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Lakefront Development Advisory Commission

Wednesday, February 9, 2005

6:00 pm

Miller Room

O’Donnell Park, 910 E. Michigan Avenue
Attendance:

Will Allen

Sue Black

Ellen Brostrom

Alderman Joe Davis

Supervisor Lynne De Bruin

Lauri Gorton

William Lynch

Rocky Marcoux

Gloria McCutcheon (ex officio)

Kurt Mihelich

Katie Pritchard

Eric Reinelt (non-voting alternate)

Rep. Jon Richards (ex officio)

John Roethle

Robert Spindell

Daniel Steininger

Ralph Voltner

1) Statement from the City – Rocky Marcoux  (see letter)

2) Statement from Parks – Sue Black  (see letter)

3) General Discussion by Commission

a. Public Trust Doctrine

i. Gloria McCutcheon – A museum may be an acceptable use of land as long as it is the primary purpose.  Will the secondary uses (food, overnight stays, rental) remain as secondary uses?

ii. Ellen Brostrom – Natural scenic beauty is a public right, key word “natural.” Concern for cumulative fill of structures.

b. Funds

i. Bob Spindell – Adequate traffic to bring people in?  Will people come every year? How will funds be raised?  

ii. Response – Joe Lombardi – Funds raised through visitation, reunions, special occasions, grants, loans

c. Market Research

i. Bob Spindell – Has there been any market research?

ii. Response – Joe Lombardi – Secondary research has been done

d. MOU/Contingency Lease – Lynne DeBruin

i. County has a due diligence requirement before a lease would be granted including fiscal information

ii. Research shows lack of self-sufficiency of many ships in the country

iii. Milwaukee Public Museum and Milwaukee County Zoo require public subsidy. Why would this be any different?

e. Parking – Lynne DeBruin

i. Addition of parking alone could be enough to deny the project

ii. Response – Possible shuttle from O’Donnell or Summerfest

iii. Removal of ship is covered, what about removal of changes to County’s land, parking, electric, sewage, etc.?

iv. John Schapekahm – Could require restoration of site in the lease

4) Concerns of Commission

a. Dan Steininger

i. Wonderful vessel, but inconsistent with Lakefront Plan

b. John Roethle

i. Well done business plan, takes into account difference in summer and winter (p 17), but concerned if number of employees estimated is realistic

ii. Maintenance well planned

iii. Economically plausible

c. Eric Reinelt

i. Love of ships

ii. Worries about popularity

d. Joe Davis

i. Water quality – possibly compromised by dredging or future problems

ii. Concern for sewage tank for ship

iii. Wants to encourage youths to use the park

e. Sue Black

i. Need to protect the park (see letter)

f. Lynne DeBruin

i. Appropriate for any city

ii. Concern for financial viability

iii. Location – First do no harm, altering park for public accessibility not easily undone

iv. Impact of dredging on lake is unclear

v. Protect and preserve what we already have

vi. Feels it would need a public subsidy

vii. Worried about going against public input

g. Ellen Brostrom

i. Inconsistent with the Public Trust Doctrine

h. Katie Pritchard

i. Funds needed?

ii. Environment effects?

iii. Consistency with adopted plans?

i. Bob Spindell

i. Love to see, but docked in Milwaukee temporarily

ii. Location – not enough traffic or ease of access

j. Will Allen

i. Respects the passion of supporters and opposition

ii. Increased waste by people and traffic

iii. Not right for the lakefront

iv. Not right for the fund raising community

k. Laurie Gorton

i. Environmental impact of the ship itself in the water long-term

ii. Will not preserve the uniqueness of location and its open panorama 

iii. Location – picked because it wasn’t wanted elsewhere

l. Rocky Marcoux

i. The lakefront is now a tourist attraction

ii. We are stewards of the largest freshwater resource

iii. Inconsistent with plans

m. Kurt Mihelich

i. Cost of employee wages, not economically viable

n. John Richards

i. The lakefront needs protection

ii. Lake levels – may need to dredge again if lake levels drop or ship needs to be removed.

o. Ralph Voltner

i. Feels there is much support

ii. But needs a different site

p. Bill Lynch

i. Concern for changing nature of the site – Natural to man-made

ii. Consequences to park and environment

iii. Impact on activities and non-activities

iv. Fees charged for access – park is now free to enjoy

v. Contrary to Lakefront Plan

vi. Cumulative impacts – eg. increased traffic, chip away at open space

5) Motion by Dan Steininger, seconded by John Roethle that the Commission recommend disapproval of berthing the USS Des Moines at the proposed site–Motion approved 14-0.  The Commissioners with voting rights who supported the motion recommending against berthing the USS Des Moines at the proposed site were Will Allen, Sue Black, Ellen Brostrom, Joe Davis, Lynne De Bruin, Lauri Gorton, William Lynch, Rocky Marcoux, Kurt Mihelich, Katie Pritchard, John Roethle, Robert Spindell, Daniel Steininger, and Ralph Voltner.  In addition Rep. Jon Richards, an ex officio member of the Commission, indicated that he agreed with the Commission’s recommendation. The Acting Port Director of Milwaukee, Eric Reinelt, also indicated his concurrence.
6) Motion that Bill Lynch draft a report and distribute to Commission members for Comment – Approved 14-0

