved first prior to demolition.
2. The developer stated that they had no knowledge of any talks with Portage County
regarding the movement of the synagogue.
3. Confirmation that General Capital Acquisitions, LLC would acquire and own 1447 Water
Street, although they were still in negotiations.
4. Confirmed that even if demolition was the only method in proceeding, they would recycle as
much as possible from the residence.
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Commissioner Siebert made a motion to approve the request from General Capital Acquisitions,
LLC for design review to demolish the primary and accessory structure at 1447 Water Street
(Parcel ID 281240832202011) with the following;
1. A razing permit shall be obtained.
seconded by Alderperson Jennings.
Motion carried 5-0.
6. Staff Update.
Staff had no further updates.
Commissioner Siebert asked whether the commission would be reviewing the apartment
development going on the Soik Plumbing property, to which Associate Planner Kearns confirmed
that they would not, as it was just out outside of the historic district.
7. Adjourn.
Meeting adjourned at 2:37 PM.
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REPORT OF THE HISTORIC PRESERVATION / DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION
November 26, 2018 – 2:00 PM
Police Department, Room 122
933 Michigan Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481
PRESENT: Chairperson Beveridge, Alderperson Jennings, Commissioner Scripps, Commissioner Scripps,
Commissioner, Commissioner Woehr, Commissioner Debauche, and Commissioner McFarland.
ALSO PRESENT: Associate Planner Kearns and Keaton Schultz.
INDEX:
1. Call to Order
Discussion and Possible Action on the Following:
2. Request from Keaton Schultz for design review to install a new storefront on the south façade of the
building at 1308 Main Street (Parcel ID 281240832202816)
3. Adjourn.

1. Call to Order
Present: Beveridge, Jennings, Scripps, Woehr, Debauche, McFarland
Excused: Siebert
Discussion and Possible Action on the Following:
2. Request from Keaton Schultz for design review to install a new storefront on the south façade of the
building at 1308 Main Street (Parcel ID 281240832202816)
Associate Planner Kearns summarized the request for storefront improvements at 1308 Main Street,
including new front doors, windows, and framing. He further added that the building had been
vacant for several years, which had led the previous owner to request demolition of the building, to
which approval had been granted by the commission in 2017. The applicant’s intent would be to
rent office space with the majority of the building. Staff recommended approval for design review
with conditions outlined within the staff report, noting that the applicant was available for further
questions. It was also noted that a rubber roof replacement had already occurred as it had not
required approval from the body. Commissioners had several comments regarding the request as
described below:
1. Clarification on what elevations were being pictured on page 7 of the staff report, to which
the following was confirmed: Upper left image showed the east side front entrance, upper
right image showed the west side front entrance, lower left image showed the east facade,
lower right image showed the west façade, noting that the west façade was also visible from
the street.
2. Inquiry as to whether the white windows on the east façade were being replaced, to which
Mr. Keaton Schultz confirmed that two of the white windows on the east façade would be
replaced with like-for-like windows due to deterioration, and that the only new alterations
would occur on the front façade.
3. Inquiry as to whether the white windows on the east façade faced the post office, to which
it was confirmed accurate.
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4. Inquiry as to what the west elevation faced, to which a church was confirmed.
5. General agreement in staff recommendation, noting the deteriorated nature of the wooden
frames and existing water damage.
6. General excitement for the project and saving of the property, noting a previous no-vote for
demolition.
7. Clarification on the existing material of the framing on the south façade, or front entrance
area facing Main Street, to which painted wooden framing was confirmed.
8. Inquiry as to whether there would be painting, to which Mr. Keaton Schultz confirmed that
they were working with staff to approve a new paint palette for wood and metal trim.
9. Requested clarification on window replacement on the front façade, to which Mr. Keaton
Schultz expanded on the window replacement plan for the front façade by Precision Glass &
Door, LLC, referencing page 13 of the staff packet.
10. Inquiry as to whether the two previously issued Design Review Certificates contained a
sunset clause, to which staff confirmed that they did not.
11. Inquiry as to whether there was parking behind the building, to which Mr. Keaton Schultz
confirmed that they did not, as the parking behind the building belonged to the post office.
Mr. Schultz additionally added that users could park in the ShopKo lot, similar to Executive
Place, or obtain parking permits from the City. Lastly, there was ongoing discussion with the
adjacent church to potentially utilize a portion of their parking lot.
12. Inquiry as to whether the fascia wrapped around the whole building, to which Mr. Keaton
Schultz confirmed that it did.
Commissioner Woehr asked that the two previous Design Review Certificates issued on September
2017, one for the approval of the demolition, and one for the approval of a parking lot, be revoked.
Commissioner Woehr made a motion to approve from Keaton Schultz for design review to install a
new storefront on the south façade of the building at 1308 Main Street (Parcel ID
281240832202816) with the following;
1. Applicable building permits shall be obtained for the improvements.
2. The existing window and door openings shall be maintained and cannot be enlarged or
decreased in size.
3. The chairperson and designated agent shall have the authority to approve minor changes
to the proposed improvements.
seconded by Commissioner Scripps.
Motion carried 5-0.
3. Adjourn.
Meeting adjourned at 2:13 PM.
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Attachment pertaining to Agenda Item 2: September 2017 Design Review Certificates

CITY OF STEVENS POINT
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The Historic Preservation I Design Review Commission of the City of Stevens Point In conformance
with Chapter 22 and the City • s adopted Design Guidelines hereby grants permission for work to

be performed on the premises listed below In accordance with the approved plans and conditions:
OWNER: Compass Proeprties LLC

PREMISE: 1308 Main Street (ParceiiD: 281240832202816)

APPLICANT: Same as above

HP/DRC APPROVAL DATE:September13,2017

WORK APPROVED : Raze (demolish) 1308 Main Street
1. All applicable building and zoning codes shall be met prior to demofition.
2. All required permits shall be obtained prior to demolitions. Including a razing permit.
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The Historic Presetvallon I Design Review Commission or lhe City of Stevens Point In conformance
with Chapter 22 and the City ' s adopted Design Guidelines hereby grants permission lor work to
be performed on the premises fisted below in accordance with the approved plans and conditions:
OWNER: Compass Proeprtles LLC

PREMISE: 1308 Main Street (Parcel ID: 281240832202816)

APPLICANT: Same as above

HP/DRC APPROVAL DATE:September13,2017

WORK APPROVED : Construct a parking lot as proposed on the attached plans at 1308 Main Street.
1. All apptlcable building and zoning codes shall be met prior to demolition.
2. All required permits shall be obtained for the parking lot construction.
3. Any lighting In the perking lot shall be submitted 10< review by lhe Community Development Department and shall not spill over
onto adjacent properties.
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Will Require Separa1e
Design Review •••
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Administrative Staff Report
Design Review Request
Install Roof Membrane
1100 Main Street
January 4, 2018
Applicant(s):
x Central Wisconsin Children’s
Museum
Staff:
x Michael Ostrowski, Director
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com
x Kyle Kearns, Associate Planner
kkearns@stevenspoint.com
Parcel Number(s):
x 281240832202939
Zone(s):
x "B-3" Central Business District
Lot Information:
x
x
x
x

Actual Frontage: 60 feet
Effective Depth: 165 feet
Square Footage: 9,900
Acreage: 0.22

Structure Information:
x Year Built: 1964
x Number of Stories: 2
Current Use:
x Office
Applicable Regulations:
x Chapter 22
x Downtown Design Guidelines

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

Request
Request from Central Wisconsin Children’s Museum for design review to
install a roof membrane on the west façade of the building which adjoins the
neighboring building at 1100 Main Street (Parcel ID 281240832202939)
Attachment(s)
1.
2.
3.
4.

Application
Material Details
Sketch
Photos

City Official Design Review / Historic District
1. Downtown Design Review District

Staff Recommendation
Staff would recommend approving the request to install a roof membrane on
the west façade as proposed at 1100 Main Street subject to the following
conditions:
1. Deteriorated brick and block along the west wall shall be repaired by a
professional mason.
2. Type N mortar shall be used when filling brick joints, matching in color
and texture of the existing mortar.
3. Metal flashing that is in disrepair, such as the wall cap, shall be replaced
along the wall with a metal flashing matching the existing.
4. The roof membrane shall terminate at the top of the west wall,
underneath the metal wall cap.
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Vicinity Map

Proposed
Roof
Treatment

Scope of Work
The applicant has requested to install a roofing membrane along the west façade of their building at 1100 Main Street.
The membrane would terminate approximately 7 feet up from the neighboring roof, and cover existing deteriorated
masonry. The sketch attached provides more detail, along with photographs attached. Lastly, the membrane is
proposed to be tan in color and would extend onto the neighbors roof (see attached materials sheet).
The covering of the original façade material with a new material would require review and approval by the Historic
Preservation Commission.
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
Page 2 of 3
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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
MASONRY (Stevens Point Design Guidelines Sec. 3.) – Design Guidelines reviewed below are those that pertain to the
request.
4. Deteriorated masonry units should be repaired rather than replaced using materials that match the original in
size, texture, color, and overall appearance. Synthetic materials are not recommended on historic structures for
the wholesale covering of a structure.
Analysis: The request is to cover an existing masonry wall with a synthetic roof membrane. The wall appears to
be made of cement block and brick. A combination of mortar and caulk exist within the joints of the blocks and
bricks.
Findings: The covering of brick and block as proposed would not necessarily prevent further deterioration. The
block and brick should rather be repaired with mortar or caulk before any covering occurs, if approved.
The wall is only slightly visible from the north and south side of the building, thus making it difficult to
distinguish the brick and block façade. A tan covering would not cover or hide any architectural elements and
should not reduce the historical integrity of the building. Therefore, the rubber membrane proposed may be
difficult to distinguish as well, especially given the proposed tan color which matches the existing stone color.
8. When repair to mortar joints is needed due to cracks, missing and crumbling mortar, and loose bricks, use
proper techniques for repointing. a. Remove deteriorated mortar by hand raking rather than using electric saws
and hammers that can damage the brick. b. Original texture, color, width, strength and profile of the historic
mortar joints should be matched. Type N mortar should be used as defined by the American Society for Testing
and Materials (ASTM). Re-pointed and painted masonry c. repointing with mortar that is stronger than the
original, such as Portland cement, can cause brick to crack, break or spall. In repointing mortar joints, mortar of
appropriate PSI should be used.
Analysis: Existing brick and block are in a deteriorated state and in need of repair. Gaps exist within the mortar
which can lead to water infiltration and eventual separation from the building.
Findings: Covering the deteriorated brick and block is not recommended as the brick and block would be in a
deteriorated state. If covering of the brick and block is approved, staff would recommend that the brick and
block be repaired appropriately first.

Upon review and based on the findings above, staff would recommend approving the tan roof membrane covering of
the west wall of the Children’s Museum, subject to the conditions of approval on page one, which includes the proper
repair of brick/block by a mason and installation. Due to the limited visibility of the wall from the right-of-way, and the
existing caulked and mixed masonry appearance, a covering of the west wall should not significantly reduce the building
characteristics and historic integrity.
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City of Stevens Point
Community Development Department

HISTORI C PR ESERVATION/
DESIGN REVIEW
COMMI SSION

lSlS Stronas Avenue, Stevens Point, WI 54481
P: (715} 3 46-1567 F: (715} 346-1498

commun!tydeyelopment@S]g:vensooi nt&om
btto:l/stevensoornt com

APPLICATION FOR DESIGN REVIEW
ADMINISTRATIVE SUMMARY (Staff Use Only)

I

Appllcation rl

Date Submitted

I

AUJa;ned case
Man_ager
Pre-Application

Assodated Perm1ts or
Applications (if .any)

I

Oeds5on

Date Reviewed

Conference Date

I

Staff Slgnilture

Notes:

APPLICANT/CONTACT INFORMATION
CONTACT IN FORMAnON {Same as Applkant?l!))

APPUCANT INFORMATION
Applkant Name

Central WI Children's Museum

Contac:t Name

Addrt$$

1100 Main St

Address

City, Statt, Zip

Stevens Point, W1 54481

City, State, Zlp

Telephone

(715)344-2003

Telephone

Sandy Williams

•••

•••

Emilll

sandy@cwchildrensmuseum.org

Email

OWNERSHIP INFORMATION
PROPERTY OWNER OF RECORD liN FORMATION (5.1me as Applicant? !jJ

PROPERTY OWNER OF RECORD l iN FORMATION (I( Needed)

Owner's Name

Owner's Name

Address

Address

Oty, St-ate, Zip

City1 State, Zlp

Telephone

Telephone

•••

Fax

Email

Emili

PROJECT SUMMARY
Subjed Propetty l.ocatlon (Pieasolncfude Ad.drw and Assessor's ldentifi(Jtlon

Parcell

Number~sU

Pa«:ell

Parcel3

1100 Main St. 281-24-0832202939
Le(ll Description of Subject Property

LOT 5.1 CSM#3886- 13-244 BNG PRT BLK 29 VAL BROWN ADD S32 T24 RB ESMT AGRMT-493/539
746973
Area of Subject Prope.rty (Acres/Sq Ft)

.230 aaes

~tfon for Design

Review

Areill of BuDding or Strvcture (Sq Ft)

20,160 sq ft

P~g@

1 of2
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current Zoning Olstrict(s)

Curre.nt Historic Dislrict(st -loc;al. State. National

District 1
Designated Future Land use Cate&orv

Mathias Mitchell Historic District
Current Use of Property

Proposed Use of Prope.rty

Commercial
Briefly describe the proposed building, structulll! construction. reconstruction or exterior attention. Please also provide rationale for the d esign review request. alone
w"h the time schedule (H any) for the project. (Use addltJonal paces if necessary)

(1 .The west facing masonry wall (5' tall) of said building, which is above the roof line of Point Housing,
1052 main st. Stevens Point, Wi. (2. See attached PDF drawing. (3. Installation Sometime in Winter of
2018/2019
Will the proposed work detrimentally change. destroy or adversely affect any exterior architectural featum of the improvement upon whkh sa1dwork 1$ to be done?
bp"in you answer.

Currently the masonry wall is a patchwork of blocks and colors. Not for architectural design, but simply to fill in holes,
and broken parts that happened over the years. It appears to have been behind another wall in earlier years. This tan
membrane would require a constant color, and from a distance would appear like a any painted masonry wall.
Does the proposed work m-.tch and harmonlt:e with the extemJf app~~rance of adJacent nelahborlnc Improvements. Explain your answer.

Yes. The tan/brown fits in with the color scheme of said building.

Does the proposed work conform to the objectives of the historic pre.sef'Vatlon plan for said dlstrkt (if ;my)? Explain you answer.

Oc>ts the proposed work tonfotrn with the architectul'll dts'&n auidennes w1th emphasis on contewtuillssueslncludlng compatibility of she, volume proportions,
rhvthm, materials, deta1Un1. colors. and e•preulvene.ss? (Historic Desla:n Guldellnts can be found ilt www.s~~vensftoo Jnt.co~l Explaln you answer.

The material to be used will be tan to blend in with the existing colors of the building.

EXHIBITS
Letter to District Alderperson {www.IU:!t:$:n~l221nH2mlD1r$:ct!il:et)
Phatogtilphs of Bulldln& or Struttu.re
Renderings or Elevations
Site Plan {for additions, and ne w construction)

0
0
0
D

Additional Exhibits If Any (Ust):

CERTIFICATION AND SIGNATURE
By my signa tu1e below, I ~rtify tha t the lnfOtmatlon tont;,fntd In thls applltitlon Is true and correct to t he best of my knowledge a t the time of the appllca t.lon.l
acknowledge that! understand and have oomptlt'd with all of t he submittal requ1re~nts a nd r;~ro~dures and t hat thls applkat lon ls a complete apprlc:ation submittal. I
furthet undemand that an incom ol~te aol)lieat ion submin al mav ca~ mv apoflcauon to bt deferred to the next posted deadline date.
Si&nature of Appl1ant

~1\.~JJ~
T

...-"

Date

Signature of Property Owner(st

Date

\\ fd.-,/Js

~

~tlon

for Design Review
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DURO-LAST® 40-MIL MEMBRANE
Advantages:
Duro-Last® 40-Mil (DL40) membrane is an excellent
choice for projects requiring a long lasting, energy
efficient roofing membrane. The membrane is
available in prefabricated sections or as roll goods. A
complete line of custom prefabricated accessories is
available for the DL40 membrane.
Description:
DL40 membrane is composed of PVC film laminated
to both sides of a reinforcement fabric (weft-inserted
scrim).
Duro-Last membranes must not be used with
Duro-Last EV membranes.
PVC Film - Proprietary thermoplastic PVC
formulation of resins, plasticizers, stabilizers,
biocides, flame retardants, and U.V. absorbents.
The same PVC film is used on both sides of the
scrim.

Cool Roof Rating Council (CRRC)1
Solar
Thermal
Reflectance
Emittance
Initial
3-yr
Initial
3-yr
White
0.88
0.68
0.87
0.84
Tan
0.39
0.33
0.89
0.89
Gray
0.47
0.40
0.89
0.89
Dark Gray
0.26
0.25
0.88
0.89
1
Duro-Last’s CRRC Product ID: 0610.

x PVC film above weft-inserted scrim – 17 mil
Weft-Inserted Scrim - An 18 x 14 polyester fabric
construction with weft insertion, composed of 840 x
1000 denier threads, provides superior tear and
puncture resistance. The polyester thread is treated
to prevent wicking.

LEED & LEED-EB Credits - White DL40 membrane
alone can obtain 1 credit in either U.S. Green
Building Council’s LEED or LEED-EB programs. In
combination with other design criteria the membrane
may help attain other credits.

Total Thickness – 40 mil, nominal.
Weight – 0.22 lb. per square foot.
Colors – White, tan, gray and dark gray.
R-Value – 0.1 ft2·°F·hr/Btu.
Available Configurations:
Prefabricated Sections - DL40 is available in
prefabricated sections up to 2,500 sq. ft. with a
maximum 100 ft. in either dimension.
Roll Good – Typical Dimensions
Length
Roll Area
(max.)
64 inches
150 ft.
795 sq. ft.
48 inches
150 ft.
600 sq. ft.
32 inches
150 ft.
400 sq. ft.
16 inches
150 ft.
200 sq. ft.
1
Assuming 6 inch overlap.
Width

Approx.
Weight
176 lb.
132 lb.
88 lb.
44 lb.

Approx.
1
Coverage
725 sq. ft.
525 sq. ft.
325 sq. ft.
125 sq. ft.

Energy Efficiency:
White DL40 membrane is an excellent product for
complying with California Title 24, LEED® and other
energy efficiency programs requiring the use of a
highly reflective roof membrane. It is an ENERGY
STAR® qualified product.

www.duro-last.com

Solar Reflective
Index (SRI)
Initial
3-yr
111
82
43
35
54
45
26
25

LEED Credit Category
Sustainable Sites Credit 7.2
Heat Island Effect: Roof

Duro-Last Attribute
Solar Reflective Index (SRI)
SRI = 111

LEED-EB Credit Category
Sustainable Sites Credit 6.2
Heat Island Effect: Roof

Duro-Last Attribute
ENERGY STAR Qualified
Thermal Emittance = 0.87

Warranty:
The following warranties are available for projects
utilizing DL40 membrane. Contact Duro-Last for
warranty details.
Available Warranties
Supreme

15-YR NDL

Ultra

15-YR High Wind

Basic

15-YR NDL

Residential

15-YR Material Only

1

1 of 2

1

1
1

Excludes consequential damage coverage.

800-248-0280
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Codes and Standards:
Underwriters Laboratories (US & Canada), FM Approvals, ICC-ES (ESR-1660), Canadian Construction Materials
Centre (CCMC 13299-L), State of Florida, Miami-Dade County, Texas Department of Insurance.
Storage:
Store rolls lengthwise on pallets. Use tarps to keep rolls dry.
Membrane Attachment:
Mechanically Fastened – DL40 membrane may be mechanically attached to a variety of roof deck and wall
materials. An appropriate slip sheet or cover board may be required. Refer to the Duro-Last Mechanically
Fastened Systems Specification for prefabricated system requirements. If using roll goods, refer to the Roll
Good Mechanically Fastened Systems Specification.
Duro-Bond® System – The Duro-Bond system (induction weld) may be used to attach DL40 membrane. Refer
to the Duro-Last Duro-Bond System Specification for system requirements.
Adhered – DL40 membrane may be adhered to a variety of properly prepared roof decks, walls, cover boards
and insulations. Refer to the Duro-Last Adhered Systems Specification for system requirements.
Physical Properties:
DL40 membrane has been subjected to the tests required by ASTM 4434 “Standard Specification for Poly (Vinyl
Chloride) Sheet Roofing” and has been classified as a Type IV, internally reinforced sheet. The results of each
test are listed below.
Physical Property

Test Method

Result

Typical Value
0.040 in. (40 mil), nominal

Overall Thickness

ASTM D751

t 0.036 in.

PASS

Thickness Over Scrim

ASTM D7635

t 0.016 in.

PASS

0.017 in. (17 mil)

ASTM D751 Grab Method

t 275 lbf./in.

PASS

355 x 441 lbf./in.

Elongation

ASTM D751 Grab Method

t 25%

PASS

28% x 31%

Seam Strength

ASTM D 751 Grab Method

t 330 lbf.
(75% of Breaking Strength.)

PASS

360 lbf.

Tear Strength

ASTM D751 Procedure B

t 90 lbf.

PASS

125 x 136 lbf.

Low Temp. Bend

ASTM D2136

Must pass at -40q F.

PASS

PASS

Heat Aging

ASTM D3045

Conditioned for 56 days in oven
maintained at 176q F.

PASS

PASS

Accelerated Aging

ASTM G154
(formerly G53)

5,000 hours total test time.
Irradiance level of 0.68 W/m2-nm.
Cycle: 8 hours at 145q F,
4 hours condensation at 122q F

PASS

PASS

Dimensional Stability

ASTM D1204

Conditioned for 6 hours in oven
maintained at 176q F.
Allowable change:  0.5%

PASS

-0.45% x -0.40%

Water Absorption

ASTM D570

Immersed in water at 158q F
for 168 hours.
Allowable weight change:  3%

PASS

2.6%

Static Puncture

ASTM D5602

t 33 lbf.

PASS

56 lbf.

Dynamic Puncture

ASTM 5635

t 14.7 ft-lbf. (20 J)

PASS

t 14.7 ft-lbf. (20 J)

Breaking Strength

1

1

1

1

1

ASTM 4434 Requirement

Typical values are shown for both machine and cross machine directions. The machine direction results are listed first.

Additional Tests
Fungi Resistance

ASTM G-21

No sustained growth or discoloration

Moisture Vapor Transmission

ASTM E96, Proc. B, Method A

< 0.35 U.S. perms

www.duro-last.com
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