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Landmarks Commission 
Agenda 

July 20, 2026 
 
 
PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that there will be a meeting of the City of Eau Claire Landmarks 
Commission on Monday, July 20, 2026 at 5:00 p.m. in the North Conference Room at City Hall, 
203 S. Farwell Street, Eau Claire, Wisconsin.   
 
The following items will be on the agenda: 
 
1. Call to order 

 
2. Roll Call 

 
3. Open public comment period for items that do not appear on this agenda. 
 
4. Approval of 6/15/26 Minutes 
 
5. Certificate of Appropriateness – 403 3rd Avenue 
 
6. Discussion – Commissioner Gyorfi’s Landmark Properties Videos 
 
7. Future agenda items and announcements  

 
8. Adjournment 
 
 
In order to accommodate the participation of individuals with special needs at this meeting, the City will provide 
the services of a sign language interpreter or make other reasonable accommodations on request.  To make such a 
request, please notify the City at 715-839-4902 at least two days prior to the meeting. 
 

 

 
_________________ 
Peter Baumgartner 
Associate Planner 
 
c:  News Media 
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Landmarks Commission 
Minutes 

June 15, 2026 
 
 
Members Present: Raivo Balciunas, Aaron Brewster, Robert Gough, John Gyorfi 
 
Members Absent: Megan Beer-Pemberton, Dave Barnes, Bob Tollefson 
  
Staff Present:  Peter Baumgartner 
 
The following items were on the agenda: 
 
1. Call to order 

Chair Balciunas called the meeting to order at 5:01 p.m.   
 

2. Roll call  
 Roll was taken and a quorum was present.  
 
3. Open public comment period for items that do not appear on this agenda. 

None. 
  
4. Approval of the 5/18/26 Minutes 

Motion by Commissioner Gough to approve the Landmarks Commission minutes, seconded 
by Commissioner Brewster, and approved unanimously. 

 
5. Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) – 620 3rd Avenue 

Baumgartner went over the application, noting the significance of the structure and that the 
applicant was requesting two modifications, the replacement of the windows and the 
installation of the meter bank on the structure.  He noted specifically that the standards for 
windows are only recommendations, and that the meters have to meet both the district 
standards and the screening standards from the ordinance. 
 
Ed Garlick, owner, spoke on behalf of the item, noting the insurance requirements, Xcel’s 
requirements, and clarified that they were going to be filling in the existing 3’ window well 
up to grade and blocking in two of the three windows, leaving only the window that is 
closest to the proposed meter bank. 
 
Commissioners asked clarifying questions for the proposed windows, the location of the 
meter bank, if it could be flipped horizontally, and how the backboard installation would 
work with the existing siding. 
 
Garlick mentioned that Xcel said that they cannot paint them, calling it trespassing. 
Baumgartner stated that the zoning code does have the authority to affect the location and 
screening of the meters and that painting the meters could be required.  
 
The discussion then moved toward screening it, with Garlick noting that it cannot fully be 
enclosed due to access and clearance requirements. 

 
Motion to approve the Certificate of Appropriateness was made by Commissioner Brewster 
with the conditions that the meters are screened, that any replacement windows are 
awning style windows, and that they reuse any of the existing block from the windows on a  
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screening wall if available. The motion was seconded by Commissioner Gough and approved 
unanimously by the commissioners present. 

 
6. Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) – 244 Lake Street 

Baumgartner gave a quick overview of the application, noting its historic provenance and 
that this application was largely the same as the previous one.  
 
Ed Garlick, owner, noted that installing shrubs or a fence in front of the meter would not be 
practical due to there being no space between the existing parking lot and the structure. He 
also reiterated that Xcel said that he was not allowed to paint the meters. The 
commissioners noted that it was already somewhat screened from the neighboring property 
by the existing fence.  
 
Garlick also noted that they will be replacing the existing aluminum siding and some of the 
windows. While discussing it, Baumgartner noted that windows that are replaced in kind do 
not normally need CoA’s but residing does. 
 
The Commission and the applicant then discussed some of the specific details on the 
electrical replacement work being done. 

 
With no further discussion, a motion was made by Commissioner Brewster to approve the 
COA with no conditions, seconded by Commissioner Gough, and approved unanimously. 

 
 

7. Certificate of Appropriateness (COA) – 1302 Lake Street 
Baumgartner went over the application, noting that this was also the same request as the 
previous application with the difference being that this was on a façade that was pointed 
toward the street. He concluded that this application has the same recommended condition 
to paint the meters. 
 
Ed Garlick, owner, noted that the shrubs in front of the meter on the aerial were removed to 
accommodate Xcel’s preference that they have a hard surface to work on. He also reiterated 
that Xcel said that he was not allowed to paint the meters.  
 
During the discussion between the property owner, the Landmarks Commission, and staff, it 
was noted that while it is technically street fronting, the meters are not fronting State 
Street, the property owner noted his preference for reinstalling shrubs or a fence, rather 
than having to paint it; and that the meters were already going to be grey like the house. 
 
Motion to approve by Commissioner Gough with staff recommendations to paint the meters 
if possible. No second, motion fails. 
 
Motion by Commissioner Brewster to approve with either screening shrubs or a fence, 
second by Commissioner Gyorfi, approved unanimously. 

 
8. Presentation on Forest Hill Cemetery National Register Nomination 

Gail Klein, the consultant with the Archaeological Research Laboratory Center at the 
University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee presented her research and findings on Forest Hill 
Cemetery, calling out things such as the already landmarked Putnam Memorial Chapel, the 
landscape and various columbarium’s. 
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Some discussion was had around 7-Bumps Hill being excluded from the plan. Baumgartner 
noted that staff directed the consultant to exclude that area to keep it within the same 
boundary as the locally designated area and to also prevent it from impacting the Plank Hill 
Master Plan. Klein had suggested that some more language could be added to her report to 
further enhance the recreational aspect of the cemetery and its mention of 7-Bumps, but it 
would be challenging to both mention its importance and exclude it from the landmarked 
area. It was also asked about the next steps. Klein responded that it would be sent to the 
State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) for review as soon as it is approved by the 
Landmarks Commission or staff. From there, SHPO would provide comments on the 
application and make a recommendation to the National Parks Service, which would make 
the final decision.  
 
With no further discussion, a motion to approve the sending of the nomination to SHPO was 
made by Commissioner Gough, second by Commissioner Brewster. The motion was 
approved unanimously by the commissioners present.  
 

9. Future agenda items and announcements  
I. Future Agenda Items: 

a. Gyorfi’s videos 
b. More possible COAs 

 
10. Adjournment 

Chair Balciunas called for adjournment of the meeting at 6:36 p.m.  
 
Submitted by, 
 
 
Robert Gough, Secretary 



 

 
LANDMARKS STAFF REPORT 

 

 
 
TO: Landmarks Commission MEETING DATE: 

LANDMARKS COMMISSION:  7/20/26, 5:00 p.m. 
 

FROM: City of Eau Claire Community Development Department 
 
  
 

AGENDA ITEM:      Certificate of Appropriateness for lead abatement at 403 3rd Avenue. 

APPLICANT:     Jordan Blood, Lead Safe Homes Department (Department of Health Services) 

PROPERTY OWNER:    Naomi Hobbs 

SURROUNDING LAND USE: North: Residential 
 East: Residential 
 South: Residential 
 West: Randall Park 

LANDMARK DISTRICT: Randall Park Local Historic District 
 
STRUCTURE CLASSIFICATION: Locally Landmarked & Pivotal 
 
OVERVIEW 
The house located at 403 3rd Avenue, also known as “First Congregational Church Parsonage”, 
was built in 1915 as the parsonage for First Congregational Church. It is listed as a ‘pivotal’ 
structure in the Randall Park Local Historic District Plan (RPLHLDP). The SHPO’s website notes 
that it was designed by Purcell and Elmslie out of Minneapolis in the Prairie School style and it 
is an example of their work on small, inexpensive homes. In 1945, a second gable was added 
that was noted as being sympathetic to the form of the structure, which allowed it to be 
considered pivotal to the RPLHLDP. Following issues with lead on the property, the applicant, 
through the Lead Safe Homes Program, is working to eliminate lead contamination and as a 
result is proposing a series of changes. 
 
Attached to this report is the application, the applicant’s description of the work and some 
pictures of the existing structure.   
 
ANALYSIS 
In the applicant’s application, they call out multiple elements of the façade that had been 
painted with lead paint that they are seeking to modify to remove the contamination including 
the brown, green, and cream painted components on porches; the brown trim/fascia around 
exterior of dwelling and much of the windows and doors. Also called out is the replacement of 
screen windows, actual windows, doors, screen doors, and potentially some of the posts 
around the exterior of the porches. Of all of that work, only the potential replacement porch 

https://www.eauclairewi.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/37864/637757786918570000
https://www.wisconsinhistory.org/record/property/HI29226/403-3rd-ave
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columns trigger a need for a certificate of appropriateness under Appendix E. of the RPLHLDP 
which lays out what kinds of work requires a Certificate of Occupancy. Everything else is work 
that the RPLHLDP only provides recommendations on.  
 
Starting with the recommendations from the RPLHLDP, anything painted is generally 
recommended under Section V.R. to be sensitive to and compatible with the design of the 
structure and the era it was built in. The replacement of exterior doors is not commented on at 
all, but under V.G. the openings should not change size or location on the structure. If 
replacement of the opening is necessary, it is recommended that it be done with the same or 
similar materials to what was used in the original construction of the house. The replacement 
of windows, storms, screens, and, storm doors all fall under V.K. which recommends that the 
replacement of them should be done with new units that duplicate the original in terms of 
materials and appearance. It goes on to say that the existing or original doors and hardware 
should not be discarded when they can be restored and reused in place.  
 
For the replacement of the porch posts, Section V.J. of the RPLHLDP states that all posts and 
spindles should be left intact, but it does allow them to be replaced if the existing posts are 
beyond repair and if the replacement ones are combatable with the overall design of the 
house.  
 
 
LANDMARK DECISION 
In Landmarks’ consideration of the applicant’s request, it is important to balance maintenance 
needs with visual historic preservation aspects. The Commission may approve, approve with 
conditions, or deny with findings. The criteria listed in 2.65.040 (B)(2) shall be used to review 
and make decisions. 
 
“The Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation” shall apply to construction, 
reconstruction and exterior alterations. These standards are as follows:  
 
1) Every reasonable effort shall be made to provide a compatible use for a property which 
requires minimal alteration of the building, structure, or site and its environment, or to use a 
property for its intended purpose.  
 
2) The distinguishing original qualities or character of a building, structure, or site and its 
environment shall not be destroyed. The removal or alteration of any historic material or 
distinctive architectural features should be avoided when possible.  
 
3) All buildings, structures, and sites should be recognized as products of their own time. 
Alterations which have no historical basis and which seek to create an earlier appearance shall 
be discouraged.  
 
4) Changes which may have taken place in the course of time are evidence of the history and 
development of a building, structure or site and its environment. These changes may have 
acquired significance in their own right, and this significance should be recognized and 

https://www.eauclairewi.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/37864/637757786918570000#page=37
https://www.eauclairewi.gov/home/showpublisheddocument/41027/638077480424230000/#page=25
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respected.  
 
5) Distinctive stylistic features or examples of skilled craftsmanship which characterize a 
building, structure, or site, shall be treated with sensitivity.  
 
6) Deteriorated architectural features shall be repaired rather than replaced, wherever 
possible. In the event replacement is necessary, the new material should match the material 
being replaced in composition, design, color, texture, and other visual qualities. Repair or 
replacement of missing architectural features should be based on accurate duplications of 
features, substantiated by historical physical, or pictorial evidence rather than on conjectural 
designs or the availability of different architectural elements from other buildings or structures. 
 
7) The surface cleaning of structures should be undertaken with the gentlest means possible. 
Sandblasting and other cleaning methods that will damage the historic building materials 
shall not be undertaken. 
 
8) Every reasonable effort should be made to protect and preserve archeological resources 
affected by, or adjacent to, any project. 
 
9) Contemporary design for alterations and additions to existing properties shall not be 
discouraged when such alterations and additions do not destroy significant historical, 
architectural or cultural material, and such design is compatible with the size, scale, color, 
material and character of the property neighborhood or environment. 
 
10) Whenever possible, new additions or alterations to structures shall be done in such a 
manner that if such additions or alterations were to be removed, in the future, the essential 
form and integrity of the structure would be unimpaired. 
 
B. For structures located within an historic district, the standards and guidelines adopted in 
district plans pursuant to Section 2.65.050 (B) shall apply, in addition to the criteria listed 
above. The significance assigned to a property in a district plan as pivotal, contributing or non-
contributing shall be given decisive weight by the Commission when the Commission applies 
the district standards and guidelines to a proposed project. The Commission shall require 
greater conformance to such standards and guidelines for properties which are historically or 
architecturally significant and which contribute to or complement the district.  

 
With the property being both landmarked and pivotal to the RPLHLDP, the Commission should 
seek to provide guidance to the applicant to help ensure that the integrity of the district is 
preserved.  
 



Project Narrative Description 
 

The Lead Safe Homes Program provides lead abatement to qualifying families. For a LSHP project a risk 
assessment is conducted to identify any lead hazards within a home. Once identified, a scope of work will be 
provided that addressed lead hazards within the home and a certified lead abatement contractor will be 
selected to correct these hazards using proper abatement procedures. LSHP does not change the footprint of 
the property we conduct work on.  

 

For this property there were a couple of unique features on the rear and side porches. I was 
wondering if there was any information on whether they were original to the home and 
subject to the historical compliance rules, the homeowner was not certain. There are many 
screen windows that we would be able to replace with like components, however things 
like the posts around the exterior porches would be difficult. Below I will include some of 
the control options we generally see and photos of the components in question. One of the 
measures I have in question would be replacing the exterior doors. If that is not 
appropriate, I can ask contractors to look into a repaint option similar to the trim. 

 

General Lead Painted Components 

Brown, Green, and Cream painted components on porches  

Brown trim/ Fascia around exterior of dwelling 

Brown trim around windows 

Rear Porch windows 

2nd Floor Porch windows 

Exterior Doors: Front Door; Side Porch; Rear Porch 

 

Abatement/Interim Control Options 

 

 

 



Trim: 

REPLACE AND PAINT EXTERIOR TRIM (Abatement) 

Using lead-safe abatement practices, remove and properly dispose of existing trim. Install new trim 
using appearance grade lumber or manufactured mill stock. Apply high-quality bonding primer 
(using pre-primed millwork can replace this step). Apply high-quality exterior latex or acrylic paint 
that has a first coat wet film of not less than 6 mils. 

 

EXTERIOR TRIM WRAP WITH ALUMINUM (Abatement) 

Using lead-safe abatement practices, replace any missing or rotten trim with dimensional pine or fir 
stock as needed. Wrap all exposed exterior trim on windows, doors, sills, beams, headers, and 
other identified components with aluminum coil stock custom bent to cover the component. 
Secure with nails and seal all edges and seams with an exterior silicon caulk.  

 

REPAINT EXTERIOR TRIM (Abatement) 

Using lead-safe abatement practices, repair or replace all areas of damaged, missing, or rotten 
wood. Apply a chemical paint stripper that does not contain methylene chloride to remove all 
layers of paint to bare wood. Apply high-quality bonding primer and a high-quality exterior latex or 
acrylic paint that has a first coat wet film of not less than 6 mils. 

 

PAINT EXTERIOR TRIM (Interim Control) 

Using lead-safe work practices, repair or replace all areas of damaged or rotten wood with 
appearance grade lumber or millwork. Wet scrape all loose, peeling, cracked, or blistered paint 
from trim. Feather edges with a wet sponge sanding block. HEPA vacuum and wash with a de-
glossing solution all surfaces to be repainted to ensure a good bond with the new paint. Apply high-
quality bonding primer. Apply high-quality exterior latex or acrylic paint that has a first coat wet film 
of not less than 6 mils. 

Doors: 

REPLACE ENTRANCE DOOR—PREHUNG (Abatement) 

Using lead-safe abatement practices, remove and properly dispose of the existing door, jamb, and 
threshold. Supply and install a new northern climate HUD/FHA Energy Star rated pre-hung exterior 
entrance door measured to fit existing opening, primed and finish-coat ready. Inside door casing is 
to be [select based on condition of existing casing: reused, replaced]. Apply high-quality exterior 
latex or acrylic top coat paint to jamb and brick mold trim or wrap trim with aluminum cladding. 
Finish door face as necessary per manufacturer instructions. Match existing door swing. 



 

REPAINT COMPONENT – Slab and Jamb (Abatement) 

Using lead-safe abatement practices, repair or replace all areas of damaged, missing, or rotten 
wood. Apply a chemical paint stripper that does not contain methylene chloride to remove all 
layers of paint to bare wood. Apply high-quality bonding primer and a high-quality exterior latex or 
acrylic paint that has a first coat wet film of not less than 6 mils.  

 

STORM/SCREEN DOOR REPLACE (Abatement) 

Using lead-safe abatement practices, remove and properly dispose of the existing storm/screen 
door. Install a new storm/screen door sized to fit the door opening. Match existing door swing. 

 

Windows: 

 

WINDOW REPLACEMENT (Abatement) (Using non-vinyl windows for exterior) – Other windows 

Using lead-safe abatement practices, remove and properly dispose of the existing window sashes, 
parting bead, and outer stops. Supply and install a new double pane northern climate HUD/FHA 
Energy Star rated replacement window unit sized to fit the existing opening OR glass block window 
system. Outer stops are to be replaced with new pine or fir millwork using lead-safe work practices 
or wrapped with aluminum cladding. 

WINDOW EXTERIOR STABIZE AND PAINT (Interim Control) – Porch Screens 

Using lead-safe work practices, repair or replace all areas of damaged or rotten wood. Wet scrape 
all loose, peeling, cracked, or blistered paint from exterior window components, including sashes, 
sills, jambs, stops, and trough. Feather edges with a wet sponge sanding block. HEPA vacuum and 
wash with a de-glossing solution all surfaces to be repainted to ensure a good bond with the new 
paint. Apply high-quality bonding primer. Apply high-quality exterior latex or acrylic paint that has a 
first coat, wet film of not less than 6 mils. 



Front of house. Lead Painted Components: Brown Fascia; Front Door; Window Casings (Brown) 
Green Railing; Brown Columns 



Side B of house w/ Side Porch. Lead Painted Components: Brown Window/Screen Casings; Green 
and Cream Posts 



 

Side C of Home w/ Rear Porches. Lead Painted Components: Screen Casings, 2nd Floor Bathroom 
Window (Rightmost); Window Casings and Windows on 1st Floor; Porch Door; Railing and Cream 
Posts;  



Side D of home. Lead Painted Components: Door and Window Casings 



 

Side Porch Interior. Lead Painted Components: Floors and previously mentioned screen windows/ 
interior trim  



 

Rear Porch Interior. Lead Painted Components: Door; Window Casings; Floor 
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