CITY OF STEVENS POINT
REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
Council Chambers
County-City Building
1516 Church St

October 16, 2017
7:00 P.M.

1.

Roll Call.

2.

Salute to the Flag and Mayor’s opening remarks.

3.

*Persons who wish to address the Mayor and Council on specific agenda items other
than a “Public Hearing” must register their request at this time. Those who wish to
address the Common Council during a “Public Hearing” are not required to identify
themselves until the “Public Hearing” is declared open by the Mayor.

4.

Persons who wish to address the Mayor and Council for up to three (3) minutes on a
non-agenda item.

5.

Presentation by Sara Brish: Stevens Point Area Convention and Visitors Bureau Annual
Report.

Consideration and Possible Action on the Following:
6.

Consent Agenda:
• Minutes of the Common Council meeting of September 18, 2017.
• Actions of the Police and Fire Commission meeting of September 5, 2017.
•

4. Confirmation of bills.
5. Out of State travel for Assistant Chief Baganz.

Actions of the Water & Sewerage Commission meeting of October 9, 2017.

2. Approval of department claims.

3. Draft Water Rate Study by Baker Tilly.
4. Report on forecasted revenue requirements for Wastewater by Baker Tilly.
8. Purchase of a new tractor backhoe.

•

Actions of the Airport Commission meeting October 9, 2017.

•
•

Actions of the Board of Park Commissioners meeting of October 4, 2017.
Minutes of the Special Public Works meeting of September 18, 2017.

•

Statutory Monthly Financial Report of the Comptroller-Treasurer.

2. Department claims.

1. To award the Sidewalk Continuation Project #17-12.

7.

Request from Ascension (Ministry Health Care) to extend the existing temporary parking
agreement at 933 Michigan Avenue.

8.

Well replacement guarantee and associated workplan – Town of Hull Well 11 matter.

9.

Actions of the Plan Commission meeting of October 2, 2017.
7. Request from the Redevelopment Authority of the City of Stevens Point to purchase 101
Georgia Street.
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10.

Ordinance Amendment – Zoning Code – Industrial Districts, permit a setback reduction
for properties bounded by two or more streets in the M-1 & M-2 districts via a conditional
use permit (Section 23.02(3) of the RMC).

11.

Resolution – Conditional Use Permit – 3201 Business Park Drive – Reduce the street
setback of one street frontage.

12.

Selection of consultant and approval of contract for EPA community-wide brownfield
assessment grant application assistance and administration.

13.

Contract for snow and ice removal.

14.

Minutes and actions of the Personnel Committee meeting of October 9, 2017.

15.

Minutes and actions of the Board of Public Works meeting of October 9, 2017.

16.

Minutes and actions of the Public Protection Committee meeting of October 9, 2017.

17.

Ordinance Amendment – Public Peace and Offenses Against Public Policy – Prohibiting
the scattering of newspapers, advertising material (Subsection of 24.07 of the RMC).

18.

Minutes and actions taken at the Finance Committee meeting of October 9, 2017.

19.

Adoption of the 2018 Capital Budget.

20.

Mayoral Appointments:
Water and Sewerage Commission

21.

Recommendation from BPAC to select Toole Design Group for the Transportation
Alternatives Grant design services.

1. Request for new positions from Transit (Dispatch Scheduler, Mechanic, Volunteer and Rural
Services Supervisor, Mobility Coordinator).
2. Request for new position from Fire Department to create a part-time supported
employment position to be filled through Opportunity Development Centers.

1. To accept the Director’s Report and place it on file.
4. To approve the installation of a street light along Phillips Street between Main Street and
College Avenue.

1. License List.
2. Request to Hold Event/Street Closings.

2. Purchase of 1466 Water St., 924 Arlington, and the unaddressed property on Water St.,
parcel number 2408-32-2019-12.
3. Procuring architectural and engineering services related to the potential construction of a
new City Hall.
5. Purchase of a garbage truck on behalf of the McDill Lake District.
6. Establishment of an Enterprise Fund for Parking revenues and expenditures.
7. Approval of Claims Paid.
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22.

Adjourn into closed session (approximately 8:00 P.M.) pursuant to Wisconsin Statutes
19.85(1)(e) (deliberating or negotiating the purchasing of public properties, the investing
of public funds, or conducting other specified public business, whenever competitive or
bargaining reasons require a closed session) on the following:
A. Purchase of 216 Franklin Street for the purpose of expanding park areas in
accordance with the Park Plan; and
B. Negotiating the terms of a development agreement for a property within Tax
Incremental Financing District 9 (East Park Commerce Center TID).

23.

Reconvene into open session for possible action on the above.

24.

Adjournment.

RMC – Revised Municipal Code
Persons who wish to address the Common Council may make a statement as long as it pertains to a
specific agenda item. Persons who wish to speak on an agenda item will be limited to a five (5)
minute presentation. Any person who wishes to address the Common Council on a matter which is
not on the agenda will be given a maximum of three (3) minutes and the time strictly enforced under
the item, “Persons who wish to address the mayor and council on non-agenda items.” Individuals
should not expect to engage in discussion with members of the City Council and City staff.
Any person who has special needs while attending this meeting or needing agenda materials for this
meeting should contact the City Clerk as soon as possible to ensure 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.
Copies of ordinances, resolutions, reports and minutes of the committee meetings are on file at the
office of the City Clerk for inspection during the regular business hours from 7:30 A.M. to 4:00 P.M.
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CITY OF STEVENS POINT
REGULAR COUNCIL MEETING
Council Chambers
County-City Building
1516 Church St

September 18, 2017
7:00 P.M.
Mayor Wiza, Presiding

PRESENT:

Ald. Jennings, Nebel, Oberstadt, Johnson, Slowinski, Kneebone, Dugan,
McComb, Morrow.

EXCUSED:

Ald. Shorr, Phillips.

OTHERS
PRESENT:

Clerk Moe, C/T Ladick, Fire Chief Finn, Dir. Beduhn, Dir. Ostrowski, Dir.
Schrader, Chief Skibba, Dir. Lemke, Mark Kordus, Mayoral Asst. Pazdernik,
Gene – Portage County Gazette, Cassie – Portage County Gazette.

2. Salute to the Flag and Mayor’s opening remarks.
Mayor Wiza said the salute to the flag was a little more special because of the 238th
anniversary of the Constitution. He noted the addition of a consent agenda section to
the Council Agenda. Mayor Wiza congratulated Frank Suchon on his 35th anniversary
with the City’s Wastewater Department. He said the City is also mourning the passing of
Fred LaRosa who was a Police Officer for 30 years as well as served as a court bailiff
after leaving the Department. Mayor Wiza spoke about the City – Wide re-evaluation
process which was last done 14 years ago. He said the purpose of the re-evaluation is
to have the assessment be close to the value of the home as possible. Mayor Wiza
announced the City is looking at ways to assist those who need to make updates to
their house but do not have the funds to do so. He said the City has held multiple events
recently to increase tourism one of which was the Duck Stamp Competition which
brought in over 1,000 people outside of the Stevens Point community and over 2,000
live streamed it online. Mayor Wiza said the Duck Stamp Competition has only been
held outside of Washington D.C. eight times within 84 years.
3. *Persons who wish to address the Mayor and Council on specific agenda items other
than a “Public Hearing” must register their request at this time. Those who wish to
address the Common Council during a “Public Hearing” are not required to identify
themselves until the “Public Hearing” is declared open by the Mayor.
Mayor Wiza reminded citizens to register at this time.
4. Persons who wish to address the Mayor and Council for up to three (3) minutes on a
non-agenda item.
Ald. Dugan spoke about the protective services training she attended. She said it was a
nicely done event and recommended other alders go if given the opportunity. Ald.
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Dugan also discussed the WHEDA conference she attended. She said right now is a
good time for housing. She said it was a good experience.
Mayor Wiza said the City Staff works with WHEDA on a weekly basis and is glad she
enjoyed the conference.
Sean Piette, 917 Washington Ave, discussed parking on the University Campus. He said
the University oversells parking lot spaces because not everyone is going to be there at
the same time. He said people previously parked in free on street parking. Mr. Piette
said the students who cannot get a spot in the parking lot are raising concerns about
having to pay for parking.
Mayor Wiza said if there is anything the City can do with assistance on the parking issue
to get ahold of him.
5. Presentation by Neighborhood Improvement Coordinator, Mark Kordus on Citywide
Property Maintenance Survey Results.
Mr. Kordus talked about the results from the survey that was available on the City’s
website from April to August. Mr. Kordus said the biggest challenges in the City are:
keeping sidewalks cleared, exterior maintenance and upkeep of properties, and lack
of regulations of rental properties. He said the one response that did not line up with a
City ordinance is parking on a hard surface. Mr. Kordus said that the survey responses
said that crushed granite or gravel is considered as a hard surface. Mr. Kordus said the
City might want to consider restricting the number of recreational vehicles and where
they can be placed. Mr. Kordus said it might be beneficial to have a bulk item drop off
or pick up within the City.
Mayor Wiza said there is a drop off for bulk items on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays
at the City garage. He said City residents can use the drop off but the City does not
allow commercial entities. Mayor Wiza said there may be a disposing fee due to a
charge they received when getting rid of the items. He said the City also has bulk item
tags available for purchase in the Treasurer’s Office.
C/T Ladick said the tags are $10 and are located in the Treasurer’s Office. He said the
bulk item pick up is every Monday if the item is tagged. C/T Ladick reminded everyone
that they do not pick up appliances or electronics. He said people typically use it for
furniture and mattresses.
Mr. Kordus said based off of the survey response may a lot of people thought lot sizes
should be regulated based off of location in the City. He said many people thought
rental properties should be inspected and looked at more on a regular basis.
Mayor Wiza thanked Mr. Kordus for doing the presentation. He said the information and
said it would be available on the City’s website. He said he is going to take the findings
and bring possible ordinance changes to the Council within the next couple of months.
Consideration and Possible Action on the Following:
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6. Consent Agenda:
•
•

•

•

•
•

Minutes of the Common Council meeting of August 21, 2017.
Actions of the Police and Fire Commission meeting of August 2 and the Special Police
and Fire Commission meeting of August 22, 2017.
4. Confirmation of bills.
8. Memorandum of Agreement with North Central Emergency Response Team.
1. Donations to Police Department:
a. Workstation cubicles to be used at relocation site.
b. Donation of $1,500.00 to be used to purchase a bike for bike patrol.
Actions of the Water & Sewerage Commission meeting of September 11, 2017.
2. Approval of department claims.
5. Quotes for the demolition of the Georgia St. Booster Station.
8. Amendment No. 1 to the Engineering Services Agreement with Donohue &
Associates.
Actions of the Airport Commission meeting September 11, 2017.
2. Discussion and possible action on an estoppel agreement with Wood Trust Bank in
reference to a land lease with Compass Properties LLC.
3. Discussion and possible action of department claims.
Actions of the Transportation Commission meeting of September 11, 2017.
2. Approval of the August 2017 financial/claims report.
3. Approval of the purchase of office furniture from EBI.
Statutory Monthly Financial Report of the Comptroller-Treasurer.

Ald. Dugan moved, Ald. Johnson seconded, to approve the consent agenda with all of
its minutes and actions as listed.
Call for the Vote:

Ayes: All.
Nays: None. Motion adopted.

7. Final Resolution – Special assessment for the construction of facilities related to the
collection, pumping and storage of high strength waste from SPB LLC (2617 Water Street)
to the Stevens Point Wastewater Treatment Facility.
Mayor Wiza asked Dir. Lemke if there was anything he wanted to add.
Dir. Lemke replied there was not anything.
Ald. Slowinski moved, Ald. Oberstadt seconded, to approve the Final Resolution.
Ald. Morrow asked who is going to be paying for this.
Dir. Lemke said they focused on getting grant money for this project. He said the water
utility and the Brewery then split final cost down the middle minus the grant money.
Ald. Morrow verified the City would be paying roughly $500,000.
Dir. Lemke confirmed that was correct.
Call for the Vote:

Ayes: Morrow, McComb, Dugan, Kneebone,
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Slowinski, Johnson, Oberstadt, Nebel, Jennings.
Nays: None. Motion adopted.
8. Actions of the Plan Commission meeting of September 5, 2017.

5. Request by the City of Stevens Point Police Department to relocate operations from
1515 Strongs Avenue to 933 Michigan Avenue (Parcel ID 281240833200105), formerly
Mid-State- Technical College.
7. Request from the Redevelopment Authority of the City of Stevens Point to purchase
1105 Second Street formerly Jerry’s Auto Service.

Ald. Kneebone moved, Ald. Jennings seconded, to approve the actions of the Plan
Commission meeting of September 5, 2017.
Call for the Vote:

Ayes: All.
Nays: None. Motion adopted.

9. Resolution – Vacation of Public Right-of-Way – Reserve Street, south of Madison Street.
Renea Dahms, 1296 Ridge Road, Custer, said she was available for any questions.
Ald. Johnson moved, Ald. McComb seconded, to approve the resolution vacating a
public street.
Call for the Vote:

Ayes: Jennings, Nebel, Oberstadt, Johnson, Slowinski,
Kneebone, Dugan, McComb, Morrow.
Nays: None. Motion adopted.

10. Resolution – Conditional Use Permit – Request to convert 1033 Park Street into
apartments.
Ald. McComb moved, Ald. Dugan seconded, to approve the Conditional Use Permit to
convert 1033 Park Street into apartments.
Call for the Vote:

Ayes: Morrow, McComb, Dugan, Kneebone,
Slowinski, Johnson, Oberstadt, Nebel, Jennings.
Nays: None. Motion adopted.

11. Ordinance Amendment – Building Code – Fences, to permit deviations from the
ordinance with recommendation by the Plan Commission and approval from the
Common Council (Section 30.04(3) of the RMC).
Ald. Nebel moved, Ald. Morrow seconded, to approve the Ordinance Amendment of
the building code for fences to permit deviations from the ordinance.
Call for the Vote:

Ayes: Jennings, Nebel, Oberstadt, Johnson, Slowinski,
Kneebone, Dugan, McComb, Morrow.
Nays: None. Motion adopted.
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12. Minutes and actions of the Board of Public Works meeting of September 11, 2017.
1. To accept the Director’s Report and place it on file.

Ald. Morrow moved, Ald. Kneebone seconded, to approve the minutes and actions of
the Board of Public Works meeting of September 11, 2017.
Call for the Vote:

Ayes: All.
Nays: None. Motion adopted.

13. Ordinance Amendment – Traffic and Vehicles – Amendments to Parking Restrictions
around the University and Hospital (Section 9.05 (a),(d),(f),(g),(h),(j) and (ah)of the
RMC).
Ald. Dugan moved, Ald. Johnson seconded, to approve the Ordinance Amendment.
Call for the Vote:

Ayes: Morrow, McComb, Dugan, Kneebone,
Slowinski, Johnson, Oberstadt, Nebel, Jennings.
Nays: None. Motion adopted.

14. Actions of the Special Board of Public Works meeting of September 18, 2017.
1. To award the Sidewalk Continuation Project #17-12.

Mayor Wiza explained the City only received one bid which was about 50% higher than
the anticipated cost. He said the recommendation from staff and approved by the
Board was to reject the bid and rebid the project in the spring.
Ald. Slowinski moved, Ald. Oberstadt seconded, to approve the actions of the Special
Board of Public Works meeting of September 18, 2017.
Call for the Vote:

Ayes: Jennings, Nebel, Oberstadt, Johnson, Slowinski,
Kneebone, Dugan, McComb, Morrow.
Nays: None. Motion adopted.

15. Minutes and actions of the Personnel Committee meeting of September 11, 2017.
1. Request(s) for additional staff – Police Department.
2. Request for out of state travel – 2018.
3. Request to create Bailiff position – Municipal Court.
4. Approval of reclassification request – Assistant Superintendent of Streets.

Ald. Slowinski moved, Ald. Dugan seconded, to approve the minutes and actions of the
Personnel Committee meeting of September 11, 2017.
Call for the Vote:

Ayes: Morrow, McComb, Dugan, Kneebone,
Slowinski, Johnson, Oberstadt, Nebel, Jennings.
Nays: None. Motion adopted.

16. Minutes and actions of the Public Protection Committee meeting of September 11,
2017.
1. License List.
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2. Request to Hold Event/Street Closings.

Rob Konkol, 2708 Stanley St, was available for any questions.
Ald. McComb moved, Ald. Oberstadt seconded, to approve the minutes and actions
of the Public Protection Committee meeting of September 11, 2017.
Call for the Vote:

Ayes: All.
Nays: None. Motion adopted.

17. Ordinance Amendment – Standing Rules – Introduction of Business (Subsection 2.05
of the RMC).
Ald. Jennings moved, Ald. Nebel seconded, to approve Ordinance Amendment for
Standing Rules for the Introduction of Business.
Mayor Wiza said this came through because an Alder wanted clarification of the
ordinance on how to get an item placed on an agenda.
Ald. Jennings wanted to clarify that they did vote on it last month but it had to be revoted on.
Mayor Wiza said the ordinance in last month’s Council packet was different from the
one that was approved by the Public Protection Committee.
Call for the Vote:

Ayes: Jennings, Nebel, Oberstadt, Johnson, Slowinski,
Kneebone, Dugan, McComb, Morrow.
Nays: None. Motion adopted.

18. Minutes and actions taken at the Finance Committee meeting of September 11,
2017.

2. Candlewood proposal for property management services for 5950 Highway 10 East.
3. Purchase of 1105 Second Street (Former Jerry’s Auto Site).
4. Permission to apply for an EPA Community-Wide Brownfield Assessment Grant and
Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for EPA Community-Wide Brownfield Assessment Grant
Application Assistance and Administration.
8. Approval of Claims Paid.

Ald. Johnson moved, Ald. Kneebone seconded, to approve the minutes and actions of
Finance Committee meeting of September 11, 2017.
Call for the Vote:

Ayes: Morrow, McComb, Dugan, Kneebone,
Slowinski, Johnson, Oberstadt, Nebel, Jennings.
Nays: None. Motion adopted.

19. Consideration of Claim-Carol Austreng-Damage to windshield from pea gravel.

10

Mayor Wiza said the recommendation from the insurance company and Finance
Committee was to deny the claim.
Ald. Morrow moved, Ald. Slowinski seconded, to deny the claim from Carol Austreng in
regards to the windshield damage from pea gravel.
Call for the Vote:

Ayes: Jennings, Nebel, Oberstadt, Johnson, Slowinski,
Kneebone, Dugan, McComb, Morrow.
Nays: None. Motion adopted.

20. Ordinance Amendment – Finance – Chapter Recodification and amendment
(Section 4.01 – 4.16 and creation of Section 4.17 of the RMC).
Ald. Johnson moved, Ald. Kneebone seconded, to approve the Ordinance
Amendment of Finance Chapter Recodification and amendment, Section 4.01 through
4.16 and creation of 4.17.
Call for the Vote:

Ayes: Morrow, McComb, Dugan, Kneebone,
Slowinski, Johnson, Oberstadt, Nebel, Jennings.
Nays: None. Motion adopted.

21. Mayoral Appointments:
Smongeski Health Fund
Mayor Wiza said these are reappointments and respectfully asked the Council to
approve the reappointments.
Ald. Oberstadt moved, Ald. McComb seconded, to approve the appointments.
Call for the Vote:

Ayes: All.
Nays: None. Motion adopted.

22. Contract amendment with Boldt Technical Services for architectural/engineering
and project management services for Edgewater Manor.
Dir. Ostrowski said Boldt looked at the building and met with Wisconsin Public Service
and found a lot of electrical issues with the building due to its age. He said the City
expected electrical upgrades; however, they did not expect to replace every
electrical outlet in the building. Dir. Ostrowski said if the City holds onto this building for a
while it would be a good investment. He said he is looking for around $18,000 to keep
the project going with Boldt. Dir. Ostrowski said in the end, the City is looking at around
a half of a million dollars in upgrades.
Ald. Johnson moved, Ald. Oberstadt seconded, to approve the contract amendment.
Ald. Johnson wanted to clarify and let everyone know that the residents at Edgewater
are not in danger of any kind.
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Dir. Ostrowski said it relates to compliance. He said as soon as you make an update to a
portion of a building you then have to be up to code.
Ald. Morrow asked if Edgewater was going to contribute funds to the project.
Dir. Ostrowski said they will be assisting with the cost and have some funds already in
the account. He said the City should not be concerned with if there is going to be
enough money or not.
Mayor Wiza said Candlewood Property Management has done a great job filling the
apartments and keeping them filled.
Ald. Jennings wanted to verify that Boldt was asking for $18,000 to assess the electrical
and then electricians will come in and fix the electrical problems.
Dir. Ostrowski said that was correct and Boldt would be putting out the bids for the
electrical and preparing all of the necessary documents. He said this would begin in
Spring of 2018.
Call for the Vote:

Ayes: Jennings, Nebel, Oberstadt, Johnson, Slowinski,
Kneebone, Dugan, McComb, Morrow.
Nays: None. Motion adopted.

23. Adjournment.
Adjourned at 7:58 p.m.
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CITY OF STEVENS POINT
POLICE AND FIRE COMMISSION
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 5, 2017 – 4:00 P.M.
Stevens Point Fire Department, Station 1
1701 Franklin Street

1.

2.

Roll Call:

Commissioners Carlson, Kirschling, Moore, Ostrowski and Wescott

Also Present:

Police Chief Skibba, Fire Chief Finn, Assistant Chief Baganz, City Attorney
Beveridge, Gene Kemmeter – Portage County Gazette, City Treasurer
Corey Ladick, Alderperson Mary Kneebone, Brandi – Stevens Point City
Times

People to be heard an announcements
None.

3.

Approval of Minutes
Commissioner Carlson moved, seconded by Commissioner Kirschling, to approve the
minutes of the August 2, 2017 and August 22, 2017 meetings.
Ayes, all; nays, none. Motion carried.

4.

Confirmation of Bills
Commissioner Wescott moved, seconded by Commissioner Ostrowski to approve the
confirmation of the August 2017 bills.
Ayes, all; nays, none. Motion carried.

5.

Out of state travel for Assistant Chief Baganz
Chief Baganz is requesting to attend training sponsored by Firehouse Expo in Nashville,
Tennessee October 17 and 18, 2017. This training will feature community risk reduction.
Commissioner Ostrowski moved, seconded by Commission Kirschling, to approve Chief
Baganz attending the out of state training.
Ayes, all; nays, none. Motion carried.

6.

Report on ambulance vehicle maintenance request investigation
Chief Finn reported on August 8th Assistant Chief Joe Gemza received an email from
Emergency Management Director Joe Brandt asking for an investigation and follow-up
report regarding an ambulance that needed repairs after allegedly driving through high
water during a storm on June 12th. Upon investigation Chief Finn found a report prior to
the June 12th storm that an ambulance driver requested maintenance on an ambulance
due to what he thought was a transmission slipping. Even though the ambulance was
awaiting service for the possible transmission issue the ambulance was needed for
service on June 12th because there were 70 emergencies the night of the storm.
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Chief Finn went on to report that the ambulance in question did not respond to any call
through high water. He further stated the request for vehicle maintenance, per contract
with Portage County, was filed with the highway garage. There was nothing in the
ambulance driver’s report about high water so he inquired of the driver if he failed to
mention that. The driver denied going through any high water.
After Chief Finn checked with the repair shop that repaired the vehicle, Finn reported the
shop was informed by a county official that the repair was due to high water damage so
the county could get a FEMA reimbursement for the damage. Chief Finn also reported
that during the investigation he received an email with a photo of an ambulance driving
in water at an underpass.
After the Chief compared the ambulance in the photo to the ambulance with the
alleged water damage, the Chief was able to ascertain they were different
ambulances. He also stated the driver of the ambulance in the photo had filed a report
after the incident saying he started into the water but then backed out when he saw the
depth of the water and stated the ambulance sustained no damage.
Chief Finn expressed his dismay after he conducted the investigation (which was
approximately 40 to 50 hours) and called it a deliberate and direct effort to embarrass
the men and women of the Fire Department. He further stated the photo is in circulation
around the city to damage the reputation of the ambulance service.
At this point the Chief asked the Commission to file a formal complaint with the county
executive that the request for the investigation was a deliberate attempt to embarrass
the men and women of the Fire Department.
7.

Fire Chief’s Report/EMS Report
Chief Finn reported:
• MABAS Conference held at Holiday Inn
• MABAS Family Picnic for 40 participants at Station 2
• Vehicle rescue in McDill Pond
• Train versus semi collision
• Machinery rescue at Donaldson
• Metro Fire calls: 4
• Mutual Aid calls: 2
• Structure fires: 4
• Vehicle fires: 0
• Bush, grass, wildland fires: 0
• Other fires: 0
• Rescue/EMS calls: 47
• False alarm responses: 14
• Hazardous materials responses: 5
• Other responses: 16
• Total fire losses: $325,000.00
• Total property saved: $1,225,000.00
• Total responses: 86
• Training: Pumping Operations with all trucks, Online Driver training and MABAS
conference. Total training hours: 56.50
• Public education: Fire safety for English as a second language students, Hands
only CPR, Evacuation procedures for elderly. No. of students: 134
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•

Fire Inspections: Certificate of occupancy, 1; general fire inspections, 190; reinspections, 36, sprinkler system, 3, tent inspection, 0; total inspections: 233

Commissioner Wescott moved, seconded by Commissioner Kirschling, to accept the Fire
Chief’s Report for August 2017.
Ayes, all; nays, none. Motion carried.
8.

Building Needs Assessment Update
Chief Skibba reported at the August 14th Public Protection Committee meeting the
Committee moved to support the move of the Police Department to 933 Michigan
Avenue. At that meeting City Attorney Beveridge added there is nothing in the
ordinance that vests the Public Protection Committee with authority over this subject
matter and that the relocation could move forward with or without a recommendation
from the Public Protection Committee.
Chief Skibba reported at the August 14th Finance Committee meeting the Committee
approved the funding of the initial phase of relocating the Police Department to 933
Michigan Avenue.
The Chief hopes to relocate patrol and the Investigation Bureau to 933 Michigan Avenue
before the snowfall.

9.

Police Chief’s report
Chief Skibba reported:
August:
Calls for Service:
• 5 weapon involved incidents (2 gun related)
• 73 mental health related incidents (4 emergency detentions)
Events:
• August, Auxiliary assisting at high school and college sporting events
• August 4th – Honor Guard for MABAS Conference
• August 4th – Movie in the Park, Emergency Services night
• August 5th – Aim for the Cure Run, Assisted by Auxiliary
• August 5th – Race for Violet run, Assisted by Auxiliary
• August 5th – Bike for Boys and Girls, Assisted by Auxiliary
• August 5th – Corn on the Curb, Assisted by Auxiliary and Contractual officers
• August 13th – Bolerjack Gospel music on the square
• August 13th – Car Show Pfiffner Park, Assisted by Auxiliary
• August 18th – Wine Walk Downtown, Assisted by Auxiliary
• August 22nd – Pacelli, Crisis Plan training
September:
Events:
• September, Auxiliary assisting High School and College sporting events
• September 4th – Belts Welcome UWSP live band
• September 8 to 10th – Pacelli Panacea, Contractual Officers
• September 9th – Pacelli Color Run, Assisted by Auxiliary
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•
•

September 9 – 10th – Gus Macker basketball, Assisted by Auxiliary
September 16th – Pointoberfest/Blubber Run, Contractual officers and Auxiliary
September 16th = MS Walk, Assisted by Auxiliary
September 22nd – Pacelli Homecoming Parade, Assisted by Auxiliary
September 23rd – Run From the Cops, Assisted by Auxiliary
September 2rd – UWSP Spud Run, Assisted by Auxiliary
September 29th – SPASH homecoming parade, Assisted by Auxiliary
September 30th – SPASH homecoming dance, PSL and Auxiliary
September 30th – St. Paul’s 5K Color Run, Assisted by Auxiliary

Commissioner Moore moved, seconded by Commissioner Carlson, to accept the Police
Chief’s report for August 2017.
Ayes, all; nays, none. Motion carried.
10.

Annual performance evaluations of the Police and Fire Chiefs
The evaluation process for police and fire chiefs is as follows:
Step 1:
Step 2:
Step 3:
Step 4:

11.

Chief Finn and Chief Skibba initiate a self-evaluation.
Chiefs meet with appropriate liaison for self-evaluation.
Bring the self-evaluations to the commission at their December 5th
meeting for finalization.
The liaisons who conduct the evaluations will not participate in the vote.

Update on 2018 capital and operational budgets
Operational budgets are due to the Comptroller by September 1, 2017 (with a 1%
increase).
Capital budgets will be presented to the Finance Committee at the September 11
meeting. The Council will adopt the budget at the October 16 meeting.

12.

Adjourn into closed session (approximately 4:45 p.m.) pursuant to Wisconsin Statute
Section 19.85 (1) (c) [considering employment, promotion, compensation or
performance evaluation data of any public employee of which the governmental body
has jurisdiction or exercises responsibility] and Section 19.85 (1) (e) [deliberating or
negotiating the purchasing of public properties, the investing of public funds, or
conducting other specified public business, whenever competitive or bargaining reasons
require a closed session] for the following:
a.
Draft letter from the City Attorney to the Wisconsin Department of Health Services
regarding Plover’s request for a waiver of DHS rules pertaining to EMS services.
b.
Discussion of a draft Memorandum of Understanding with Ascension Health
regarding EMS medical director services.
c.
Probationary Firefighter Applicant interview
Commissioner Moore moved, seconded by Commissioner Kirschling, to adjourn into
closed session.
Ayes: Carlson, Kirschling, Moore, Ostrowski and Wescott
Nays: None. Motion carried.
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13.

Reconvene into open session for possible action
Commissioner Kirschling moved, seconded by Commissioner Wescott, to reconvene into
open session.
Ayes: Carlson, Kirschling, Moore, Ostrowski and Wescott
Nays: None. Motion carried.
Commissioner Wescott moved, seconded by Commissioner Moore, to extend a
conditional offer of employment to Jarod Miller upon the successful completion of all
hiring protocols and testing, with an approximate start date of September 28, 2017.
Ayes: Carlson, Kirschling, Moore, Ostrowski and Wescott
Nays: None. Motion carried.

14.

Adjournment
The meeting adjourned at 6:05 p.m.
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City of Stevens Point
Board of Water and Sewerage Commissioners
Monday, October 9, 2017
12:00 P.M.

MINUTES
PRESENT:
ALSO PRESENT:

EXCUSED ABSENCE:

Paul Adamski, Carl Rasmussen, Ray Schmidt and Anna Haines
Joel Lemke, Mary Klesmith, Chris Lefebvre, Rob Molski, Eric Southworth
Jason Draheim, Jaime Zdroik, Logan Beveridge-City Attorney, Corey
Ladick-Comptroller/Treasurer and Jodi Dobson with Baker Tilly
Mae Nachman
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Report on water distribution operations.
Report on water supply operations.
Discussion and possible action on well replacement guarantee and associated
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ADMINISTRATION
1.

Approval of minutes of the September 11, 2017 meeting.
Motion made by Ray Schmidt, seconded by Anna Haines to approve the
minutes of the September 11, 2017 Water & Sewerage Commission meeting.
Ayes all. Nays none. Motion carried.

II.

ACCOUNTING

2.

Discussion and possible action on approval of department claims.
WATER DEPARTMENT
Paul Adamski presented the statement of claims for the Water Utility for
September. The balance as of September 1, 2017 was $5,101,386.38; the
bank deposits recorded in September, 2017 were $1,326,200.62. Checks
issued September 2017 numbered 51499 through 51583 were in the
amount of $534,258.67. The net balance on hand September 30, 2017 was
$5,893,328.33.
WASTEWATER DEPARTMENT
Paul Adamski also presented the statement of claims for the Sewage
Treatment Utility for September. The balance as of September 1, 2017 was
$7,085,439.40; the bank deposits recorded in September 2017 were
$271,472.59. Checks issued September 2017 numbered 32633 through
32701 were in the amount of $428,949.34. The net balance on hand
September 30, 2017 was $6,927,962.65.
STORMWATER DEPARTMENT
Paul Adamski also presented the statement of claims for the Stormwater
Utility for September.
The balance as of September 1, 2017 was
$1,762,150.65. The bank deposits recorded in September 2017 were
$75,194.92. Checks issued September 2017 numbered 1972 through 1991
were in the amount of $61,130.06. The net balance on hand September
30, 2017 was $1,776,215.51.
Motion made by Carl Rasmussen seconded by Anna Haines to approve
the department claims for September 2017 as audited and read.
Ayes all. Nays none. Motion carried.
2
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3.

Discussion and possible action on a Draft Water Rate Study by Baker Tilly.
Jodi Dobson of Baker Tilly presented the Draft Water Rate Study to the
Commission.
Jodi explained that there was almost six million dollars invested in our
infrastructure system over a 6 year period this is the big driving factor in looking
at increasing water rates in order to recover those costs.
The rates in 2012 were designed to recover 4.364 million and only 4.2 million in
revenues right now, the rates have not changed since 2012 and the usage of
our customers has decreased, therefore, less revenue today at the same rates.
Customers are using less water.
Depreciation expense and PILOT both increased with the increase in capital.
Jodi also explained the alternatives for the Commission to consider. The 2012
rates were designed to earn a 2.75% rate of return. She explained the current
PSC benchmark is a 5% rate of return, based on municipal borrowing rate and
adding 2%. This can fluctuate with interest rates.
The Commission was provided information on how the rate of return chosen
starting at 2.75% on up to 5% would impact the rate payers and the forecasted
net cash flow that would be generated at those rates. At a 5% rate of return the
rate increase would be 26% and a $13 increase per quarter for average
residential customer. At a 4% rate of return the rate increase would be 20% and
a $10 increase per quarter; 3% rate of return, rate increase would be 13% and a
$7 increase per quarter, and a 2.75% rate of return would be a 12% rate increase
and a $6 increase per quarter for the average residential customer.
Jodi explained that Baker Tilly needs direction from the Commission as to what
rate of return they want to file the application for through the Public Service
Commission. Jodi explained the application process through the PSC, stating the
the PSC reviews the entire rate study report to make their decision as to what
rate increase they will approve.
Paul explained to the other Commission that in 2012 rate study we decided to
go with the lower rate of return and cash flows have been fine.
Anna asked how long the rates are in place. Jodi explained that after rates are
in effect for 1 year you can go back to the PSC and filed what is called a
simplified rate increase which is approximately 3%; these small adjustments
could be done in the interim between rate cases.
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Joel explained earlier in the year we talked about a simplified rate increase but
as data was received we knew we’d need more than the 3% and at that time
we decided to hold off.
Ray stated he reviewed the rate comparisons of the other surrounding utilities
provided by Baker Tilly and even though those utilities compare well to Stevens
Point in size, he’d still like to be provided how our rates compare with Plover. Joel
stated we are close to Plover, meter fees are less by volume charges are higher
the last time he looked at Plover rates.
Paul recommends asking the PSC for a 2.75% rate of return.
Ray asked Joel if he felt we can do a good job running the utility at the 2.75%
rate of return. Joel explained that he is okay with it as long as they are open to
filing a simplified rate increase when needed. Joel stated the City is getting into
more Capital intensive, total reconstructs projects and we typically pay for the
those utilities out of cash balance. Joel recommends 3% rate of return because
it would only affect the average residential customer an additional $1 more per
quarter and the percent rate increase by 1 percent from 12% to 13%.
Motion made by Ray Schmidt, seconded by Anna Haines to recommend
applying for a 3% rate of return with the Public Service Commission.
Ayes all. Nays none. Motion carried.
4.

Discussion and possible action on a report on forecasted revenue requirements
for Wastewater by Baker Tilly.
Jodi explained that with the Wastewater utility we do not look at the rate of
return we look at the cash flow needs. Sewer rates do not go through the PSC.
Total revenue required for 2018 is just over 4.4 million which includes operating
and maintenance expenses, DNR equipment replacement fund, other
replacement fund, routine collection system additions and debt service.
The last sewer rate increase was in 2010. Sewer rates are required to be
reviewed every 2 years and they were but no adjustments were made since
2010.
Baker Tilly stated a 2% increase in revenue is needed.
Jodi explained the two options for the rate increase which are a distributed
structure, flat increase of 2% of all current rates or only a 2% increase in volume
charges.
Joel and Chris discussed the impacts on different users residential, industrial etc.
They prefer flat increase of 2% across the board.
4
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Ray asked if there was a downside to just going with the 2% increase in volume
charges? Joel said there is not a huge downside to this. Jodi explained by going
with this option you allow more variability in revenue base especially if there is
less usage. Jodi explained that by going with the 2% flat increase the revenue
base would be more stable.
Motion made by Carl Rasmussen, seconded by Anna Haines to approve a 2%
flat increase across the board to the sewer rates.
Ayes all. Nays none. Motion carried.

III.

WATER OPERATIONS

5.

Report on water distribution operations.
Eric stated Prentice Street project is complete. The overpass on Hoover is almost
complete.
Eric stated we have to test for lead and copper every 3 years as required by the
DNR and we did that this year and we were well within compliance with only
one high result.
The water operations report was distributed and reviewed for the month of
September.

6.

Report on water supply operations.
Eric stated pumpage is up approximately 5 million gallons from last September.
Our pumpage in September was 157,626,000 gallons, an increase of 6,388,000
gallons of water from September 2016.

7.

Discussion and possible action on well replacement guarantee and associated
workplan – Town of Hull Well 11 matter.
Joel stated we completed the settlements with the individual well owners awhile
back but this would be with the City and the Town of Hull.
Logan Beveridge, City Attorney, explained the Settlement Agreement and the
Well Replacement Guarantee to the Commission. Logan stated the Town of Hull
was looking into to filing a nuisance claim that could have made us shut down
the well and we didn’t want that. Instead that lead to this, which is the
framework for evaluating any future potential claims by individuals.
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The Settlement Agreement’s essential purpose is to resolve dispute without
further litigation. It stated the City shall adopt and implement the Well
Replacement Guarantee and address claims for well impacts for which notice is
provided after the date of execution of agreement. The Well Replacement
Guarantee is essential term of agreement and is a binding and enforceable
commitment by the City to the Town and the owners of wells within the Town.
The Conditional Waiver of Claims by the Town states the Town waives any and
all claims that it may have again the City relating to the loss of or damage to
private or public wells due to the operation of Well 11. The cost reimbursement
to the Town of Hull stated the City shall pay the Town $47,000.00 as
reimbursement of costs incurred by the Town for technical investigation and
analysis of the impacts of Well 11 on wells in the Town. Logan felt this number is
reasonable and actually somewhat modest.
Well Replacement Guarantee - the purpose is to have a system to sort out the
reasonable claims verses the unreasonable claims. Part A consists of the claim
area; the well must be located within the Well Compensation Area. Part B is well
inspection. Logan explained the map/claim areas. Any well owner invoking this
guarantee must have the impacted well inspected by a licensed plumber or
well driller prior to or in conjunction with the well replacement that would
determine type of well (drilled or sand point), age of well and pump, depth of
well relative to surrounding ground elevation and the static water level, depth of
pump intake, depth of screen, and estimated well capacity. Part C is ineligible
wells are wells replaced prior to the date that Well 11 went online in May 2012,
wells within a submergence of less than 10 feet below static water level which
coincides with the DNR requirements, wells used exclusively for non-potable
water purposes, such as irrigation, non-residential high-capacity wells, well for
which a claim was filed with the City prior to the adoption of this Guarantee,
and wells that fail to satisfy the eligibility criteria in Appendix A.
Appendix A sorts out the different reasons for causation for example regional
trends, impact of different well in the area (agricultural wells) etc. Monitoring
wells were installed to help monitor water level changes. Logan explained the
monitoring well map and graphs included.
Joel explained that Appendix A #3 states that if the average pumping at Well
11 has remained relatively constant, no future well claims can be attributed to
pumping at Well 11. “Relatively constant” means increases in pumping that are
not more than 20% for any month and 10% for any quarter over 2.88 million
gallons per day. Joel stated we have adequate pumping and sees no need to
increase this; it has stayed consistent for 5.5 years.
Ray questioned why monitoring wells 17 and 20 are not shown on the maps.
Paul stated there has been a lot of time and effort put into this and
recommends approval.
6
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Motion made by Ray Schmidt, seconded by Carl Rasmussen to approve the
Well Replacement Guarantee and associated workplan with the changes to
details corrected in regards to monitoring wells 17 and 20 being shown on map.
Ayes all. Nays none. Motion carried.
8.

Discussion and possible action on the purchase of a new tractor backhoe.
Joel explained this would’ve been put on Capital for 2018 either way so he
thought why put money into it now fore repairs.
Joel recommends the Commission approve the purchase of a new tractor
backhoe for an amount not to exceed $110,300. Joel explained that because
the quotes for the Case and the Caterpillar were so close he would like the
crews to operate both to see which one would be best for the operation.
Motion made by Carl Rasmussen, seconded by Anna Haines for an amount not
to exceed $110,300.00 on the purchase of a new tractor backhoe.
Ayes all. Nays none. Motion carried.

IV.

SEWAGE TREATMENT OPERATIONS

9.

Report on Collection System Maintenance.
Rob stated the crew worked on jetting more this September than last and
everything is going well.
The sewer report for the month of September was reviewed by the Commission.

10.

Report on sewage treatment operations.
Chris stated the plant met all permit requirements for September. The piping and
pump portion of the West side lift station rehab was completed a couple of
weeks ago. The controls portion of the rehab will be done once WPS changes
over power service. Both crews replaced the Ridge Road lift station and did
great. The PLC and scada upgrades are being planned for next week. The
biogas generator is scheduled to be worked on as soon as parts arrived.
B.O.D. (4 average ppm), Phosphorus (.378 average ppm) and Suspended Solid
(4.96 average ppm) limits were met for the month of September 2017.

7
24

V.

STORMWATER OPERATIONS

11.

Report on Stormwater operations.
Rob said everything is going well. They replaced 110’ of sanitary sewer on West
Zinda.
The stormwater operations report was reviewed by the commission.

12.

Discussion on the formation of a Community Area Network (CAN).
Joel explained that back in 2009 the City installed 6 miles of conduit and fiber to
connect buildings we all work in to have the ability to share resources for
example; internet service, phone, IT support, servers, backup etc.
In the years that follow, the idea of Community Area Network has came up
across the State where the infrastructure can be used by other organizations, for
example hospitals, educational facilities, non-proft/Red cross etc. There is a
private sector component to this too. City tried creating a CAN back in 2010.
The City owns the infrastructure and we already working with Wisconsin
Independent Networks, Portage County, Amherst telephone, and the library
system, so we are looking for a way to further document this and make it official
and let this asset we have act like a utility and at first make it available for those
that are eligible for WISNET services.
There’s a potential we will bring ordinances forward that transfer those assets to
the Sewer or Stormwater Utilities and we would then bill a recurring monthly fee.

VI.

DIRECTOR’S REPORT

13.

Verbal Report.
Joel stated he will have scope on 5th and Grant issues to talk about resolutions
for the flooding issues.
Joel also stated they will be working on Stormwater ordinances so they are
comparable to the County’s storm ordinance.

The next Water & Sewerage Commission meeting will be on Monday,
November 13, 2017 at noon.
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VII.

ADJOURNMENT
Motion made by Ray Schmidt to adjourn the meeting.
Ayes all. Nays none. Motion carried.
MEETING ADJOURNED
1:14 pm
BOARD OF WATER AND SEWERAGE COMMISSIONERS

CARL RASMUSSEN, SECRETARY
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City of Stevens Point
Airport Commission

Monday, October 9, 2017
12:30 P.M.

MINUTES
PRESENT:
ALSO PRESENT:
EXCUSED ABSENCE:

Paul Adamski, Carl Rasmussen, Anna Haines and Ray Schmidt.
Joel Lemke, Jason Draheim, Rob Molski, Mary Klesmith, Chris Lefebvre, Eric
Southworth, and Jaime Zdroik
Mae Nachman
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I.

ADMINISTRATION

1.

Approval of minutes of the September 11, 2017 meeting.
Motion made by Ray Schmidt, seconded by Anna Haines to approve the
minutes of the September 11, 2017 Airport Commission meeting.
Ayes all. Nays none. Motion carried.

II.

ACCOUNTING

2.

Discussion and possible action on approval of department claims.
AIRPORT
Paul Adamski presented the statement of claims for the Airport for September.
The balance as of September 1, 2017 was $227,938.28. The bank deposits
recorded in September 2017 were $73,491.84. Checks issued in September 2017
numbered 1716 through 1724 were in the amount of $59,320.60. The net
balance on hand September 30, 2017 was $242,109.52.
Motion made by Carl Rasmussen, seconded by Ray Schmidt to approve the
department claims for the month of September 2017 as audited and read.
Ayes all. Nays none. Motion carried.

III.

AIRPORT MANAGERS REPORT

3.

Update on current planning/design efforts.
Jason and Joel got together with the regional project manager with the Bureau
of Aeronautics to discuss future projects that will be funded both locally and
with block grants. Some of the projects include runway reconstruction, and
hangar pavement reconstruction. This would also include City owned hangar
development and operational/hangar space for Ascension.
The other projects would be to develop the airport frontage on Highway 66 for a
service industry development conducive with Airport usage and concurrent with
other usages around the area for example restaurants, car rentals, and park
and rides etc.
Joel explained they will get lease obligation from Spirit before they put out RFP’s
to architects for total costs of construction and costs of services.
2
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Paul suggested getting a signed contract from Spirit before they work the
development of the Highway 66 frontage.
4.

Written report provided.
The monthly report for September was reviewed by the Commission.

5.

Verbal report.
The new POS terminals were successfully installed. Positive feedback was
received from pilots and visitors regarding the new system. Jason thanked the
Commissioners for their support.

The next Airport Commission meeting will be on Monday, November 13,
2017 immediately following the Board of Water & Sewerage Commission
meeting.
IV.

ADJOURNMENT
Motion made by Ray Schmidt to adjourn the meeting.
Ayes all. Nays none. Motion carried.
MEETING ADJOURNED
1:22pm
AIRPORT COMMISSION

CARL RASMUSSEN, SECRETARY
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MEETING MINUTES
BOARD OF PARK COMMISSIONERS
Wednesday, October 4, 2017

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Roll Call
Approval of the July 5, 2017 Minutes
Draft Comprehensive Outdoor Park Plan (Discussion only)
Director’s report
Adjournment

1.

Roll Call

Present:

Freckmann, Glodosky, Hall, Kirsch, Ald. McComb, McDonald, Ald. Oberstadt, Okonek,
Sorenson, Smith
Excused:
Ald. Slowinski
Also Present: Director Tom Schrader, Kate Gullickson, Scott Halvorsen, Hannah Schlig, Jillion Jenkins,
Goen Jungs
2.

Approval of the July 5, 2017 Minutes

Motion by Hall, seconded by Glodosky, to approve the July 5, 2017 minutes and place them on file.
Ayes all; Nays none; Motion carried.
3.

Draft Comprehensive Outdoor Park Plan (Discussion only)

Director Schrader stated that the goal tonight was to get through the first seven sections of the plan. That a lot
of these sections were taken from the city’s comprehensive plan that SEH is preparing for the city. They are more
boiler plate information about the city in general. Section 2 talks about the planning process the commission
used to gather data to help prepare the plan. It broke down things going well, improvement areas, capital
needs, operations and maintenance, threats, opportunities, along with developing a pie chart showing SWOT
(strengths, weakness, opportunities, threats).
Freckman stated that the information about the city’s topography was wrong. That the glaciers didn’t inhabit
the area millions of years ago. And that Scheemckle was misspelled throughout the document.
McDonald noted that the age distribution of the city showed that 26% of the population is 55 and over. Meaning
that is why we are seeing a big demand for more trails and other passive recreation opportunities.
McDonald and Freckmann were both concerned to the need for future green space especially along the
riverfront. Both were hoping that in the future the Council would do a better job in following the adopted riverfront
plan.
Several commissioners questioned the employment breakdown table, especially as it relates to the insurance
totals.
The commission made the following changes to the draft in Section 5.2
• Add lighted ball diamonds, remove playground equipment and remove upgrade playground equipment
from 5.2.4
• Add lighted ball diamonds to 5.2.7
• Add lighted ball diamonds and upgrade beach to 5.2.10
• Add upgrade playground equipment to 5.2.11
• Change to lighted volleyball court and add lighted batting cages to 5.2.12
30

•
•
•
•
•

Remove upgrade playground equipment to 5.2.14
Remove playground equipment and upgrade playground equipment to 5.2.15
Remove upgrade playground equipment to 5.2.19
Remove 5.2.32 and 5.2.33
Move Sculpture Park from 5.6 Institutional Lands to Sections 8 & 9

Schrader stated that in Section 6 he would like to follow up on the standards SEH was using as it relates to
developed parks lands vs. undeveloped parks land.
The commission agreed to stop after Section 7 and continue the discussion at their November meeting.
4.

Director’s report
•
•
•
•
•
•

5.

He introduced Kate Gullickson the new Facilities Supervisor who started Monday. Bob Gregorich’s
last day will be January 2.
The parks summer season will close Oct 15. We will once again keep the restrooms open at KASH,
Bukolt boat launch, Iverson as long as the weather permits.
Sculpture Park Committee has four new sculptures being worked on with an opening date
scheduled for Oct 21 at 5:00 p.m. More information will be mailed to the Commissioners.
New don’t feed the waterfowl signs came in and are being installed.
2018 Capital improvement requests have been reviewed by the staff and Council, with the
Council making their final review Monday night.
Forestry monthly report and storm damage reports were distributed.

Adjournment

Motion by Hall, seconded by Ald. Oberstadt, to adjourn the meeting at 6:00 p.m.
Ayes all; Nays none; Motion carried.
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CITY OF STEVENS POINT
SPECIAL BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS MEETING
Monday, September 18, 2017
Council Chambers at County/City Building
1516 Church Street
Stevens Point, WI 54481

SPECIAL MEETING MINUTES
PRESENT: Chairperson Mayor Mike Wiza, Director of Public Works Scott Beduhn,
Comptroller/Treasurer (C/T) Corey Ladick and Tricia Church; Alderpersons: Tori Jennings(1st), Heidi
Oberstadt(4th), Jeremy Slowinski(6th) and Mary Kneebone(7th)
EXCUSED: Shaun Morrow(11th).
ALSO PRESENT:
DIRECTORS: Tom Schrader – Parks and Recreation and Michael Ostrowski – Inspection and
Development.
OTHER CITY STAFF MEMBERS: Marissa Loew – City Clerk’s Office and Kelley Pazdernik –
Administrative Assistant.
ALDERPERSONS: Meleesa Johnson(5th), Cathy Dugan(8th), Mary McComb(9th) and Mike
Phillips(10th).
Mayor Mike Wiza called the Special Board of Public Works meeting to order at 6:45 p.m. The
meeting was held on Monday, April 17, 2017 in the Council Chambers at the County/City Building
located at 1516 Church Street in Stevens Point.
1. Consideration and possible action to award the Sidewalk Continuation Project #17-12.
Mayor Wiza explained that there was only one bidder and that bid came in significantly higher
than what we budgeted. He stated that the recommendation on this project is to reject the bid
and rebid this project in the spring.
Director Beduhn added that a couple other contractors were called and we received the same
answers. They said at this time of year they had enough work to do so they did not feel in was
conducive for them to put a bid in.
Alderperson Slowinski moved to reject the bid and reopen it up for bids in the spring; seconded by
Alderperson Oberstadt.
Ayes all; nays none; motion carried.
2. ADJOURNMENT: Mayor Mike Wiza adjourned the September 18, 2017 Special Board of Public
Works Meeting at 6:51 p.m.
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COMPTROLLER-TREASURER REPORT
for the period ending August 31, 2017

Bal Aug 1, 2017

GENERAL OPERATING CASH

WATER & SEWER (CASH & INVEST)
( includes airport, transit , stormwater)

INVESTMENTS

Receipts

Bal Aug 31, 2017

$2,926,545.84

$9,444,117.36

$10,485,298.09

$1,885,365.11

$14,710,146.74

$1,137,187.11

$962,698.36

$14,884,635.49

Bal Aug 1, 2017

GENERAL

Disbursements

TRANSFER IN

TRANSFER OUT

Bal Aug 31, 2017

$33,484,324.11

$0.00

$6,844,283.26

$26,640,040.85

$648,235.90

$0.00

$0.00

$648,235.90

$16,078.12

$0.00

$0.00

$16,078.12

$8,698,831.79

$0.00

$1,355,000.00

$7,343,831.79

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

$0.00

TRUST

$2,543,067.48

$0.00

$0.00

$2,543,067.48

TOTALS

$45,390,537.40

$0.00

$8,199,283.26

$37,191,254.14

SPECIAL REVENUE
DEBT SERVICE
CAPITAL PROJECTS
ENTERPRISE

EXPENDITURES:

GENERAL GOVT
POLICE
FIRE
PUBLIC WORKS
PARK & REC
CAPITAL PROJECTS
DEBT SERVICE
YTD TARGET

BUDGET

$3,513,253.00
$5,220,890.00
$5,107,728.00
$5,743,655.00
$1,791,471.00
$753,465.00
$6,874,283.00

YTD

$2,147,813.56
$3,442,028.62
$3,289,031.71
$3,185,028.46
$1,141,154.04
$382,112.93
$6,448,289.33

%

REVENUES

61.13%
65.93%
64.39%
55.45%
63.70%
50.71%
93.80%

GENERAL

BUDGET

$22,750,462.00

YTD

$17,224,461.40

%

75.71%

66.66%
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September 21, 2017

Mike Wiza, Mayor
Stevens Point City Hall
1515 Strongs Avenue
Stevens Point, WI 54481
Dear Mayor Wiza,
I am writing regarding the parking agreement between the City of Stevens Point and
Ministry Health Care permitting the use of parking spaces at 933 Michigan Avenue in
Stevens Point. Per the Temporary Parking Access Agreement; under Section IV - Item
B, we are requesting an extension for parking lot use beyond the October 2017 current
expiration date. We have been notified of the available parking space during seasonal
use of the pool and are very appreciative of the City's willingness to continue with
parking as proposed.
The remaining phase of our ASD/ED project has been extended and we anticipate
another project to begin in January to last through October of2018. We respectfully
request an extension until November 2018 knowing that Section IV, Item C. will still
apply for earlier termination if the City has other needs for the parking lot.
We appreciate the work and collaboration we have received from the City of Stevens
Point during our ongoing construction projects.
Sincerely,

Cherrie Marti
Chief Operating Officer
Ministry Saint Michael's Hospital
Cc: JohnMoe
Tom Schrader

900 Illinois Avenue
Stevens Point, WI 54481
715-346-5000
ascension.org/wisconsin
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SHEET NO.

SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT
This Settlement Agreement (“Agreement”) is entered into by and between the
City of Stevens Point, Wisconsin (“City”) and the Town of Hull, Portage County,
Wisconsin (“Town”). The City and Town are identified herein individually as a “Party”
and collectively as the “Parties.”
1.

Purpose. The purpose of this Agreement is to resolve the claims between the
City and the Town regarding allegations that City Well No. 11 (“Well 11”) has
impacted residential wells in the Town of Hull without further litigation. The
Parties agree that this dispute resolution process set forth herein and in
incorporated documents represents a fair and reasonable alternative for resolving
such claims.

2.

Well Replacement Guarantee. The City shall adopt and implement the Well
Replacement Guarantee attached hereto as Exhibit A, to address claims for well
impacts for which notice is first provided after the date of execution of this
Agreement. The Well Replacement Guarantee is an essential term of this
Agreement, and is a binding and enforceable commitment by the City to the Town
and the owners of wells within the Town.

3.

Conditional Waiver of Claims by Town. In exchange for the implementation of
the Well Replacement Guarantee and conditioned upon its full and complete
implementation, the Town waives any and all claims that it may have against the
City relating to loss of or damage to private or public wells due to the operation of
Well 11.

4.

Cost Reimbursement to Town. The City shall pay to the Town within thirty
(30) days of execution of this agreement by the Parties, the amount of FortySeven Thousand and 00/100 Dollars ($47,000.00), as reimbursement of costs
incurred by the Town for technical investigation and analysis of the impacts of
Well 11 on wells in the Town.

5.

No Admission. The City is entering into this Agreement for settlement purposes
only. Nothing in this Agreement shall be an admission by the City with respect to
any asserted claim; nor shall it be considered a waiver of any defense.

6.

Interpretation Clause. In the event the Well Replacement Guarantee is invoked
by the Town or the owner of a well in the Town, the City shall initially interpret
the Well Replacement Guarantee and its applicability, determine whether the
Well Replacement Guarantee applies, and determine whether any claims will be
paid as a result of the Well Replacement Guarantee. Notwithstanding Paragraph
7 of the Well Replacement Guarantee, in the event of enforcement under
Paragraph 7 herein, the City’s interpretation of the Well Replacement Guarantee,
its applicability, and its decision shall not be entitled to greater weight than those
of the Town or any other party invoking the Well Replacement Guarantee.
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7.

Enforcement of Agreement. This Agreement may be enforced by either Party to
this Agreement or by any well owner invoking the Well Replacement Guarantee
in the Circuit Court for Portage County, Wisconsin. Prior to the filing of any
lawsuit to enforce this Agreement, the party asserting a claim shall provide
written notice of the same to the other party(ies), and the parties shall endeavor to
resolve the dispute prior to initiation of litigation.

8.

Entire Agreement. The Parties acknowledge that this Agreement sets forth the
entire understanding of the Parties with respect to the subject matter of this
Agreement.

9.

Contacts. For the purposes of providing any notice required or authorized by this
Agreement, notice shall be provided to the following individuals, whose identity
may be amended by the that Party in writing at any time:
For the City:
Joel Lemke, Director
City of Stevens Point
Department of Public Utilities and Transportation
P.O. Box 243
Stevens Point, WI 54481
jlemke@stevenspoint.com
Phone: 715-345-5260
For the Town:
John Holdridge, Town Chairperson
Town of Hull, Portage County
4550 Wojcik Memorial Dr.
Stevens Point, WI 54482
jrw@tn.hull.wi.gov
Phone: 715-344-8280

WHEREFORE, this Agreement is duly executed by the Parties on the dates set
forth below.
Dated: ____________________

Dated: __________________

City of Stevens Point

Town of Hull, Portage County

___________________________
Mike Wiza, Mayor

___________________________
John Holdridge, Town Chair
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Dated: ____________________

Dated: ___________________

__________________________
John Moe, City Clerk

____________________________
Janet Wolle, Town Clerk

Approved as to Form:
Stafford Rosenbaum, LLP

Axley Brynelson, LLP

__________________________
Paul G. Kent
Attorneys for City of Stevens Point

___________________________
Carl A. Sinderbrand
Attorneys for Town of Hull, Portage County

3

39

WELL REPLACEMENT GUARANTEE
City of Stevens Point, Wisconsin

1.

Purpose. On or about May 2012, the City of Stevens Point (“City”) began
operating new Well No. 11 (“Well 11”) in the sand and gravel aquifer in the
northeast part of the City. Claims have been asserted that Well 11 is impacting
the ability of residential wells in the Town of Hull (“Town”) to produce water.
This Well Replacement Guarantee (“Guarantee”) is available for qualifying
participants to be compensated for loss of potable water supply in accordance
with the terms set forth herein.

2.

Qualification for Participation. The City will use the following factors to
determine which wells qualify for participation under this Guarantee.
A.

Claim Area. The well must be located within the Well Compensation
Area identified in Appendix A, attached hereto.

B.

Well Inspection. Any well owner invoking this Guarantee must have the
impacted well inspected by a licensed plumber or well driller prior to or in
conjunction with well replacement, to determine all of the following:

C.

i.

Type of well (drilled or sand point);

ii.

Age of the well and pump, if known;

iii.

Depth of the well relative to surrounding ground elevation and the
static water level;

iv.

Depth of pump intake, if applicable;

v.

Depth of screen, if applicable;

vi.

Estimated well capacity; and

vii.

Any identifiable well defects.

Ineligible Wells. The following wells are ineligible:
i.

Wells that were replaced prior to the date that Well 11 went online
in May 2012 for the costs incurred at the time of replacement prior
to that date, or the City has documentation indicating that the well
had experienced failure or inadequate production of water prior
that date.
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3.

ii.

Wells with a submergence of less than 10 feet below static water
level at the time of installation.

iii.

Wells used exclusively for non-potable water purposes, such as
irrigation.

iv.

Non-residential high-capacity wells.

v.

Wells for which a claim was filed with the City prior to the
adoption of this Guarantee.

vi.

Wells that fail to satisfy the eligibility criteria in the attached
Appendix A.

Compensable Claims and Claim Process
A.

Notification to the City. If a well owner has experienced a loss of all or
most of its water supply for a period of at least five consecutive days and
elects to invoke this Guarantee, he or she shall provide written or
electronic notification to the City at the contact listed below in paragraph
5, and provide the City or its authorized representative with an opportunity
to inspect the well to determine whether the lack of water is attributable to
a drop in water level or a mechanical problem associated with the well or
pump. The City shall have three working days following the notice to
undertake such an inspection. Alternatively, the City shall accept a
statement from a licensed plumber or well driller that it has undertaken
such an inspection and made this determination.

B.

Determination of Eligibility. The City shall have five days from the date
of the inspection or statement of plumber or driller in paragraph 3.A to
issue a written determination of whether the well is eligible for
compensation and state the compensation rate based on the provisions in
paragraph 4. A determination of eligibility will be based on the following
factors:
i.

Whether the well qualifies for participation under paragraph 2 and
has provided notification under paragraph 3.A.

ii.

Whether the loss of water is attributable to a drop in water level,
rather than a failure of the well or pump, based on the inspection in
paragraph 3.A.

iii.

Whether the loss of water meets the eligibility criteria in
accordance with the methodology in Appendix A.
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C.

4.

Interim Water Supply. In the event the City determines under paragraph
3.B that the well owner is eligible for compensation, the City will cover
the cost of bottled water from the time of the notification to the time a
permanent replacement water supply is provided.

Compensation for Qualifying Wells.
A.

Replacement of a Sand Point Well with a Sand Point Well. If a sand
point well is replaced with a new sand point well, the City shall not be
required to pay the cost thereof; provided that the City may agree to pay
the cost of replacement of a sand point well with a sand point well, based
on 100% of the cost of well and pump replacement, up to $5,000 in 2016
dollars, adjusted for inflation based on the Consumer Price Index.

B.

Replacement of a Drilled Well. If the replaced well was a drilled well
that was drilled by a licensed well driller or is demonstrated to have been
drilled in accordance with regulations in effect at the time of drilling,
compensation shall be 100% of the amount required to install a new
drilled well in compliance with all applicable laws, not to exceed the
average cost of a drilled well of comparable depth in the vicinity of the
Town of Hull. The City shall calculate the average cost no less than once
every three years.

C.
Replacement of a Sand Point Well with a Drilled Well. If a sand point
well is replaced by a drilled well, and it meets the eligibility requirements
in Appendix A, then the compensation shall be 80% of the cost of the
average drilled well as determined in Paragraph 4.B.
E.

5.

Other Costs. In all cases, any costs that may be incurred in order to bring
non-compliant wells up to current well code other than the replacement of
the well and well pump will be the responsibility of the well ownerl.
Except as provided in Paragraph 3.C, in no case shall the City be
responsible for incidental or consequential damages, or any other claims,
causes of action or damages associated with the loss of water at the
residential well.

Contacts. For the purposes of seeking compensation under this Guarantee,
and/or submitting the information required by this Guarantee, the contact at the
City of Stevens Point Water Utility shall be:
Joel Lemke, Director
City of Stevens Point
Department of Public Utilities and Transportation
P.O. Box 243
Stevens Point, WI 54481
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jlemke@stevenspoint.com
Phone: 715-345-5260
6.

No Admission. This Guarantee represents City policy designed to address
potential claims from Town of Hull well owners experiencing loss of water
allegedly attributable to Well 11 and avoid protracted litigation. Nothing in this
Guarantee is an admission by the City with respect to any asserted claim; nor shall
it be considered a waiver of any defense to any such claim.

7.

Interpretation. The City specifically reserves the right to initially interpret this
Guarantee and the documentation submitted, to determine whether the Guarantee
applies, to determine whether any claims will be paid as a result of the Guarantee.

8.

Well Owners’ Alternative Remedies. The City recognizes and acknowledges
that it cannot require a well owner to invoke this process as a pre-condition or
requirement for the well owner to assert claims for compensation against the City.
However, the City may require that, as a condition of invoking this process, such
well owner shall waive any rights that it may have to assert the same claim
through an alternative process, including litigation.

Dated: __________________
City of Stevens Point

________________________
Mike Wiza, Mayor

Dated: __________________

_________________________
John Moe, City Clerk
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APPENDIX A

Method to Evaluate Water Level Data for Applicability of the Well Replacement Guarantee
between the City of Stevens Point, Wisconsin and the Town of Hull Well, Wisconsin
1. This method assumes that, as of the date of this document, the pumping rate at Well 11 has
been relatively constant for a period of time long enough for the aquifer to have come to a
new equilibrium condition in which the impact of current pumping at Well 11 has stabilized.
Under these conditions, Well 11 would only cause changes in water levels in the aquifer if the
pumping rate were significantly changed in the future. This assumption will be evaluated for
consistency with available data when this method is used to evaluate impacts of Well 11.
2. This method is intended to detect changes in water level in the aquifer caused by future
changes in the pumping rate of Well 11, not to document the level of impact from current
pumping.
3. If the average pumping rate at Well 11 has remained relatively constant, no future well claims
can be attributed to pumping at Well 11. For purposes of this methodology, the term
“relatively constant” means increases in pumping that are not more than 20% for any month
and 10% for any quarter over 2.88 million gallons per day.
4. The City shall provide a copy of the monthly pumping records from Well 11 to the Town
concurrently with presentation to the Board of Water and Sewer Commissioners.
5. Four additional monitoring wells will be installed that, in combination with existing
monitoring wells, form two perpendicular linear arrays of monitoring wells radiating away
from Well 11. Figure 1 illustrates the general layout of monitoring wells that will provide
water level measurements at various distances from Well 11 along, and perpendicular to, the
approximate axis of the bedrock valley believed to be present in the aquifer around Well 11.
6. The new monitoring wells shall be standard groundwater monitoring wells constructed
according to Wisconsin Administrative Code Ch. NR 140. Water-level data loggers will be
installed in the wells along the two linear arrays of the monitoring well network and in two
more distant wells to serve as background monitoring wells. These additional background
wells will include existing MW1 and either MW17 or MW20.
7. Additional monitoring points may be established by a written agreement of the parties to
supplement the monitoring well network.
8. The water level data from the monitoring well network will be evaluated by the City staff or
appointed representatives as follows:
a. Background monitoring wells will be compared to wells in the evaluation area to filter
out the effects of climatic fluctuations and other factors unrelated to pumping of Well
11.
b. Filtering will be accomplished by simple subtraction of water levels in the background
well from water levels in the wells in the evaluation area. Considering the monitoring
wells are all in the same aquifer in the same area, it is anticipated that removing the
trends in water level changes from the background well or wells will be sufficient to
identify impacts of Well 11. Software such as the U.S. Geological Survey’s Series
SEE or similar software can be used to facilitate this comparison.
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APPENDIX A

Method to Evaluate Water Level Data for Applicability of the Well Replacement Guarantee
between the City of Stevens Point, Wisconsin and the Town of Hull Well, Wisconsin
c. This comparison shall be repeated 3 times, using MW1, MW9 and either MW17 or
MW20 as background wells, unless any of these wells has been shown to be affected
by Well 11 pumping. Similarities between the comparisons with different background
wells shall be used to aid in estimation of the magnitude of the Well 11 impact, if any.
The precision of drawdown estimates by this method is estimated to be +/- 0.5 foot.
d. Water level changes inferred from the filtered water level data and distance from Well
11 shall be plotted on a semi-log distance scale, as used for the standard Cooper-Jacob
(1946) distance-drawdown method.
e. The slope of the distance drawdown plots shall be used to identify drawdown from
Well 11 versus changes due to other causes.
i. Corrected water level changes with increasing decline toward Well 11
following a progression generally consistent with the distance drawdown
relationship described by the Cooper-Jacob Equation, as illustrated
conceptually on Figure 2, indicate drawdown caused by Well 11.
ii. Water level fluctuations that are generally constant across the monitoring well
network with no relationship to proximity to Well 11, as illustrated on Figure
4, shall be considered to be regional changes in aquifer levels unrelated to Well
11.
iii. Water level changes of decreasing water levels in a direction away from Well
11, as conceptually illustrated on Figure 3, indicate changes caused by a source
of sources other than Well 11.
iv. Water level changes of a random pattern conceptually illustrated on Figure 5,
indicates changes caused by some other source, possibly in combination with
Well 11. In this case, the change attributable to Well 11 pumping shall be
estimated using the method described in paragraph 8.f, and well replacement
costs allocated proportionately.
f. Interpretation of the distance-drawdown data to identify change due to Well 11 shall
be aided by comparison with theoretical distance-drawdown calculations using the
Cooper-Jacob (1946) method and available data on the Well 11 pumping rate and
aquifer hydraulic properties. If the drawdown pattern indicates substantial aquifer
anisotropy, the Cooper-Jacob calculations shall be modified according to the method
described by Mutch (2005) to account for anisotropy.
g. The corrected changes in water level shall be plotted on a map and contoured to define
the pattern of water level changes around Well 11. If the drawdown data indicate that
the aquifer is fairly isotropic (similar response along both transects), then the
drawdown contours shall be drawn with a generally circular pattern. If the drawdown
data indicate that the aquifer is anisotropic (different response along each transect),
then the drawdown contours shall be drawn with a generally elliptical pattern.
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APPENDIX A

Method to Evaluate Water Level Data for Applicability of the Well Replacement Guarantee
between the City of Stevens Point, Wisconsin and the Town of Hull Well, Wisconsin
h. The City shall provide the groundwater monitoring data from the monitoring wells
identified in paragraphs 5, 6 and 7 to the Town on a semi-annual basis, and also upon
request at other times.
9. Subject to the provisions in paragraph 10 of this agreement eligibility will be determined as
follows:
a. Wells located within the area identified in Figure 6 as Area A will be eligible if use of
Well 11 exceeds any of the criteria in Paragraph 3, above if the well goes dry within
one (1) year of such increase in pumping regardless of well construction;
b. Wells located within the area identified on Figure 6 as Area B will be eligible if they
are within the 2-foot drawdown contour using the procedure in paragraph 8, if the well
goes dry within two (2) years of such increase in pumping.
10.
If the conditions in paragraph 8 are satisfied, the City retains the option to provide
municipal utility service to any effected property in lieu of replacement of the well under the
Well Replacement Guarantee, provided that:
a.
Public sewer and water utility service can be provided to the property within
18 months of the date the well owner provides notice to the City, with no requirement for
annexation to the City and at no cost (including deferred costs in the event of future
annexation) to the well owner.
b.
Until public sewer and water service is available, the City provides an
alternative source of potable water to the property at no cost to the well owner.
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REPORT OF CITY PLAN COMMISSION
October 2, 2017 – 6:00 PM
Lincoln Center, Multi-Purpose Room – 1519 Water Street, Stevens Point, WI 54481
PRESENT: Mayor Wiza, Alderperson Kneebone, Commissioner Brush, Commissioner Haines, Commissioner
Hoppe, Commissioner Curless, and Commissioner Cooper.
ALSO PRESENT: Director Ostrowski, Associate Planner Kearns, City Attorney Beveridge, Comptroller / Treasurer
Ladick, Alderperson Jennings, Alderperson Shorr, Alderperson Nebel, Alderperson Oberstadt, Alderperson
Johnson, Alderperson McComb, Alderperson Phillips, Alderperson Morrow, Brandi Makuski, Dave Schwobe, Al
Mallek, Cassie Lennex, Jami Gebert, Rusty Mitch, Mary Ann Laszewski, Jerry Walters, Ed Swedowski, and Camille
Swedowski.
INDEX:
1. Roll call.
Discussion and possible action on the following:
2. Report of the September 5, 2017 meeting
3. Public Hearing and Action on a request from James Shuda to rezone two unaddressed properties south of
Northpoint Drive between Forest Street and Georgia Street (Parcel ID’s 281240830100264 &
281240830100202) from R-2 Single Family Residence District to R-3 Single and Two-Family Residence
District.
4. Public Hearing and Action on a request from James Shuda to rezone three properties south of John’s Drive
between Georgia Street and Frederick Street (Parcel ID’s 281240830100139, 281240830100138 &
281240830100137) from R-2 Single Family Residence District to R-4 Multiple Family 1 Residence District.
5. Public Hearing and Action on a request from the City of Stevens Point to Amend Chapter 23, Zoning Code,
of the Revised Municipal Code, specifically Section 23.02(3), Industrial Districts, to permit a setback
reduction for properties bounded by two or more streets in the M-1 & M-2 districts via a conditional use
permit.
6. Public Hearing and Action on a request from Altmann Construction for a conditional use permit to reduce
the street setback of one street frontage at 3201 Business Park Drive (Parcel ID 281230802100009).
7. Request from the Redevelopment Authority of the City of Stevens Point to purchase 101 Georgia Street
(Parcel ID 281240830400103).
8. Request from the City of Stevens Point to purchase three properties: 1466 Water Street
(281240832201931), 0 Water Street (281240832201912), and 924 Arlington Place (Parcel ID
281240832201911) for the preservation of property for a future city hall.
9. Community Development department monthly report for September 2017
10. Director’s Update
11. Adjourn
1. Roll call.
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Present: Wiza, Kneebone, Brush, Cooper, Curless, Haines, Hoppe
Mayor Wiza stated that agenda items 3 and 4 had been withdrawn by the applicant.
Discussion and possible action on the following:
2. Report of the September 5, 2017 meeting
Motion by Commissioner Cooper to approve the report of the September 5, 2017 Plan Commission
meeting; seconded by Commissioner Haines.
Motion carried 7-0.
3. Public Hearing and Action on a request from James Shuda to rezone two unaddressed properties south of
Northpoint Drive between Forest Street and Georgia Street (Parcel ID’s 281240830100264 &
281240830100202) from R-2 Single Family Residence District to R-3 Single and Two-Family Residence
District.
Agenda Item 3 was withdrawn by the applicant.
4. Public Hearing and Action on a request from James Shuda to rezone three properties south of John’s Drive
between Georgia Street and Frederick Street (Parcel ID’s 281240830100139, 281240830100138 &
281240830100137) from R-2 Single Family Residence District to R-4 Multiple Family 1 Residence District.
Agenda Item 4 was withdrawn by the applicant.
5. Public Hearing and Action on a request from the City of Stevens Point to Amend Chapter 23, Zoning Code, of
the Revised Municipal Code, specifically Section 23.02(3), Industrial Districts, to permit a setback reduction
for properties bounded by two or more streets in the M-1 & M-2 districts via a conditional use permit.
Director Ostrowski briefly explained that the current M1 district allowed for a reduced street setback if the
property was bounded by three or more streets, but it was not allowed in the M-2 district. This restriction
made it challenging for some properties that were bounded by two or more streets when attempting to
place a building on the lot in order to meet all street yard setbacks. Therefore, they were looking to modify
the Zoning Code to allow the Plan Commission and Common Council to grant a reduction in street yard
setbacks to no less than 20 feet per property in the M-1 and M-2 districts, as the M-1 district currently
allowed a reduced setback of 30 feet, and the M-2 district called for 40 feet. Staff recommended approval
and noted that the next agenda item up for consideration would be related.
Mayor Wiza declared the public hearing open.
Mayor Wiza declared the public hearing closed.
Commissioner Hoppe asked whether it would still be considered conditional use, to which it was confirmed
that it would be.
Motion by Commissioner Hoppe approve the request from the City of Stevens Point to Amend Chapter 23,
Zoning Code, of the Revised Municipal Code, specifically Section 23.02(3), Industrial Districts, to permit a
setback reduction to 20 feet for properties bounded by two or more streets in the M-1 & M-2 districts via
a conditional use permit; seconded by Commissioner Haines.
Motion carried 7-0.
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6. Public Hearing and Action on a request from Altmann Construction for a conditional use permit to reduce
the street setback of one street frontage at 3201 Business Park Drive (Parcel ID 281230802100009).
Director Ostrowski explained the request to allow a reduction to one of the street yard setbacks off Clem’s
Way in regards to Portesi’s 4,188 square foot addition to the north side of their existing building. While the
site plan provided indicated a 41-foot setback, he noted that it was taken from the middle of the street, not
the property, and that the setback would be 20 feet on the north end of the property. The project would
also need to meet the Portage County Business Park covenant restrictions. Staff recommended approval for
the Conditional Use Permit to be granted.
Mayor Wiza declared the public hearing open.
Mayor Wiza declared the public hearing closed.
Commissioner Haines asked whether one of the handouts was related to the request, to which it was
confirmed by Director Ostrowski that the landscaping plan was related to the Portesi addition, and that it
would be reviewed to make sure all Zoning Code regulations were met.
Mayor Wiza commended Portesi’s success and expansion.
Motion by Commissioner Cooper to approve the request from Altmann Construction for a conditional use
permit to reduce the street setback of one street frontage at 3201 Business Park Drive (Parcel ID
281230802100009) with the following conditions:
1. One street yard setback may be reduced to 20 feet.
2. A landscaping plan shall be submitted for review and approval by the Community
Development Department.
3. A stormwater plan shall be submitted and reviewed/approved by the Public Works
and Utilities Department.
4. A refuse enclosure provided shall complement the materials used on the main
building and be screened with landscaping. Details shall be submitted regarding the
refuse storage to be reviewed and approved by the Community Development
Department.
5. Minor modifications to the plan may be approved by staff.
seconded by Commissioner Curless.
Motion carried 7-0.
7. Request from the Redevelopment Authority of the City of Stevens Point to purchase 101 Georgia Street
(Parcel ID 281240830400103).
Director Ostrowski briefly explained that the requested property to be purchased by the Redevelopment
Authority was on the southeast corner of Maria Drive and Georgia Street. The property had been subject to
multiple orders by the City, with the owner since vacating the property and also showing willingness to deed
the property over to the Redevelopment Authority. Minimal charges would be associated with the transfer
in regards to taxes and some additional fees. If the property were to be acquired, the Redevelopment
Authority would proceed with razing the buildings on the property and putting the lot up for purchase with
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the intention of selling the lot for an appropriate use within that zoning district such as a single family home.
This would be in line with one of the Authority’s redevelopment programs to purchase dilapidated
structures or properties within the city, demolishing the structures, and selling it for another permitted use.
Staff recommended approval of the request.
Mayor Wiza explained that the request was before the commissioners due to State Statue requirements
that the Plan Commission provide a recommendation for any property or building purchase.
Director Ostrowski noted that the estimated cost to raze the structure would be approximately $12,000,
with the land value being approximately $13,000.
Mayor Wiza added that redevelopment was a priority for the City Council, and that they would be looking
into additional related programs in the following year.
Commissioner Haines asked what could fit on the property according to its zoning, to which Director
Ostrowski explained that it could be used for a single family structure, noting that it was too small to
accommodate a duplex.
Commissioner Haines stated for clarification that the purpose would be to sell the lot and build a new home,
to which Director Ostrowski confirmed that the ultimate goal would be redevelopment and having a new
single family structure go up.
Commissioner Curless questioned whether they would end up acquiring it without purchasing it if the owner
didn’t pay their taxes, to which Director Ostrowski stated that while the County could take it on tax deed,
the process would take approximately four years
Commissioner Curless asked why they couldn’t clean up the property and turn it around rather than
demoing the structures, to which Director Ostrowski stated that they could, but demolition was more
appropriate for the property in question.
Mayor Wiza added that there had been some challenges to the property which resulted in it being a prime
candidate for demolition.
City Attorney Beveridge stated that he had several meetings with the owners, their representatives, and
representatives from Health and Human Services, as well as other organizations, and it was determined that
the structure was a health hazard.
Commissioner Curless asked for clarification if the Redevelopment Authority would hold onto the lot until it
was purchased, to which Director Ostrowski reiterated that once the Redevelopment Authority possessed
the property, they would move forward with demolition and listing of the lot for purchase, adding that as an
inner-city lot, he didn’t expect it to sit for very long due to its location and lack of lots in the City.
Motion by Commissioner Brush to approve the request the Redevelopment Authority of the City of
Stevens Point to purchase 101 Georgia Street (Parcel ID 281240830400103); seconded by Alderperson
Kneebone.
Motion carried 7-0.
8. Request from the City of Stevens Point to purchase three properties: 1466 Water Street
(281240832201931), 0 Water Street (281240832201912), and 924 Arlington Place (Parcel ID
281240832201911) for the preservation of property for a future city hall.
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Director Ostrowski briefly summarized the request from the City of Stevens Point to purchase three
properties for the preservation of property for a future city hall. After reviewing lot descriptions and
locations, he noted that the purchase price of the properties stated was $425,000, plus the cost of the
tenant improvements, approximately $90,000, which would be covered by increased lease payments by the
tenant at 1466 Water Street as it would remain leased. The City’s intent, he explained, would be to build a
new two-story city hall at the corner of Water Street and Arlington Place and the location of the properties
would provide an advantage in terms of being near Edgewater, a city-owned property, and proximity to
other governmental agencies. A preliminary site map was summarized with earmarked parking area and
access throughout the site. He further explained that several options had been presented to the City Council
in regards to available locations and financial cost perspective, and the option for a new building had been
preferred as the cost for renovating the current facility was exponential. He also made a point to note that
levy limits had to be taken into consideration when discussing operational and capital costs.
Mayor Wiza stated that the council had evaluated the options provided by the space needs committee and
had chosen to build a new city hall. He added that the numbers presented within the options were
estimates based on industry information, and the only way to get more accurate numbers would be to
spend money in hiring architects and experts to get more specific information. In addition, the County’s
architect, Venture Architect, had looked at the space required for both the City and County and updated the
2013 Bray Architect Organizational Needs Analysis and Space Assessment study. One of the options
presented was to take the whole second floor of the City-County building and renovate it to accommodate
City departments, but found that it didn’t quite meet space needs. Even though all options presented
remained on the table, they would need the Plan Commission’s recommendation to proceed any further.
Commissioner Brush asked if the Plan Commission’s decision affected the purchasing of the properties, and
whether they needed to consider the overall costs, to which Mayor Wiza explained that the commissioners
would issue a recommendation only, and that Common Council would render the decision to purchase, but
he didn’t see why they couldn’t consider cost in their decision.
Director Ostrowski further added that there were still many items to discuss, and multiple approvals to go
through as the process in itself was much longer, and even if it was approved, they would still have to come
before the Plan Commission for a conditional use permit before going back to Common Council.
City Attorney Beveridge explained that the Plan Commission existed under the State Statute to provide a
panel of experts in the community to give recommendations to the City Council about items that affected
land, land use, and in this case, anything that involved a transaction on the part of the City, and there was
nothing to preclude them from considering what they felt was relevant, including cost.
Director Ostrowski noted that they had found a file from 1992 during the time that the City had looked into
doing another City Hall. They had gone through securing the funds and issued a notice of determination for
potential condemnation. There had been several potential sites that were looked at, one of those potential
sites being the City-owned parking lot area being discussed along Water Street.
City Attorney Beveridge added that they had gone as far as doing a creation of resolution for bonding for
approximately six million dollars which would have also included the Police Department. They were not sure
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why that project had fallen apart in such a late state, but they had looked at the same locations they were
considering currently.
Mayor Wiza pointed out that the item was challenging as there was no clear option as every option had
their pros and cons. He noted that the Space and Needs committee had tried narrowing down the options
over the last year in order to provide recommendations to the Council. In August, the Council had chosen
the option to build new downtown. Between building new and remodeling the existing building, there was
less than 3 million dollars in difference over the next 50 years.
Commissioner Haines appreciated having the City Hall downtown, but asked what would happen if they
purchased the properties and did not build in that location, and how its zoning would affect that.
Director Ostrowski explained that they were zoned either B-2 or B-3 which would allow for any office or
standard retail type to go on the property. The City would have options to either resell or continue to hold it,
as well as leasing 1466 Water Street in order to collect revenue from the existing tenant.
Commissioner Brush expressed concern about the proposed location, noting that there could be a higher
value in placing high rise apartments there in order to allow people to live downtown. He added that they
had reviewed the potential of properties along the riverfront during Comprehensive Plan discussions.
Director Ostrowski confirmed that when looking at the potential sites, they had analyzed the marketability
and readiness of development to make sure that they were not taking away prime property by building
along the riverfront or on Main Street. Since they were not tearing down any buildings and remaining close
to the proposed new County building, and current County building, it was an advantage.
Mayor Wiza reiterated the importance of being close to the County, as well as having it close to the
Downtown area.
Commissioner Curless asked when the study was performed of the other potential locations, to which
Director Ostrowski stated over the past year and a half.
Commissioner Curless asked whether the Sentry building downtown was an option for relocation, to which
Mayor Wiza stated it was not for sale.
Commissioner Curless noted that several million over the course of 50 years was not a lot of money. He
asked whether they could look into purchasing the Verso parking lot in order to place the City Hall right
along the river, to which City Attorney Beveridge stated that shoreline zoning setbacks would into play and
make it unlikely.
Commissioner Curless stated that they could purchase the parking lot in order to have that area, to which
Mayor Wiza stated that they were not discussing that purchase.
Commissioner Hoppe noted that the Green Circle Trail went right between the Verso-owned parking lot and
the proposed new city hall building parking lot. That would give them the ability to generate traffic in a new
way while welcoming pedestrians into city hall, he stated.
Jami Gebert (Portage County) appreciated Commissioner Hoppe’s comments regarding the Green Circle
Trail, but expressed concern with the proposed ingress and egress for the proposed parking lot as it could
become hazardous for pedestrians, as well as taking away overflow parking from the Lincoln Center. She
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also asked why the PowerPoint presentation from Venture Architects had not been included in the
commissioner’s packets.
Mayor Wiza explained that they had not provided it due to Plan Commission considering a recommendation
to purchase the properties, and not considering the repurpose of the current City-County building. The
PowerPoint by Venture Architects would be provided to the Common Council.
Alderperson Jennings (First District) stated that while the Mayor had used the Chair’s seat to state his
opinion about the process, she disagreed with how it had taken place. She was very concerned about the
request, noting that the reason she voted for it at Council was due to a set of decisions during a closed
session that could not be discussed. In addition, the property wanting to be developed was prime riverfront
property that would have been able to produce revenue. Lastly, she was concerned about not being
presented with the renovation information by Venture Architects City-County building when the costs were
comparable to building new.
Mayor Wiza clarified that he was not advocating for the purchase of the properties. He also noted the
presentation for renovations of the City-County building from Venture Architects did not speak to office
layouts. What the architect found was that they could effectively gut the building minus some support
columns, and reconfigure the floorplan considering how the structure was built. Even so they could only find
a little over 18,000 square feet to occupy.
Alderperson McComb (Ninth District) expressed similar concerns with Alderperson Jennings in regards to
how the process was proceeding. She recalled that the Council had discussed a location for City Hall
downtown, not specifically the Water Street property. She also noted that had the PowerPoint from Venture
Architects been presented, she may have had a different decision based on that information. She
encouraged the commissioners to not recommend the purchase to Council.
Mary Ann Laszewski (1209 Wisconsin St) stated that from visiting the City Hall on several occasions, she did
not witness overcrowding of staff. She suggested several other buildings for relocation, and noted that
Chase Bank was heavily criticized when they went in along the riverfront. She asked where space was
needed within City Hall.
Mayor Wiza stated that the initial study performed by Bray Architects in 2013 was available online, and the
only update made was to the amount of space that was needed as they were already four years into the
study. He noted that they had already eliminated the break room in order to add additional office space for
the Inspection Department.
Alderperson Morrow (Eleventh District) noted that there was a lot of frustration between the City and
County with addressing issues and there being a lack of communication. The City was now at a point where
they had to consider their options and do something rather than remain stagnant. When he had moved to
Stevens Point in 2008, the County was going to build a new criminal justice center, and similar issues had
been going on since then. Relocating to Mid-state, he explained, was not a good solution as it would not set
the City up for the long term.
Alderperson Johnson (Fifth District) briefly stated that she represented District 3 on the County Board.
Touching upon Alderperson Morrow’s point, she noted that there had been a number of studies performed
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with no action taken. It was clear that the City has grown, and with that came staffing and space needs for
them, not just for the City, but with the County. While there had been a consensus that the City Hall would
be in the Downtown area, there were still other moving parts that had been discussed within closed session
that she hoped would still come together. She hoped that there would be more discussion regarding the
location at hand versus others presented.
Jerry Walters (Portage County), County Supervisor, representative for District 17, and member of the Space
and Properties Committee, expressed concern for the request. He noted that the amount needed for the
City was a couple hundred feet off from what was available of the 18,000 square feet in the current CityCounty building if it was remodeled, adding that the beam and column construction of the building allowed
for a clean slate for both the County and the City. This would allow for residents to have access to both
bodies in the same location. He continued that they had extended another contract to Venture Architects in
the amount of $25,000 to include information for the City in regards to their needs, and as a County
member, he stated, he was offended that the City was proceeding with purchasing property without first
receiving the rest of the information prior to the County Board meeting. He asked that they rethink about
purchasing property along the riverfront.
Alderperson Shorr (Second District) noted that there seemed to be a disconnect between feeling rushed
with the decision when they had been discussing and considering it for quite some time, and that they have
had the information for the major options for at least a year. The two major options now being discussed
were either building in a new location or remodeling the existing building, and when discussing wanting a
solution for the next 50 years, he stated, it meant having adequate space and having the flexibility and
design for that space. The old Mid-State building and the current County-City building already had
limitations and constraints, he reached the conclusion that building new would be the best option while
remaining affordable when taking into account that it would last the next 50 years. Lastly, he added that it
would be nice to know some alternatives to the Water Street site.
Mayor Wiza, for clarification, stated that while he could not make the August meeting due to visiting the
sister city in Russia, he had an understanding that the majority of the City Council members at that meeting
had chosen to build new downtown. In addition, after hearing some alders speak, it seemed like they were
speaking on a downtown location, not building new.
Alderperson Johnson (Fifth District) noted that it had been a long closed session with multiple moving parts,
but the motion in open session was to select a location downtown, but they would have to go back and
review. A special council meeting prior to Plan Commission would have been helpful she noted.
Mayor Wiza explained that there would always be moving options and pieces as new items were coming on
and off the table constantly, and that the County had taken a long time to see movement on this item
because there were no ideal options. He went on to read the motion from the Common Council meeting
that was made after coming out of closed session to approve a new building downtown. Lastly, he explained
that the City currently owned several properties so they did have options, and those options were always
available, adding that they did not want to wait until everything else had been eliminated prior to making a
decision as things were constantly changing. While there were other options, it was for Council to decide as
Plan Commission’s responsibility was to make a recommendation on the item on hand.
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Alderperson McComb (Ninth District) appreciated the reminder that they had chosen to build new
downtown, however she noted that the new information from the County was significant enough for them
to be informed in order to re-explore their decision.
Alderperson Johnson (Fifth District) concurred with the assessment that they couldn’t wait for the County to
act, as there had been multiple studies performed with no action taken. She agreed with Alder McComb in
sharing and reviewing the new information from the County as they had to evaluate every option for the
City’s future intensely.
Mary Ann Laszewski (1209 Wisconsin St) inquired whether there were additional options to relocate the City
into the County Annex building, to which Mayor Wiza clarified that they were getting off-topic and to call his
office to discuss further.
Alderperson Phillips (Tenth District) stated that the City shouldn’t be buying more buildings as they were
competing with the private sector, and were poor landlords already. When looking at the financials, he
didn’t know how the Council could pick a downtown location when they had the option to relocate to the
old Mid-State building. He asked the commissioners to not send a recommendation to Council.
Mayor Wiza noted that there had been varying thoughts and opinions on the item, but it was still the
commissioner’s job to make a recommendation about the purchase of the three particular properties.
Commissioner Haines asked whether their recommendation would go to the City Council rather than the
CDA, to which Mayor Wiza stated that it would go straight to City Council, and that the CDA no longer
existed.
Commissioner Brush noted that the item was a lot more complex than he had initially thought, and that they
were being asked to take a lot more into consideration than a typical land purchase. He wanted a chance to
go back and review the State Statute in regards to their review criteria.
Alderperson Kneebone echoed similar concerns from previous alders in not being able to wait much longer
to make a decision, and the point of staying in the downtown area. She wanted to see options of City-owned
properties so they wouldn’t have to spend the additional money, or as Alder Phillips briefly mentioned,
taking property off the tax roll as they are already City owned property. In addition, they should have some
discussion with the County, as well as seeing what they have to say during their board meeting.
Mayor Wiza noted that the information provided by Venture Architects had been up on the screen, adding
that it was not a multiple page study, nor did it provide information about office configuration. The
information presented only stated how much space was available and how much space was needed, as well
as providing a confirmed that the walls, minus the beams, could be taken down and the floorplan
reconfigured.
Commissioner Haines asked if the recommendation would preclude the City Council from discussing other
options, to which Director Ostrowski confirmed that it did not prevent them from discussing additional
options.
Mayor Wiza reiteration that the commissioner’s votes did not commit City Council to consider only the
option presented, and it was just a recommendation. They would still be able to discuss the Third Street
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parking lot area or any other option they felt feel was warranted. Also, they could direct staff to provide
additional information in order to make a decision.
Director Ostrowski asked for clarification on any additional information that would be requested prior to the
commissioners voting on the item.
Commissioner Brush reiterated that he wanted to review the State Statute to see what they needed to
consider in making the recommendation.
Mayor Wiza asked the City Attorney to present the State Statute, as it was vague in regards to what needed
to be considered.
City Attorney Beveridge briefly explained that they were issuing a recommendation based on the authority
provided by State Statute, but there was nothing that outlined specific criteria in issuing a certain type of
recommendation. He read a provision detailing miscellaneous powers of the commission.
Commissioner Brush stated feeling overwhelmed considering the timeline given to consider the information.
Director Ostrowski noted that needing more time was not an issue, but if they needed additional
information to make that decision, he asked that they inform him of what they specifically needed in order
to prepare that information.
Mayor Wiza strongly encouraged the commissioners to contact City staff in regards to requesting any
additional information they may need.
Commissioner Curless asked when the County was going to have their budget meeting, to which Jami
Gebert confirmed that the meeting would be held on October 3, 2017 and October 9, 2017 as they had two
County Board meetings in October.
Mayor Wiza noted that there would be no action about a new City building as it was their overall budget
presentation, but there could be some costs associated with it included in the actual budget.
Motion by Commissioner Brush to postpone the request from the City of Stevens Point to purchase three
properties: 1466 Water Street (281240832201931), 0 Water Street (281240832201912), and 924 Arlington
Place (Parcel ID 281240832201911) for the preservation of property for a future city hall; seconded by
Commissioner Hoppe.
Motion carried 4-3, with Commissioner Cooper, Commissioner Haines, and Mayor Wiza voting in the
negative.
9. Community Development department monthly report for September 2017
Director Ostrowski stated that the monthly report for September 2017 would be issued at next month’s Plan
Commission meeting.
10. Director’s Update.
Director Ostrowski had no further updates.
11. Adjourn.
Meeting adjourned at 7:27 PM
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ORDINANCE AMENDING THE REVISED MUNICIPAL CODE
OF THE CITY OF STEVENS POINT, WISCONSIN
[CHAPTER 23 OF THE REVISED MUNICIPAL CODE, ZONING CODE]
The Common Council of the City of Stevens Point, Portage County, Wisconsin, do ordain as follows:
SECTION I: That Section 23.02(3)(a)(4)(a) of the Revised Municipal Code of the City of Stevens Point shall be
amended to read as follows:
4) Minimum Performance Standards for the “M-1” District
a) Fencing shall be setback 5 feet from the right-of-way when located along a right-of-way or located along
any proposed right-of-way listed on the City’s Official Street Map. The Common Council may grant a
waiver from this 5 foot fencing setback requirement, in cases where the Council determines unique and
unusual circumstances exist
“M-1” LIGHT INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT
USE

LOT
AREA
AND
DENSITY

LOT
WIDTH

HEIGHT OF
STRUCTURE

SIDE
YARD

STREET
SETBACK

REAR
YARD

PARKING

All
permitted
uses

8,000 Sq.
Ft. Lot
area

80 ft.

50 ft. or 125 ft.
If fire
prevention
system
approved by
Fire Dept.

10 ft.
Each side
yard and
20 ft. For
side yards
adjoining
any “r”
district

30 ft.
In cases where a property is bounded by 2 or
more public rights-of-way, the Common Council
may, via Conditional Use Permit, reduce the
street setback from the required 30 ft., but may
not reduce the setback to less than 20 feet, and
must maintain one street setback at 30 ft.

20 ft.

Per
23.01(14)

Cond.
Uses

As set by
the Plan
Commissi
on and
Common
Council

AREA OF
STRUCTURE

0

SECTION II: That Section 23.02(3)(b)(4)(a) of the Revised Municipal Code of the City of Stevens Point shall be
amended to read as follows:
4) Minimum Performance Standards for the “M-2” District
a) Fencing shall be setback 5 feet from the right-of-way when located along a right-of-way or located along
any proposed right-of-way listed on the City’s Official Street Map. The Common Council may grant a
waiver from this 5 foot fencing setback requirement, in cases where the Council determines unique and
unusual circumstances exist
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“M-2” HEAVY INDUSTRIAL DISTRICT
USE

LOT
AREA
AND
DENSITY

LOT
WIDTH

HEIGHT OF
STRUCTURE

SIDE
YARD

STREET SETBACK

REAR
YARD

PARKING

AREA OF
STRUCTURE

Permitted
Industrial
Uses

½ acre lot
area

100 ft.

50 ft. Or
125 ft. If fire
prevention
system
approved by
Fire Dept.

20 ft.
Each side
yard and
30 ft.
Adjoining
any
residence
district

40 ft.
In cases where a property is bounded by 2 or
more public rights-of-way, the Common Council
may, via Conditional Use Permit, reduce the
street setback from the required 40 ft., but may
not reduce the setback to less than 20 feet, and
must maintain one street setback at 40 ft.

20 ft.

Per
23.01(14)

0

Other
Permitted
Uses
Condition
al Uses

As set by
the Plan
Commissi
on and
City
Council.

SECTION III: That this ordinance shall take effect upon passage and publication.

Approved:
Mike Wiza, Mayor

Attest:
John Moe, City Clerk
Dated:
Adopted:

October 11, 2017
October 16, 2017

Drafted by:
Return to:

Michael Ostrowski
City Clerk
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RESOLUTION
[CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT – REDUCE STREET SETBACK –
3201 BUSINESS PARK DRIVE – PARCEL ID 281230802100009]
BE IT RESOLVED by the Common Council of the City of Stevens Point, Portage County, Wisconsin, that
based upon the application and after reviewing the Plan Commission record and hearing the
testimony of interested parties, the Common Council determines that all standards required have
been met, the property located at 3201 Business Park Drive (Parcel ID 281230802100009), and
described as: LOT 1 CSM#8519-34- 49 BNG PRT SWNE & NWSE;SUBJ RC-695/7 & 757204 S2 T23 R8
682/16-20-ANNEX 660041 (MFG), City of Stevens Point, Portage County, Wisconsin is hereby granted
a Conditional Use Permit to utilize a reduced street yard setback to construct an addition, subject to
the following conditions:
1. One street yard setback may be reduced to 20 feet.
2. A landscaping plan shall be submitted for review and approval by the Community
Development Department.
3. A stormwater plan shall be submitted and reviewed/approved by the Public Works and
Utilities Department.
4. A refuse enclosure provided shall complement the materials used on the main building and
be screened with landscaping. Details shall be submitted regarding the refuse storage to be
reviewed and approved by the Community Development Department.
5. Minor modifications to the plan may be approved by staff
Such approval constitutes a Conditional Use under the City’s ordinances.
Approved:
Mike Wiza, Mayor
Attest:
John Moe, City Clerk
Dated:
Adopted:

October 10, 2017
October 16, 2017

Drafted by:
Return to:

Michael Ostrowski
City Clerk
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Memo

Michael Ostrowski, Director
Community Development
City of Stevens Point
1515 Strongs Avenue
Stevens Point, WI 54481
Ph: (715) 346-1567 • Fax: (715) 346-1498
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com

City of Stevens Point – Department of Community Development
To:

Common Council

From:

Michael Ostrowski

Date:

10/11/2017

Re:

Selection of consultant and approval of contract for EPA community-wide brownfield
assessment grant application assistance and administration

In September 2017 the Council approved releasing a request for qualifications for EPA community-wide
brownfield assessment grant application assistance and administration. We received proposals from
four different firms (Stantec, AECOM, Robert E. Lee, and Sand Creek) to perform such work. Staff has
reviewed the proposals and are recommending proceeding with Stantec. Stantec has a very good
understanding of the work to be performed, significant experience with similar projects, and provided a
good methodology for carrying out the project.
We are currently finalizing the proposed contract with them for your consideration. Once it is
completed, I will send it to you via email. The contract will include a master agreement and then an
individual work task. Each phase of the project would have a different work task but the same master
agreement. Please note, there is no charge for them to provide grant application assistance, nor is
there a match requirement for the grant.
If you wish to see the other proposals, they can be found at the following link:
http://stevenspoint.com/DocumentCenter/Index/308.
If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Page 1 of 1
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Memo
To:
From:
CC:
Date:
Subject:

Michael Ostrowski, Director
Community Development
City of Stevens Point
1515 Strongs Avenue
Stevens Point, WI 54481
Ph: (715) 346-1567 • Fax: (715) 346-1498
mostrowski@stevenspoint.com

Finance Committee
Michael Ostrowski
10/11/2017
Snow and Ice Abatement Contract with Larry’s Helping Hand, LLC

Please find attached the Snow and Ice Abatement Contract for the 2017-2018 season. The City uses
these services when property owners fail to remove snow and/or ice from the sidewalks. The rates have
stayed the same this year at $0.35 per lineal foot. The one change is the addition of salt application for
deicing, in which a price will be determined before Council. The Contractor is securing prices for salt at
this time. This application would be used for situations where there is significant ice and additional salt
is needed.
As we did with the weed and grass abatement contract, given we see very little change from year to
year in terms or rates, we have amended the contract to include an automatic renewal term as follows:
This Agreement shall be for the period from November 1, 2017 – May 1, 2018. This Agreement
shall be automatically renewed for additional terms unless on or before September 1, of each
year, the City of Contractor delivers written notice of termination to the other party. The rate of
payment increase for unit prices and minimum payments from the prior year contract shall not
exceed three percent (3%) per annum, unless approved by the Common Council of the City of
Stevens Point.
Given our past positive experience with this contractor, we would recommend approval. This is the
same contractor that the City uses for grass/weed and nuisance abatement.

Page 1 of 1
69

xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
2017-2018 SNOW REMOVAL PROGRAM
CITY OF STEVENS POINT, WISCONSIN
xxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxxx
(November 1, 2017 - May 1, 2018)
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_____________________________________________________________________________
UNIT PRICES
DESCRIPTION

UNIT PRICE
(Each)

1. Snow plowing or hand shoveling per lineal foot of sidewalk:

$ 0.35

2. Sanding per lineal foot of sidewalk:

$ 0.35

3. Salt application for deicing per lineal foot of sidewalk:

$TBD before Council

4. Minimum Payment for combined snow plowing and sanding: $25.00
_____________________________________________________________________________
The undersigned agrees that he/she will expedite all required materials, furnish sufficient
manpower, equipment and tools, and pursue the work as to complete all work described in the
attached specifications within twenty-four (24) hours from notification.
This proposal is submitted by Larry’s Helping Hand, LLC, Larry Austin of 1551 Ojibwa
Lane Plover, WI 715-347-2140.

If a corporation, answer the following:
Incorporated under laws of what state?

______________________

If a foreign corporation, are you licensed
to do business in Wisconsin?

______________________

__________________________________________
(Name)
__________________________________________
(Signature)
_________________________________________
(Name and Title)
_________________________________________
(Date)
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SWORN STATEMENT
AS REQUIRED BY

I, _________________________ being first duly sworn at ______________________________
(Name)
(City, State)
on oath state that I have examined and carefully prepared this proposal from the plans,
specifications, and other documents and have checked the same in detail before submitting this
proposal; and this sworn statement is hereby made a part of the foregoing Agreement.

Signature:______________________________________

_________________________________________
(Title, if any)

_________________________________________
(Address)

Subscribed and sworn to before me this
______day of __________________________, 20___

__________________________________________
(Signature and seal of Notary Public)
Notary Public, _________________________ County
State of ____________________________________
My commission expires _______________________.
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AGREEMENT
CITY OF STEVENS POINT, WISCONSIN
2017-2018 SNOW REMOVAL PROGRAM

THIS AGREEMENT made this ________ day of _______________________, 20____,
by and between the CITY OF STEVENS POINT, WISCONSIN, hereinafter called “City”, and
_______________________________________________________________, doing business as
(A corporation) (A partnership) (an individual)
of the City of _____________________________________, County of ____________________
and State of ___________________________________, hereinafter called “Contractor”.

1. SCOPE. The contractor has made a proposal to perform everything required to be
performed and shall provide and furnish all the labor, materials, equipment, necessary tools,
expendable equipment, insurance, contributions to social security and all utility and transportation
services required to perform and complete in a workmanlike manner for the removal of snow and
ice from city sidewalks all in accordance with specifications and in compliance with the proposal
and Agreement documents. The Contractor shall do everything required by this Agreement and
other documents constituting a part hereof and in the manner specified therein.
2. THE AGREEMENT DOCUMENTS INCLUDE:
Agreement
Specifications
3. THE CONTRACTOR AGREES to perform all of the work described in the
Agreement and comply with the terms therein for the unit price as set forth in the Agreement. The
Contractor is an independent contractor and is not an employee of the City. Any damage that may
occur to the Contractor’s equipment or resident’s property in performance of said work would be
solely at the Contractors risk.
4. PAYMENT. The City shall pay to the Contractor for the performance of this
Agreement, the unit price as set forth in the Proposal. The final payment shall be made within
thirty (30) days after completion and acceptance of the work included in this Agreement.
5. PAYMENT FOR LABOR AND MATERIAL. The Contractor specifically agrees
to pay for all claims and labor performed at rates at least equal to the minimum State and/or Federal
Wage, and materials furnished, used, or consumed in completing the foregoing Agreement.
6. DISAGREEMENTS. Should any disagreements or differences arise as to the true
meaning of the specifications, the decision of the Public Protection Committee shall be final,
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conclusive, and binding on all parties to the Agreement.
7. INSURANCE. The independent Contractor shall furnish a Certificate of Public
Liability, both personal and property, which in the opinion of the Public Protection Committee
shall be adequate considering the size and hazards encountered in the execution of the work. The
minimum limits shall be as follows:
Property Damage........... $
Injuries One Person........ $
Injuries One Accident.....$

100,000.00
100,000.00
300,000.00

Such liability policies shall contain a provision or endorsement covering any contingent
liability of the City.
8. BINDING ACCEPTANCE. This Agreement shall be binding upon all parties hereto
and their respective heirs, executors, administrators, successors, and assigns.
9. TERM. This Agreement shall be for the period from November 1, 2017 – May 1, 2018.
This Agreement shall be automatically renewed for additional terms unless on or before September
1, of each year, the City of Contractor delivers written notice of termination to the other party. The
rate of payment increase for unit prices and minimum payments from the prior year contract shall
not exceed three percent (3%) per annum, unless approved by the Common Council of the City of
Stevens Point.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed, or caused to be executed,
by their duly authorized officials, this Agreement in three each of which shall be deemed an
original on the date first above written.

CITY OF STEVENS POINT, WISCONSIN:

BY:______________________________________
Mike Wiza, Mayor

ATTEST:

BY:________________________________________
John V. Moe, City Clerk
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CONTRACTOR:

__________________________________________

BY: ______________________________________
Name_____________________________________
Address___________________________________

Subscribed and sworn to before me this
______day of __________________________, 20___

__________________________________________
(Signature and seal of Notary Public)
Notary Public, _________________________ County
State of ____________________________________
My commission expires _______________________.
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SPECIFICATIONS
CITY OF STEVENS POINT, WISCONSIN
2017-2018 SNOW/ICE REMOVAL AGREEMENT
1. SNOW AND ICE REMOVAL - SIDEWALKS
A. LOCATION
The work is located within the City Limits of Stevens Point, Wisconsin.
B. DESCRIPTION OF WORK
The work under the Agreement shall consist of furnishing all labor, materials, tools,
equipment and transportation required to completely remove all snow, packed snow, and ice from
sidewalks throughout the City to the satisfaction of the City Inspection Department. If the snow
is packed to such an extent that it cannot be removed readily, the Contractor shall apply sand and/or
salt to the packed snow, as directed by the City Inspection Department .
C. NOTICE TO BEGIN WORK
The Contractor shall be required to contact the City Inspection Office daily between the
hours of 11:00 A.M. and 2:00 P.M. from November 1, 2017 to May 1, 2018, as directed by the
City.
The City of Stevens Point Inspection Department shall furnish the Contractor with a written
order for snow or ice to be removed from, or sand and/or salt (or both) applied to sidewalks. The
Contractor shall not begin work until they receive this notice. The City Inspection Department
shall determine when sidewalks need snow or ice removal, sanding and/or salting, and its judgment
as to snow or icy conditions of sidewalks shall be final. The Contractor shall only do that work as
indicated on the Work Order. Work Orders and photographs shall be returned to the City
Inspection Department upon completion of work for subsequent inspection and payment.
D. TIME TO COMPLETE WORK
Snow and ice shall be removed from sidewalks within twenty-four (24) hours after receipt
of the Work Order from the City Inspection Department.
E. SAND
The Contractor shall furnish and use a sand/salt mixture for sanding walks. The mixture
shall contain forty (40) pounds of salt per cubic yard (2,700) pounds of sand. The mixture shall
be applied at a rate of one and one-half pounds PER lineal foot of five foot sidewalk.
F. SALT
The Contractor shall furnish and use straight road salt for application to iced walks. The
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salt shall be applied at a rate of one (1) pound PER lineal foot of five foot sidewalk.
G. PAYMENT - SNOW REMOVAL
The Contractor shall be paid at the agreed upon unit price per lineal foot of five (5) foot
sidewalk from which the snow is removed per the work order. The Contractor shall be paid for
the complete job regardless of the passes necessary to remove the snow from the walks.
The length of sidewalk for payment shall be determined by the City Inspection Department
based on the Work Order issued.
H. PAYMENT - SANDING
The Contractor shall be paid at the agreed upon unit price per lineal foot of five (5) foot
sidewalk sanded per work order. The length of the sidewalk for payment shall be determined by
the City Inspection Department based on the Work Order issued.
I. PAYMENT - SNOW REMOVAL AND SANDING
The Contractor shall be paid at the agreed upon unit price per lineal foot of five (5) foot
sidewalk from which snow is removed plus the agreed upon unit price per lineal foot of sidewalk
sanded. The length of the sidewalk for payment shall be determined by the City Inspection
Department based on the Work Order issued.
J. PAYMENT - OVERSIZED WALKS
The Contractor shall be paid at a higher unit price per lineal foot of sidewalk for sidewalks
greater than five (5) feet wide. The greater price for oversized sidewalks shall be the agreed upon
unit price per lineal foot multiplied by the proportioned ratio of sidewalk widths.
The Contractor shall receive no additional compensation for sidewalks and driveways
containing sign posts, planters, street lights, etc.
K. PHOTOGRAPHS
The Contractor shall be required to take photographs of the sidewalks upon which removal
is to occur both prior to the removal and after the job is completed. Failure to take photographs
will result in the Contractor not being paid for snow removal or sanding/salting. The Contractor
shall deposit the digital photographs with the City Inspection Department in a timely manner. All
photographs shall be clearly identified as to job location, date, and time.
L. MINIMUM PAYMENT
In the event that small areas of snow removal are necessary, a minimum fee of TwentyFive Dollars ($25.00) will be paid to the Contractor for each area worked on. (i.e. a $25.00
minimum fee for sanding small areas of sidewalks).
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PERSONNEL COMMITTEE MEETING
Monday, October 9, 2017 – 6:00 p.m.
Lincoln Center ~ 1519 Water Street
PRESENT:
OTHERS
PRESENT:

Chairman Slowinski; Alderpersons Morrow, Shorr, Dugan, Nebel
Mayor Wiza; C/T Ladick; City Attorney Beveridge; Alderperson(s)
Phillips, Kneebone, McComb, Oberstadt, Johnson, Jennings;
Director(s) Beduhn, Lemke, Ostrowski, Schrader; Assistant Chief
Gemza; Chief Skibba; Kirk Gwidt; Tina Gwidt; Mary Ann Laszewski;
Lindsay Worley; Neil Prendergast; Armin Nebel; Trevor Roark; Cassie
Lennox – PC Gazette; Brandi Makuski - SPCT; Human Resource
Manager Jakusz

Chairman Slowinski called the meeting to order.
Discussion and possible action on:
1.

Request for new positions from Transit (Dispatch Scheduler, Mechanic, Volunteer
and Rural Services Supervisor, Mobility Coordinator)
Alderman Shorr stated that this request is associated with the consolidation of
transportation services with Portage County. He added that creating these
positons in the City makes sense as part of the consolidation. If funding isn’t
available, the positons won’t be filled.
Alderperson Nebel asked when the new positions would take effect and has this
process be on-going for a while.
Director Lemke replied that the positons are part of the consolidated
transportation agreement between Portage County and the City of Stevens
Point. The positons would be filled 1/1/2018. There is anticipated to be some
transfer of employees/positions from County to City.
Director Lemke went on to explain that the desire is to maintain the same local
share and better leverage state and federal funding dollars to better serve the
residents of the City and Portage County.
Chairman Slowinski asked if the combination of services would save the City
budget money.
Director Lemke replied that it more of a situation where we are stronger
together.
Alderman Phillips questioned the comments relating to leveraging more state
and federal funds; he thought the City was always expected to pay 20% of the
cost.
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Director Lemke replied that 20% is the local share for capital expenditures. He
went on to say that on average, the City receives 57% state and federal funding
and the balance is local share. He explained that we can leverage better due
to the type of different streams either local or county services are eligible for.
Alderperson Johnson stated that she is on the oversight board for the ADRC
(Aging and Disability Resource Center) and this is a partnership between the City
and County and that different funding sources add to the variability.
Alderman Morrow asked how much of an increase to the budget would be
created by these positons.
Director Lemke stated that the goal is for these positions to be very close to
budget neutral and have the City and County’s contribution to these services
remain the same. If there would be a huge discrepancy, he would take another
look at the requested positions.
Alderperson Nebel moved to approve the request for new positions from Transit
(Dispatch Scheduler, Mechanic, Volunteer and Rural Services Supervisor, Mobility
Coordinator), Alderman Shorr seconded. Ayes all, nays none. Motion carried.
2.

Request for new position from Fire Department to create a part-time supported
employment position to be filled through Opportunity Development Centers
Chairman Slowinski stated this is an excellent idea and voiced his support of the
program.
Alderperson Dugan stated she was involved in this sort of employment program
as a teacher. She stated it’s a fine program and will be beneficial to the Fire
Department.
Motion by Chairman Slowinski, second by Alderperson Dugan to approve the
request for the part-time supported employment position to be filled through
Opportunity Development Centers. Ayes all, nays none. Motion carried.

3.

Adjournment – 6:12 p.m.
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CITY OF STEVENS POINT
BOARD OF PUBLIC WORKS MEETING
Monday, October 9, 2017
Lincoln Center – 1519 Water Street
Stevens Point, WI 54481

MINUTES
PRESENT: Chairperson Mayor Mike Wiza, Director of Public Works Scott Beduhn,
Comptroller/Treasurer (C/T) Corey Ladick and Tricia Church; Alderpersons: Tori Jennings(1st), Heidi
Oberstadt(4th), Jeremy Slowinski(6th), Mary Kneebone(7th) and Shaun Morrow(11th).
ALSO PRESENT:
DIRECTORS: Joel Lemke – Public Utilities & Transportation, Tom Schrader – Parks & Recreation and
Michael Ostrowski – Inspection & Development.
OTHER CITY STAFF MEMBERS: City Attorney Andrew Beveridge, Personnel Specialist Lisa Jakusz,
Asst. Fire Chief Joe Gemza, Police Chief Martin Skibba .
ALDERPERSONS: David Shorr(2nd), Cindy Nebel(3rd), Meleesa Johnson(5th), Cathy Dugan(8th), Mary
McComb(9th) and Mike Phillips(10th).
OTHERS PRESENT: Brandi Makuski – Stevens Point City Times, Cassie Lennox – Portage County
Gazette, Laurie Graboski and Ted Bauer – 1101 Wisconsin Street, Lindsay Worley – 1000 Division
Street, Mary Ann Laszewski – 1209 Wisconsin Street, Trevor Roark – 601 Washington Avenue,
Maureen Pogorzelski – 1809 Briggs Street, Armin Nebel – 1100 Phillips Street and Neil Prendergast –
1924 Plover Street.
Chairperson Mayor Wiza called the Board of Public Works meeting to order at 6:13 p.m. The
meeting was held on Monday, October 9, 2017 at the Lincoln Center located at 1519 Water Street
in Stevens Point.
1. Consideration and possible action to accept the Director’s Report and place it on file.
Director Beduhn stated that a lot of our projects are coming to an end.
Mayor Wiza reported that there will be a ribbon cutting ceremony for the Hoover Road overpass
on Monday, October 16 at 5:00 p.m. He added that there will be commemorative coins given to
the first 500 people or so.
Alderperson Jennings voiced her concerns with widening Fourth Avenue. She feels that typically
when you widen the pavement, it promotes faster traffic flow. Director Beduhn stated that would
only be a few hundred feet in front of Pisarski Funeral Home.
Alderperson Jennings reported to the public that there is a BPAC Meeting scheduled for
Wednesday, October 11 at 9:00 a.m. at city hall.
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Mayor Wiza expanded on the subject of Fourth Avenue since it is in his neck of the woods. He
stated that area gets so congested at times that two cars cannot pass. Also the funeral director is
in favor of this project. He does not feel there will be speed issues due to it being a four-way stop
intersection.
Alderperson Slowinski moved approval; seconded by Alderperson Oberstadt to approve the
Director’s Report and place it on file.
Cathy Dugan, District 8 Alderperson stated that she had previously asked that there be some
parking eliminated at the in front of Pisarski Funeral Home and the Co-op. She asked if Pisarski’s
would be giving up some of their sidewalk similar to what they have done by the Co-op; to which
Director Beduhn stated that is correct.
Meleesa Johnson, District 5 Alderperson asked what the operational meeting with AECOM and
other stakeholders for the Business 51 Project is about; to which Director Beduhn explained that it is
a meeting for the utilities.
Alderperson Johnson added that she would like to see the preliminary design before the final
design is final.
Director Beduhn clarified that he mistakenly entered the Business 51 and North Point Drive
intersection roundabout project under the historic Business 51 Project. The operational meeting
with AECOM is for the design concept for the North Point Drive and Business 51 roundabout.
Trevor Roark, 601 Washington Avenue asked why BPAC was not brought into the Fourth Avenue
and Second Street Intersection Project for review and asked if it was too late. He explained why
he feels widening this intersection will only worsen the safety issues. He hopes that an alternative
will be considered.
Mike O’Meara, 1801 Clark Street stated his concern at the Fourth Avenue and Second Street
intersection is losing space for storing snow. It would be another area that snow would have to be
picked in a timely manner.
Cindy Nebel, District 3 Alderperson asked why we are not just eliminating parking spaces as
Alderperson Dugan mentioned. She feels the problem is that motorists are unable to see bicyclists
and pedestrians around the cars that are parked right up to the very corner of that intersection.
She does not feel that widening the intersection without eliminating some parking will help the
safety issues.
Alderperson Nebel added that she also has a few constituents asking what the plans are for
placing parking kiosks in the downtown and other areas.
Cathy Dugan, District 8 Alderperson also asked how we plan to accommodate sidewalks in her
district in the areas where the swales were added because some of those areas are in the safe
routes to school areas.
Martin Skibba, Police Chief pointed out that the Fourth Avenue and North Point Drive Intersection
mentioned is actually a commercial intersection and not residential.
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Mary Ann Laszewski, 1209 Wisconsin Street voiced her concerns at Fourth Avenue and North Point
Drive intersection with putting foot traffic closer to the street then we already have. She asked if it
was ever brought forward to ask Pisarski Funeral Home to offer some parking for Co-op customers;
and if they have, if signs could be put in place to encourage that.
Ayes all; nays none; motion carried.
2. Discussion and possible action on prioritizing the completion of the Safe Routes to School Projects.
Alderperson Kneebone explained that she brought this item forward to address areas in her
district and to keep the discussions going. She stated that there are no sidewalks to or from
Bannock School as well as other streets in her district. She would like to discuss a way to prioritize
how we look at some of our projects.
Cathy Dugan, District 8 Alderperson commended Alderperson Kneebone for bringing this subject
forward. She stated that there is a lack of sidewalks around the Washington School area in her
district as well.
Trevor Roark, 601 Washington Avenue referenced a few of the recommendations in the BPAC
Plan.
Alderperson Slowinski referenced the PASER rating tool that we use for keeping up with the roads.
Mayor Wiza stated that there are a lot of things we need to have done in the city but the funds
and time is not there. It is up to the Council to determine where the priorities are.
Alderperson Kneebone asked if we could have the new GIS person do an inventory of the alleys
and streets and bring forward how much it would cost to get them into the system and be
prioritized.
C/T Ladick explained that sidewalks are special assessed back to the property owners so it is not
considered city money. It is also not considered in competition with other things in the capital
budget. If there is a neighborhood with the desire for sidewalks, they can have sidewalks but they
would be footing the bill. He also explained to the Council that they do not have control of
operating expenses but they are not restricted when it comes to the capital expenses. However,
if the Council decides they would like more money added to the capital budget, the balance
would be impacted on the property tax rate. We could decide to add addition money to the
capital budget to do a few other things but we need to come to terms with what that expense is.
Alderperson asked if the safe routes to school projects are solely sidewalks; to which Alderperson
Kneebone stated that the area in her district does not have sidewalks and the road itself is so bad
that it would be a major reconstruction project. Her question is how that get a balances over
Prentice Street or Business 51 or any of the other major streets.
Alderperson Jennings added that the safe route to schools involves sidewalks but also crosswalks
and accessibilities to schools. When we focus on PASER ratings we lose track of the economic
vitality that is created by having livable communities. She feels we are missing the point of what
we are trying to do in terms of creating a vision for a great community. She added that Portage
County Bicycle and Pedestrian already have a plan and unless we follow through with the plan
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that is already there, we will keep having these discussions. She feels that until we nail down
putting aside 1% of funding in the budget towards getting things done, we will keep having these
merry-go-round discussions.
Director Lemke asked everyone to also keep in mind that they are constructing swales where
there never were swales but should have been and in some cases in 60 foot right of ways. He
explained that when you plat a subdivision with a 60 foot right of way, it is because you know
there is not ever going to be sidewalks, curb and gutter or any other infrastructure. Also, the
subdivisions where the swales are being constructed are because there is no infrastructure for
storm sewer. If there were ever to be off street accommodations in these areas, it would have to
be when everything is reconstructed and the road off centered and sidewalk only on one side to
leave space for swales in order to keep the storm water onsite. He stated that as we look forward
into these things, it is not simply about if it would be better to have an accommodation on street
or off street to get from this point to that point but we have to also look at constraints with size too.
Meleesa Johnson, District 5 Alderperson pointed out that the main topic here is safe routes to
schools; which is a great plan that lists priorities. She echoed Alderperson Jennings by saying we
are really good at coming up with plans and then forgetting about them. She feels this is an
important plan and should be evaluated seriously. She added that maybe there should be a subcommittee such as BPAC to start a pecking order for these projects.
3. Discussion regarding the formation of a Community Area Network (CAN).
Director Lemke explained that in 2009 the city put in conduit and fiber infrastructure and since
then we have had the opportunity to work with several different parties and there were some
mutual beneficial partnerships that went on. What is happening across the state is that the
infrastructure that is put in place is being identified as a benefit to the community in a lot of
different ways. What he is proposing is to form an official community area network type
infrastructure and have the Utilities run it. In the next month or two there may be some
amendments or new ordinances coming forward to outline the structure and identify how places
can connect to our network. He further explained that this would not be to offer services; it would
only be for them to get from point A to point B. The recurring cost to do this would be what it
costs to be a member of that network.
Alderperson Slowinski reiterated that basically we have the infrastructure in the ground and we
are going to rent it or sell portions of it to different entities.
Mayor Wiza confirmed that we would not provide any services; we would just be the backbone
for those services as we are for our utilities.
Director Lemke further explained that creating the structure is not to give them the ability to get
on but to also develop a mechanism for them to connect. The cost would be at their expense
and it would be built to our specs because we would own it. That way everyone who puts
something in benefits by it as well as well as the next person who would be that much closer. The
costs would be to whoever is benefitting from it.
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4. Consideration and possible action to approve the installation of a street light along Phillips Street
between Main Street and College Avenue.
Cindy Nebel, District 3 Alderperson said she brought this item forward from about a year ago. She
explained that the section between Main Street and College Avenue is very dark and some
people have even said they do not feel comfortable going that way at night. She added that
there is a pole at this location that has been looked into and would be a simple task of putting an
LED light.
Alderperson Slowinski asked if the residents that would be directly affected are in favor of this; to
which Alderperson Nebel said all the people she spoke to were very encouraged about it.
Alderperson Jennings moved to approve the installation of a street light on Phillips Street as
discussed; seconded by Alderperson Oberstadt.
Ayes all; nays none; motion carried.
5. ADJOURNMENT: Chairperson Mayor Wiza adjourned the October 9, 2017 Board of Public Works
Meeting at 7:09 p.m.
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CITY OF STEVENS POINT
PUBLIC PROTECTION COMMITTEE
Monday, October 9, 2017 – 7:12 P.M.
Lincoln Center – 1519 Water Street
Present:
Also
Present:

Alderpersons: Oberstadt, Johnson, Dugan, McComb and Phillips
City Attorney Beveridge; Comptroller/Treasurer Ladick; City Clerk Moe;
Alderpersons Jennings, Nebel, Slowinski and Kneebone; Director Ostrowski;
Deputy C/T Freeberg; Laurie Bauer; Ted Bauer; Mary Ann Laszewski; Armin
Nebel; Neil Prendergast; Delores Borkenhagen; Trevor Roark; Paul Mirman;
Debbie Gilbert; Steve Laszinski; Fred Hopfensperger; Keaton Schultz; Travis
Haines; Pam Skaleski; Maureen Pogorzelski; Cassie Lennox – Gazette; Brandi
Makuski – City Times

1. Appeal of service charge for property maintenance violations:
A. 816 Second Street
Karl Halsey, Wittenberg, said he purchased this property after it had a fire. He said the
former tenants had left behind some of their property that was still salvageable but
since these were not his tenants he did not have contact information for them. Mr.
Halsey said he was told by the realtor not to touch the former tenant’s personal items.
Ald. Dugan asked when Mr. Halsey purchased the property.
Mr. Halsey said he purchased it in April. He said he eventually got the “ok” to remove
the furniture which he did. Mr. Halsey said he is currently working on fixing the property
up to better than it was before the fire.
Ald. Phillips moved, Ald. Johnson seconded, to deny the appeal.
Mr. Halsey asked for a reason why the appeal was denied.
Ald. Phillips said the City has an individual hired to take care of violations such as this
and if we approve this appeal, someone else will be here next month with another
excuse.
Ald. Johnson said she agrees with Ald. Phillips. She said the City has a process and the
process needs to be followed.
Call for the vote: Ayes, all; nays, none; motion carried.
2. License List:
A. New Operator’s (Bartender’s) Licenses.
B. Temporary Class “B” / “Class B” License (Picnic): St. Joseph’s Holy Name Society,
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i.

Create Portage County, 1039B Ellis Street, Stevens Point, for Spectral
Microcinema on December 7, 2017 at 1039B Ellis Street. Licensed operator on
premise: Greg Wright. (Beer only)
ii. Create Portage County, 1039B Ellis Street, Stevens Point, for Cheers to the
Holidays/Business After Hours on December 18, 2017 at 1039B Ellis Street.
Licensed operator on premise: Greg Wright. (Beer only)
3. Request to Hold Event/Street Closings:
A. Association of Downtown Businesses – Annual Christmas Parade on November
17, 2017 – Request for the street closure of the Downtown Square and a section of
Main Street.
B. YMCA – Frostbite Road Race and Winter Walk on December 2, 2017 with
partial/complete closure of sections of Second Street N and Fourth Avenue for
the first 20 minutes of the race.
Ald. Johnson moved, Ald. Dugan seconded, to approve the license list as presented
and requests to hold events/street closings.
Call for the vote: Ayes, all; nays, none; motion carried.
4. Ordinance Amendment – Public Peace and Offenses Against Public Policy –
Prohibiting the scattering of newspapers, advertising material (Subsection of 24.07 of
the RMC).
City Attorney Beveridge said this amendment would create a manner which people
could contact the publisher and say they do not want to receive the advertising
material, etc. He said the publisher would then have to take reasonable steps to stop
delivery to that particular house.
Ald. Johnson said she has a constituent that is very appreciative of this ordinance
amendment.
City Attorney Beveridge said this ordinance amendment is being presented to address
the issue, not to dish out punishment.
Steve Laszinski, 1100 Smith Street, emphasized that these materials need to be delivered
properly to the front or back door or porch. He said the bigger issue is that these
materials are being thrown on lawns and sidewalks.
Ald. Phillips moved, Ald. McComb seconded, to approve the Ordinance Amendment24.07 Scattering Prohibited.
Call for the vote: Ayes, all; nays, none; motion carried.
5. Ordinance Amendment – Building and Premises Maintenance and Occupancy –
Storage of garbage carts (Subsection 21.03(4) of the RMC).
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Ald. Nebel said the reason for this amendment is because the verbiage is not consistent
nor clear enough for people to know what is or is not acceptable.
Ald. Dugan said the interpretation of the ordinance is confusing.
Ald. McComb said the brochure and FAQ’s are different than what is stated in the
ordinance. She asked what the proposed ordinance added to the current ordinance.
Ald. Johnson said there is a lack of clarity in what the interpretation of the ordinance is
and how it is being enforced.
City Attorney Beveridge said this amendment clears up the placement of the carts and
closing the lids.
Ald. Dugan said she feels a drawing of what is acceptable would be helpful.
Ald. Johnson said the goal for the current ordinance was to promote recycling,
increase efficiency and create a neater look in our community.
Maureen Pogorzelski, 1809 Briggs Street, said this issue is addressed in two different
places in the ordinances and that is where the confusion lies.
Mary Ann Laszewski, 1209 Wisconsin Street, said that since the containers where
implemented there are many containers stored in public view. She said this problem is
occurring because large volume containers were delivered to every household and
residents claim the containers are too large to fit into their garages. Ms. Laszewski
suggested enclosing the containers that are stored outside with surrounds or screenings.
Fred Hopfensperger, 1924 W River Dr., said he does not think the garbage containers
are ugly; however, he does have a problem when the containers are left out at the
curb.
Travis Haines, 1317 College Ct, said he supports clarifying the discrepancy in the
ordinances but nothing further than that.
Ald. Nebel said the City needs consistency, clarity and structure so the ordinance can
be enforced.
Steve Laszinski, 1100 Smith St, asked what the root cause of the problem is.
Ald. Oberstadt said she is in favor of updating ordinances when it makes them clearer
but she is not sure this amendment is ready for approval.
Ald. Dugan agrees the amendment is not yet ready for approval.
Ald. McComb said the current ordinance with the addition of the exception clause
would be sufficient.
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Ald. Johnson said the current ordinance states recyclables and refuge shall not be
visible from the street and this is not strict enough so containers needs to be added to
this wording.
Ald. Phillips moved, Ald. Dugan seconded, to postpone this until next month’s Public
Protection Committee meeting and have a drawing submitted to the committee.
Call for the vote: Ayes, all; nays, none; motion carried.
6. Adjournment.
Adjournment at 8:16 p.m.
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ORDINANCE AMENDING THE REVISED MUNICIPAL CODE OF THE CITY OF
STEVENS POINT, WISCONSIN

The Common Council of the City of Stevens Point do ordain as follows:

SECTION I:

That Subsection 24.07, Scattering Prohibited, of the Revised Municipal
Code is hereby created to read as follows:

24.07

Scattering Prohibited
(a)
It is unlawful to deliver or cause to be delivered any advertising
matter, handbills, newspapers, or similar material to any premises where the
owner or occupant has informed the distributor, publisher, or person making
the deliveries that he or she does not desire to receive such materials. This
subsection does not apply to materials delivered via the United States Postal
Service. Any publisher or distributor so notified under this section shall
take reasonable means to prevent the continued delivery of the unwanted
materials to the premises in question. Any subsequent delivery of the
unwanted materials to said premises following such notification shall
constitute prima facie evidence that the publisher or distributor has failed to
take reasonable measures to prevent such unwanted delivery.

SECTION II:

24.07

That Subsection 24.27 Exhibit A, Schedule of Cash Deposits, of the Revised
Municipal Code is hereby amended to add the following:
Scattering .....................................................................................

SECTION III:

100.00

This ordinance shall take effect upon passage and publication, as provided
by law.

APPROVED:_________________________
Mike Wiza, Mayor

ATTEST:
Dated:
Approved:
Published:

_________________________
John Moe, City Clerk

September 21, 2017
October 16, 2017
October 20, 2017
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FINANCE COMMITTEE
OCTOBER 9, 2017 AT 8:20 P.M.
LINCOLN CENTER – 1519 WATER STREET
PRESENT:
ALSO
PRESENT:

Ald. Phillips, Kneebone, Shorr, Johnson, and McComb
C/T Ladick; City Attorney Beveridge; City Clerk Moe; Directors Schrader, Lemke,
Ostrowski, Beduhn; Police Chief Skibba; Asst. Fire Chief Gemza, Ald. Slowinski, Morrow,
Oberstadt, Dugan, Jennings, Nebel; Deputy C/T Freeberg; Mary Ann Laszewski;
Cassie Lennox

ITEM #1 – OPTIONS FOR A CITY HALL FACILITY, INCLUDING LOCATION.
C/T Ladick reviewed what was included in the packet, which included a spreadsheet analyzing the
different options and pros and cons, the powerpoint presentation from the County’s architect analyzing
the County/City building, and a memo from Director Ostrowski explaining a proposed location on
Water St. He stated that staff is interested to know what questions the Council has and what else they
would like us to look at, so that the required information can be provided.
Ald. Shorr stated that we have been looking at this for quite some time, and more intensely in the past
few months. He said that in looking at this, the advantages of building new have become stronger and
stronger, especially considering the disruption of relocating multiple times, and the potential expenses
of the current County/City building.
Ald. Johnson asked about the County’s counterproposal to offer us all of the second floor. She asked
what the additional cost would be if we take over more of the building.
Director Ostrowski explained that the initial financial projections he used were based on only occupying
27% of the building, not 50%, and he also explained that he expects that the estimates he used for
remodeling costs are low. He said that the remodeling costs may be slightly less expensive than
constructing a new building, but not very much. He stated that there are concerns about potential
change orders, and timing is also a concern based on the amount of time it will take for the County’s
plan to be implemented.
Ald. Johnson noted that in the County’s capital budget there is only money for design but not money
for constructing a new Courthouse building.
Ald. Kneebone stated that she knows that the County is offering us additional space, but asked if there
would be an option for any additional space in the future.
Director Ostrowski stated that the County would need to relinquish space, or we would need to add on
to the existing building.
Ald. Morrow asked if the County has been in communication with the City about their plans.
Mayor Wiza stated that those conversations have been taking place for quite some time. They have
tossed around some ideas but have not come up with anything solid. He stated that we could make it
work but it wouldn’t be ideal. He stated that it is important that we remain in the downtown location so
that residents don’t have to travel too far if they go to the wrong building.
Mary Ann Laszewski asked if we have considered using the Weber building (1039 Ellis St.).
Mayor Wiza responded that we do not own the Weber building.
Ald. Dugan stated that she was surprised and pleased with what the County is offering. As an
environmentalist, reusing an existing building is the most sustainable. She stated that it is a good
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building, but needs to be renovated inside. She wondered if the County didn’t move more people in
the County/City building, would we have enough room to consider the option.
Ald. Slowinski stated that he wanted to look at all the options for staying downtown. He said that he is
concerned about staying in the current building, because Edgewater, an older building, has repairs
piling up, and is concerned that the County-City building could also have very expensive repairs. He
asked if we have looked into the Lullabye site.
Mayor Wiza stated that Lullabye is prime real estate, and the spot on Water St. is not in as desirable of a
location.
Director Ostrowski stated that the Water St. site really isn’t a prime riverfront site. It is next to an industrial
building, and does not directly front on the river. He also expressed concern with building on existing
downtown parking lots, as that may create parking issues.
Ald. Slowinski stated that he questions the Lullabye site being prime real estate since we have owned it
for a long time and haven’t been able to develop it.
Ald. Nebel stated that she agrees we need to look at other options downtown. She stated that she
doesn’t think the Water St. site has been a good spot for people. She would like to look at the parking
lot on 3rd and Water since it is big and there may be space for us.
Director Ostrowski stated that with the Water St. site, we would keep the tenant in the building, and will
make more from the lease revenue than from tax revenue. He stated that purchasing it allows us to
make a continuous parcel of City-owned land. He stated that we are acquiring the property at a good
value, and also acquiring a revenue stream with the tax revenue.
Ald. Jennings stated that she already expressed concerns about taking good riverfront property off of
the tax rolls. She stated she is concerned about how this project will be explained to constituents when
taxes go up. She is also concerned about constructing the building on the cheap. She stated that she
is worried that people will think that their taxes are going up just to pay for City Hall.
C/T Ladick stated that he agrees it will be more of a challenge to sell a new City Hall, but that it is
important for people to understand that there is not a cost-free option. Whatever we do, including the
status quo, will involve a significant expense. Therefore, if we can spend a similar amount of money and
get a new building that meets our needs for the long-term and has better efficiencies, that is a good
financial decision.
Ald. McComb said that she also has concerns about how the public would respond. She stated that
even if a new building would cost less, it would be perceived as being unnecessary and a waste of
taxpayer dollars. She stated that in the County/City building, she noticed that there is not a plan to use
the basement, and maybe we could take that space.
Ald. Shorr stated that making it about comparisons is a crucial point. While the Lullabye site may be
taking longer than we would like, we need to compare it to the Water St. The Lullabye site has more
potential as a development site, and if we build there it would also create more distance between us
and the County. He said he feels like we are straining to stay in the County/City building and then we
would lose flexibility. Also, in terms of comparisons, a new building would take several years, but the
option of staying in the County/City building would be much longer. Also, the disruption would be
greater with staying since we would have to move twice.
Ald. Jennings asked if there has been any discussion with the Post Office, since it would be a really
interesting combination of City Hall and Post Office.
Director Ostrowski stated that the Post Office building is privately owned, and he is not sure if the US
Postal Service would want to stay there if we buy it and construct a new building.
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Ald. Slowinski stated that we should consider still purchasing the Water St. site but using it for Edgewater
parking, which would free up space in the parking lot on 3rd and Water streets to build a new City Hall.
Mayor Wiza stated this is probably one of the biggest decisions that we will make. He would caution
against waiting to see what happens in a lot of cases, since new options will always come up. We need
to decide when we will take action. We also need to prioritize the different factors in making a
decision. It is up to the Council to decide what is important, and how they will make the decision.
ITEM #2 – PURCHASE OF 1466 WATER ST., 924 ARLINGTON, AND THE UNADDRESSED PROPERTY ON WATER
ST., PARCEL NUMBER 2408-32-2019-12.
C/T Ladick stated that we are still waiting for a recommendation from Plan Commission, but still wanted
to bring this forward.
Ald. Shorr stated it was clear that the Plan Commission needed more time since this was newer to them.
He wondered if input from them was necessary for their decision.
Ald. Phillips asked if we could make a motion to purchase contingent on a favorable Plan Commission
recommendation.
City Attorney Beveridge stated that we could but then the decision is up to the Plan Commission. He
stated a better option may be to schedule a Special Council meeting after Plan Commission.
Motion made by Ald. Shorr, seconded by Ald. Johnson, to recommend purchase of the properties on
Water St.
Ayes: All

Nays: None

Motion carried.

ITEM #3 – PROCURING ARCHITECTURAL AND ENGINEERING SERVICES RELATED TO THE POTENTIAL
CONSTRUCTION OF A NEW CITY HALL.
Director Ostrowski stated that when we started looking at this in 2013 we put out an RFP for services for
the conceptual design and layout. We wanted a firm with experience in municipal facilities. Eleven
proposals were reviewed and we chose Bray Architects. He asked if the Council wants us to continue
with Bray Architects or put out another RFP.
Ald. Shorr asked if the original study was linked with the broad issue of building new.
Director Ostrowski responded that Bray didn’t just look at the facility, but also how the different
departments interacted and which ones should be next to each other. If we changed companies we
would need the new one to get up to speed on how our operation functions.
Ald. Slowinski asked if it would be beneficial for us to just stay with Bray since they have already done
some work on this.
Director Ostrowski stated that he thinks it would, given the experience working with them and also their
experience in the municipal sector.
Ald. McComb asked if we would be regarded as showing favorites by selecting them.
Director Ostrowski that is always a risk, however we chose them through a competitive RFP process and
have established a good working relationship with them.
Motion made by Ald. Johnson, seconded by Ald. Kneebone, to proceed with Bray Architectural and
Engineering Services related to the potential construction of a new City Hall.
Ayes: All

Nays: None

Motion carried.
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***Took 5 minute recess, reconvening at 9:53 p.m.***
ITEM #4 – PUBLIC COMMENTS ON, AND CONSIDERATION OF, THE PROPOSED 2018 CAPITAL BUDGET.
Ald. Johnson asked about the $750,000 for road surface improvements, and if there is a list of what
projects that would cover, because she would like to see something done with Miller Ct.
Director Beduhn answered that they don’t have a list set currently, but that is something they are
working on putting together.
Ald. Johnson noticed that there is no money currently budgeted for purchasing additional parking
kiosks, and wondered if there is a plan to purchase additional kiosks.
Mayor Wiza confirmed that at this point there is not money in the capital budget or capital plan for
additional parking kiosks.
Ald. Phillips asked why the request to reroof a building at Zenoff Park was withdrawn.
Director Schrader stated that they found the cap of the shingles just needs to be replaced, not the
whole roof, so they will take care of that with their operating budget.
Ald. Phillips asked about $20,000 budgeted for a strategic plan.
Mayor Wiza responded that this was a request from Ald. Johnson.
Ald. Johnson stated that a comprehensive plan is very broad and is effective for many years. A
strategic plan is for 3-8 years and is more actionable. It should include a mission and vision statement
and actionable strategic goals.
Ald. Phillips stated it looks like another layer of government, and asked for an example of how this would
benefit the City.
Ald. Johnson responded that, as an example, one of the goals for Marathon County Solid Waste is to
make landfill disposal affordable and convenient. So, whatever they do, they have to decide if it is
aligned with that strategic goal, so it provides guidance to staff and the department on what goals
they should be working towards.
Ald. Shorr stated that he sometimes feels that the Council is sort of making decisions when issues pop up
rather than really having a framework. The goal should be to have a framework that we can make
reference to and help guide our decision making.
Ald. McComb stated that this is a medium term plan and that it is philosophical but then we can start
turning philosophy into actions.
Ald. Kneebone stated that this would be helpful for setting priorities and setting a roadmap for the
future.
Ald. Phillips asked about the lawnmowers that are being purchased for the Parks Department.
Director Schrader stated that we are replacing mowers that have a 5-7 year useful life, and they are
almost 10 years old.
C/T Ladick noted that one open item is facilities needs (City Hall).
Ald. Phillips suggested that we should do that now, and add some money for City Hall.
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Director Ostrowski suggested that $6 million would be an appropriate number to add for 2018.
Motion made by Ald. Johnson, seconded by Ald. Shorr, to approve the proposed 2018 Capital budget
with the addition of $6 million added for the new City Hall.
Ayes: All

Nays: None

Motion carried.

ITEM #5 – PURCHASE OF A GARBAGE TRUCK ON BEHALF OF THE MCDILL LAKE DISTRICT.
C/T Ladick stated that this is a request from the McDill Lake District, as they are looking to purchase a
garbage truck in order to compress and haul aquatic weeds, and although they can borrow the
money on their own, the City can get a better rate and the Lake District could simply make the
payments to us.
Motion made by Ald. Shorr, seconded by Ald. Johnson
Ald. Jennings stated that this is baffling. She asked what kind of entities can use the City to get a better
interest rate.
C/T Ladick stated that the Lake District is a political subdivision so they are a local unit of government.
Ald. Jennings asked if it is within the City.
C/T Ladick explained that the district includes properties in the City as well as the Village of Whiting, and
that the City has cooperated with the Lake District in taking care of McDill Pond on items such as the
weed harvestor.
Ald. Jennings stated it is interesting that the City is spending this much money maintaining a pond which
is not really a pond.
Ald. Slowsinki stated that those are still City residents on McDill Pond who enjoy that body of water.
Ayes: All

Nays: None

Motion carried.

ITEM #6 – ESTABLISHMENT OF AN ENTERPRISE FUND FOR PARKING REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES.
C/T Ladick stated that this is related to governmental accounting practices. With the new kiosks, there
are new revenues and expenses, and we don’t want to throw off the operating budget of one of our
departments as a result of this extra activity. With the separate fund, we are not comingling parking
revenues and expenses with the general operating budget. This way we can get a clear picture of
what the parking program is making, and the fund could also provide for the capital replacement of
the kiosks.
Ald. Shorr stated that if he understands correctly we need to do this in order to stay in line with the plan
for the kiosks.
C/T Ladick stated that it was a recommendation of the parking study.
Ald. Johnson asked if this would limit the use of these funds, such as for improvements around the
university.
C/T Ladick responded that he doesn’t believe it to be a significant limitation, especially if there is some
sort of connection between the expenses and revenues, such as keeping it to projects in the university
area.
Motion made by Ald. Shorr, seconded by Ald. McComb
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Ayes: All

Nays: None

Motion carried.

ITEM #7 – APPROVAL OF CLAIMS PAID.
The claims were discussed.
Motion made by Ald. Johnson, seconded by Ald. Kneebone, to approve the claims paid in the amount
of $1,253,285.83.
Ayes: All

Nays: None

Motion carried.

ITEM #8 – ADJOURN INTO CLOSED SESSION (APPROXIMATELY 7:30 P.M.) PURSUANT TO WISCONSIN
STATUTES 19.85(1)(E) (DELIBERATING OR NEGOTIATING THE PURCHASING OF PUBLIC PROPERTIES, THE
INVESTING OF PUBLIC FUNDS, OR CONDUCTING OTHER SPECIFIED PUBLIC BUSINESS, WHENEVER
COMPETITIVE OR BARGAINING REASONS REQUIRE A CLOSED SESSION) ON THE FOLLOWING: A.
NEGOTIATING THE TERMS OF A DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT FOR A PROPERTY WITHIN TAX INCREMENTAL
FINANCING DISTRICT 9 (EAST PARK COMMERCE CENTER TID).
Motion made by Ald. McComb, seconded by Ald. Johnson, to adjourn into closed session at 10:36 p.m.
Roll call: Ald. Johnson, Kneebone, McComb, Shorr and Phillips
Motion carried.

Nays: None

Adjournment at 11:24 p.m.
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2018-2022 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS - INITIAL REQUESTS VS. FINAL BUDGET RECOMMENDATIONS

October 10, 2017
2018
INITIAL CAPITAL
BUDGET REQUESTS
General
General
General
General
General
IT
IT
IT
IT
IT
IT
IT
IT
Airport
Airport
Airport
Airport
Transit
Transit
Transit
DPW - Streets
DPW - Bike Lanes
DPW - Engineering
DPW - Engineering
DPW - Engineering
DPW - Engineering
DPW - Engineering
DPW - Engineering
DPW - Engineering
DPW - Engineering
DPW - Engineering
DPW - Engineering
DPW - Streets
DPW - Streets
DPW - Streets
DPW - Streets
DPW - Streets
DPW - Streets
DPW - Streets
DPW - Streets
DPW - Streets
DPW - Streets
DPW Fleet - Fire
DPW Fleet - Fire
DPW Fleet - Fire
DPW Fleet - Police
DPW Fleet - Police
DPW Fleet - Police
DPW Fleet- Streets
DPW Fleet- Streets
DPW Fleet- Streets
DPW Fleet- Streets
DPW Fleet - Streets
Fire
Fire
Fire - Station #1
Fire
Fire
Fire
Fire
Parks - Willett Arena

Courthouse Remodel Project (City Portion 27%)
Building Maintenance - General
Switches for Phone/Data Infrastructure
Strategic Plan
New City Hall
Gigabit Switches for Data Backup & Recovery
PC's for SPFD & to Replace Old Machines Over 10+ Years
Server Rack for Disaster Recovery Site
Battery Backup for Disaster Recovery Site
SAN for Server Backup Storage
Printers to Replace Printers Over 15+ Years
IP Phones
Cisco Call/Manager/Unity Servers
Pavement Maintenance
10 T-Hanger Development
Operations Hanger Maintenance
Operations Improvements (fueling system, windcone)
Bus Purchases (2018 - Local Share $141,000)
Replacement of Bus Cameras
Bus Purchases (2018 - Local Share $92,000)
E.M. Copps Drive Trail Extension (419)
TAP Grant - Bicycle Lane (local Share)
Aerial Imagery
Portable Changeable Message Board
Traffic Signal Equipment
Control Cabinet Replacement (2)
Traffic Signal Controller
Camera Loop Detection
Recable Intersection
Re-Time Signalized Intersections (Centerpoint Corridor)
Conflict Monitor Tester (Diag. Mach.)
Led Fixtures - Street Lights
Multi-space Parking Meters
Road Surface Improvements
Fifth Avenue
Reserve Street
Isadore Street
Whiting Avenue
Business 51: Reconstruct
Grader
Stanley St Improvements
Sand Shed - Replace Roof
Fire Engine
Fire Ladder Truck - LaFrance 2000
Deputy Chief SUV 4X4
Detective and Undercover Vehicles (Sprinter Van)
Police Squads (Black & White) - 6
Command Post Trailer
3/4 Ton Pickup: Snowplowing Sidewalks
Gas Powered Pavement Saw
1-Ton Utility Trucks (3)
Bucket Truck
Patrol Trucks
Turnout Gear (Boots, Helmets, Gloves & Hoods)
General Fire Equipment - Hose Tester & Gear Dryer
Remodel - Station #1 (Kitchen)
Keyless Fob System - Stations #1 & 2
Plymovent - Update Existing-Station 1 & 2
Physical Fitness Equipment
Platform Plover Fire Dept (City Share)
Replace Dehumidifier Wheel

PRIORITIZ

CITY OF STEVENS POINT

270,000.00
50,000.00
15,000.00 IT - 1

10,000.00
10,000.00
5,000.00
6,000.00
10,000.00
10,000.00

IT - 1
IT - 2
IT - 1
IT - 1
IT - 1
IT - 2

5,000.00 AP - 2
260,000.00 AP - 1

2018
FINAL BUDGET
RECOMMENDATIONS NOTE
Removed
50,000.00
15,000.00
20,000.00 New Request
6,000,000.00 New Request
10,000.00
10,000.00
5,000.00
6,000.00
10,000.00
10,000.00

2019
BUDGET
PROJECTED

2020
BUDGET
PROJECTED

2021
BUDGET
PROJECTED

2022
BUDGET
PROJECTED

50,000.00

50,000.00

50,000.00

50,000.00

10,000.00
15,000.00

35,000.00

35,000.00

5,000.00

5,000.00

60,000.00
40,000.00
5,000.00

5,000.00
260,000.00

70,000.00
55,000.00
141,000.00 TRN - 1
55,000.00 TRN - 2

81,000.00 Reduced $60,000 to actual expected need
55,000.00
92,000.00

92,000.00

84,300.00
?
?
D
10
13,000.00
44,000.00 D - 7

8,000.00 D - 11
42,000.00 D - 6
45,000.00 D - 9
15,000.00 D - 16
87,000.00 D - 15

13,000.00
44,000.00

13,500.00
18,000.00
5,000.00

18,500.00

18,500.00

40,000.00

40,000.00

40,000.00

800,000.00
1,250,000.00

900,000.00

1,000,000.00

Removed
42,000.00
45,000.00
Removed
Removed

750,000.00

D-4

750,000.00

1,000,000.00

D-3

1,000,000.00

500,000.00

650,000.00
700,000.00
3,500,000.00
255,000.00

670,000.00

D-1

60,000.00 New Request
35,000.00 New Request
670,000.00
1,000,000.00

36,000.00 D - 13

36,000.00
185,000.00

285,000.00

D-2

285,000.00

185,000.00
310,000.00

20,200.00
33,000.00
5,000.00
135,000.00
130,000.00
1,100,000.00
20,000.00
23,000.00
52,500.00
7,500.00
43,000.00

D - 14
D - 17
D-8
D - 12
D-5
FIRE - ?
FIRE - ?
FIRE-2A
FIRE-2B
FIRE-1

Removed
Removed
100,000.00 Decreased $35,000
130,000.00
1,000,000.00 Decreased $100,000
20,000.00
23,000.00
45,000.00 Decrease $7500, Removed Carpet Bunkroom
7,500.00
25,000.00 Decrease $18,000, Removed Chief's & Car 4 Bay

130,000.00
900,000.00
20,000.00
15,000.00

915,000.00
20,000.00

20,000.00

20,000.00

10,000.00
500,000.00
12,000.00
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Parks - Willett Arena
Parks - Willett Arena
Parks - Willett Arena
Parks - Bukolt
Parks - Bukolt
Parks - General
Parks - General
Parks - General
Parks - General
Parks - General
Parks - General
Parks - General
Parks - Goerke Park
Parks - Hein Park
Parks - Iverson Park
Parks - Iverson Park
Parks - Parkwood Park
Parks - Pfiffner Park
Parks - Pfiffner Park
Parks - Pool
Parks - Pool
Parks - Pool
Parks - Pool
Parks - Pool
Parks - Pool
Parks - Pool
Parks - Slomann
Parks - Zenoff
Parks - Zenoff
Parks - Zenoff
Police
Police
Police
Police
Police
Police
Police
Police
Police
Police
Police
Police
Police
Police
Police
Police
Police

Recoat Roof
Replace Arena Concrete Floor/Boards Glass
Replace Rubber Flooring in Areas
Playground Equipment
Tuck Point Bathouse
Grapple Hook
Tractor - Large (NN)
Mower (SP8/2007)
Mower (SP13/2008)
Carpet Replacement (Rec Center)
Broadcast Spreader (Lely)
Split Seeder
Tennis Courts Resurface
Playground Equipment
Playground Equipment
Restrooms (replace)
Playground Equipment
Playground Equipment
Replace Irrigation
Chemical Feeder - Main Pool
Replace Pool Drain/Wall Covers
Replace Deck Chairs
Replaster Water Slide and Wading Pool
Replaster Main Pool
Replace Diving Boards
Water Heater Replacemnt
Playgound Equipment
Replace Siding - Concession
Re-roof Pressboxes
Re-roof Shelter
Office Equipment - Printer,Copier & Divider Walls
Replace Video Equipment
Vehicle Radio Purchases
Radio Upgrades
VRS Vehicle Repeater System
Portable Radio Equipment
Traffic Enforcement Equipment
Swat Equipment - 2 Shields
Radar Sign/Trailer
Investigative Equipment
Incident Negotiator Response System
Firing Range
Computer Forensic Equipment
Gas Masks
Tasers
Vehicle Camera System/Body Camera System
Armory (Tactical Lights)

OFFSET OF PREV UNSPENT CAPITAL FUNDS/BORROWING COSTS
STORMWATER PARTIAL OFFSET (STREET SWEEPER)
APPLICATION OF FUND BALANCE/ROOM TAX (202)
APPLICATION OF FUND BALANCE/HWY 10 (406)
APPLICATION OF FUND BALANCE/TID 9 (419)

75,000.00
1,750,000.00
75,000.00
60,000.00
5,000.00
19,500.00
47,500.00
22,000.00
60,500.00

PRK - 8
PRK-12
PRK-7
PRK-6
PRK-3

5,000.00
19,500.00
47,500.00
22,000.00
60,500.00

5,600.00 PRK-9
2,600.00 PRK-14

5,600.00
2,600.00

35,000.00

25,000.00
60,000.00
60,000.00
175,000.00
60,000.00
75,000.00 PRK-11
45,000.00 PRK-4

Moved to 2019

75,000.00

45,000.00
7,500.00
14,000.00

6,000.00 PRK-13

6,000.00
50,000.00
130,000.00
8,000.00

PRK - 2

32,000.00 New Request
60,000.00

9,000.00 PRK - 5
7,000.00 PRK - 1

9,000.00
7,000.00

11,000.00

Request Withdrawn
4,500.00
45,000.00

15,000.00 POL-3

45,000.00
(2024) 130,000

15,000.00
30,000.00
20,000.00

190,000.00
5,000.00 POL-5
32,000.00 POL-2
5,000.00 POL-6

Removed

5,000.00

32,000.00
Removed
2,500.00
25,000.00

7,000.00 POL-7

7,000.00

11,000.00 POL-4
60,000.00 POL-1

11,000.00
60,000.00

10,000.00
15,000.00
11,000.00
35,000.00

5,841,700.00

11,254,200.00

5,841,700.00

11,254,200.00

(85,000.00)
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

(2,085,000.00)
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

5,756,700.00

9,169,200.00

6,658,000.00

6,658,000.00
0.00
0.00
(300,000.00)
0.00
0.00
6,358,000.00

4,559,500.00

4,559,500.00
0.00
0.00
(150,000.00)
0.00
0.00
4,409,500.00

35,000.00

2,473,000.00

4,316,000.00

2,473,000.00

4,316,000.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00
0.00

2,473,000.00

4,316,000.00
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Mike Wiza
Mayor

City of Stevens Point
1515 Strongs Avenue
Stevens Point, WI 54481-3594

mwiza@stevenspoint.com

Fax: 715-346-1530

715-346-1570

October 6, 2017

Members of the Common Council
Stevens Point, Wisconsin
The following appointment is recommended for your consideration.
Board of Water and Sewage Commissioners
Reappoint Carl Rasmussen- 3136 Dan' s Drive - Expires 9/30/2022
Your confirmation of this appointment would be appreciated.

Mike Wiza
Mayor
City of Stevens Point
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stevenspoint.com

City of Stevens Point
1515 Strongs Avenue
Stevens Point, WI 54481

Public Works
Engineering Department:
Phone: 715-346-1561
Fax:
715-346-1650
Streets Department:
Phone: 715-346-1537
Fax:
715-346-1687

October 5, 2017

To:

Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Committee (BPAC)

From:

Scott Beduhn, Director of Public Works and TAP Grant Selection Committee
Chair

Re:

TAP Grant Design Services Consultant Selection Committee
Recommendation

Consultant selection for design services for the TAP grant is required to be completed
using a Quality Based Selection (QBS) process. The QBS process entails the
organization of a selection committee which is tasked to evaluate Statements of
Qualification (SOQ) from prospective engineering firms. As per the Sponsor’s Guide to
Non-Traditional Transportation Project Implementation, the Consultant is to be
selected “based on their qualification and approach to the project.” Cost is not a
consideration in the QBS process.
A Request for Qualification (RFQ) was sent to the Wisconsin Department of
Transportation’s (WISDOT) roster of approved engineering firms. A total of ten SOQs
were received in response to the RFQ. SOQs were received from the following firms:
1. SEH
2. Becher Hoppe
3. KL Engineering
4. Robert E. Lee
5. Jewell
6. Corre
7. Toole
8. Ayers
9. AECOM
10. Gremmer
The selection committee was made up of a combination of BPAC members and City
staff. Diversity of the selection committee members helps to ensure an objective and
unbiased evaluation. The five person committee was made up of the following
members:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

Trevor Roark, BPAC
Bill Fehrenbach, BPAC
Kyle Kearns, Community Development
Joe Skibinski, Engineering Tech
Scott Beduhn, Director of Public Works
s t e v e n s p o i n t . c o m
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Attachment 1 is a summary of consultant rankings by committee member and the
overall rank based upon the rank sum (the sum of the individual member ranking) for
each consultant. In the case of a tie, the tie breaker was given to the firm with the
highest Methodology (Project Approach) score.
Based upon the overall rankings by individual members, the top five ranked firms were:
1.
2.
3.
4.
5.

SEH
Toole
KL Engineering
AECOM
Becher Hoppe

As you can see on the enclosed ranking summary, both SEH and Toole have the same
total rank value. Differentiating between the two firms, SEH was ranked number 1 by
three evaluators and Toole by two evaluators. SEH also received more total
Methodology points. When the committee was polled on the selection of a
consultant based upon the rankings or if it was felt there was a need to interview firms,
the results were three votes to recommend SEH and two votes to proceed with
interviews.
Therefore, by a vote of 3-2, the selection committee has identified SEH for your
consideration as the recommended firm for consultant design services. The final
recommendation to Common Council now resides with you as members of BPAC. The
top ranked firms have all demonstrated the necessary qualifications. Selection of any
of the top ranked consultants would very likely result in a successful project. It is your
prerogative to accept the above recommendation or make a selection from any of
the top rated firms that you feel is most qualified to provide design services and whose
services would be most advantages to the City in the completion of this project. With
reasonable explanation, a selection of any of the top ranked firms should be
acceptable to the State of Wisconsin, which must approve the selection before the
City can enter into contract negotiations.
I present this information to you to assist you in your decision. I would also ask that all
members of the selection committee be in attendance at the BPAC meeting of
October 11th to provide comments on the evaluation and consultant rankings as well
as to respond to any questions that may aid you in your final selection.
I wish you the best of luck in your decision and thank you for the opportunity to have
participated in the selection process. Please do not hesitate to contact me if you
should have any questions and I look forward to meeting with you on October 11th.
Thank you.
Enclosure: As Noted
Cc:

Kyle Kearns, Community Development
Joe Skibinski, Engineering

I:\Beduhn\TAP\TAP Grant Design Consultant Recommendation.doc
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Attachment 1
Stevens Point TAP Grant Evaluation (2017) ‐ SOQ for Design Services
Evaluation of Consultant Proposals
Evaluator Ranking

EVALUATOR
Bill Fehrenbach
Trevor Roark
Kyle Kearns
Joe Skibinski
Scott Beduhn
EVALUATOR RANK SUMMARY
RANK (TOP 5)

Points for Methodology

CONSULTANTS
KL Eng. Robert E. Lee Jewell
Corre

SEH

Becher Hoppe

Toole

Ayres

5

7

3

10

9

3

7

2

10

1

5

2

1

4

1

AECOM Gremmer

8

1

6

2

4

8

6

1

5

4

9

8

9

6

3

7

4

10

6

9

10

7

3

8

5

2

5

2

8

9

6

3

7

4

10

11
1

28
5

15
3

45

45

33

11
2

33

19
4

35

111

97

106

85

88

95

109

95

100

93

101

