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COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 

INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION 

 

DATE: May 23, 2011 

TO:  Milwaukee County Board Chairman Lee Holloway 

FROM: Damon M. Dorsey, Director of Economic Development 

  Department of Transportation and Public Works 

SUBJECT: From the City of Milwaukee requesting the release of a deed restriction and  

  Licensing Agreement on a parcel known as “Area 10”, which is located near  

  Miller Park. 

  POLICY ISSUE 

  Releasing a deed restriction on parcel, called “Area 10”, in which Milwaukee  

  County currently has an interest and transferring the Deed restriction to another  

  parcel as fair compensation. 

  BACKGROUND 

P&H Mining has made major investments in its plant on Milwaukee’s near 

southside.   As a result of the new investment, P&H expects to expand its business 

and create a significant number of new jobs.   P&H is a firm that values the safety 

of its employees and is committed to ensuring that all hazards are minimized 

within and around its plant.   Currently, P&H employees must cross a busy 

National Avenue to access the current parking lot; at least four employees have 

been struck by vehicles while crossing National Avenue.   To minimize the 

danger that employees face, P&H is committed to securing safer parking for its 

employees.     

The City of Milwaukee (“the City”), in an effort to support the needs of P&H 

Mining, has constructed an arrangement for the City to acquire a parcel just west 

of the P&H plant, called “Area 10”,  and then sell the land to P&H for its parking 

needs.    Currently, the Area 10 parcel is owned by the State of Wisconsin (“the 

State”). 

Area 10 is 2.7 acres and is located just east of HWY 41 (see map), near National 

Avenue.     Area 10 was transferred to the State of Wisconsin by Milwaukee 

County to be used solely for the construction and operation of a major league 

baseball park; the deed restriction that currently sits on the parcel was meant to 

protect the interest of Milwaukee County if the parcel is no longer to be used for 

the operation of a Major League Ball Park.   As it is, Area 10 can not be sold for 

any other use other than the operation of a Major league Baseball Park. 
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The City’s plan to unencumber, acquire and then sell Area 10 is detailed in a 

document called the Land Transfer Agreement (see attached), which was 

endorsed by the State on December 28, 2010.   The Effective Date of the 

Agreement is November 19th 2010.    The Land Transfer Agreement (LTA) has 

the following tenets: 

• All parties (including Milwaukee County) with an interest in the Area 10 

parcel would need to release their interest in Area 10, which would then 

unencumber the parcel for sell to P&H Mining by the City of Milwaukee. 

• To compensate parties for releasing their interest in the 2.5 acre Area 10 

parcel, the City of Milwaukee has offered to provide ownership/interest of 

its 3.5 acre WaterWorks parcel in a land swap – essentially transferring 

the interest of all parties from the Area 10 parcel to the WaterWorks 

parcel. 

• Parties having an interest in Area 10 that would need to release and 

transfer their interest to the WaterWorks parcel include the following; 

� State of Wisconsin: As the current owner of the Area 10 parcel the 

State of Wisconsin has agreed (in the LTA) to release its interest in the 

Area 10 parcel in exchange for the City’s Waterworks parcel.   

Currently the State owns Area 10 and leases the space to the Baseball 

District.   The lease term is for 99 years.    

� Milwaukee County: In 1996, Milwaukee County conveyed Area 10 

to the State of Wisconsin (at zero cost to the State) for the purpose of 

supporting the construction and operation of Miller Park.  The County 

received no direct or upfront compensation for the conveyance of the 

parcel.   To ensure that the land conveyed to the Baseball District (“the 

District”) was to be used by the District solely for the operation of a 

Major League baseball park, the Milwaukee County Board placed 

restrictive deed covenant on the land: If, at some point in the future, 

the parcels are not to be used for the operation of a Major League 

baseball park, then the parcels will be conveyed back to the County.    

As it is, with the restrictive covenant on the land, the land can not be 

transferred or sold unless the buyer operates a major league baseball 

park.    

� The Baseball District/Milwaukee Brewers: The Baseball District 

and the Milwaukee Brewers agreed to release their interest in Area 10 

on the condition that the District be offered interest in a site of 

comparable size and proximity to Miller Park.    The City of 

Milwaukee offered the WaterWorks parcel as a viable leasing 

alternative to Area 10.  The Baseball District and the Milwaukee 
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Brewers agreed that the WaterWorks parcel is a viable alternative and 

endorsed the LTA.     

� The Veterans Administration (VA): The VA has an interest in the 

Area 10 site and is working with the City of Milwaukee to release its 

interest. 

• The transaction must take place within 210 days from the Effective Date 

of November 19th, 2010 or June 17th. 

Diagram of Transaction: All Parties with interest in Area 10 would transfer their interest to 

the WaterWork parcel, and the City would transfer its interest from the WaterWorks parcel to 

the Area 10 parcel.   Once the City gains control of the unencumbered Area 10 parcel, it can 

then sell the parcel to P&H Mining. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ISSUES 

Transferring the Deed Restriction: The Land Transfer Agreement does mention 

that the County can transfer its deed restrictions to the WaterWorks parcel “if and 

only to the extent required by Milwaukee County as a condition to such release, 

approval to encumber the Water Works Parcel with the Milwaukee County 

Restrictions.”   However, there is no mechanism or agreement binding the State to 

accept this transaction as a condition of the Land Transfer Agreement.    [Note: 

There has been a change of administration at the State since the Land Transfer 

Agreement was originally authorized, and an update of the State’s position may 

be warranted.] 

Area 10  WaterWorks 

Current Ownership 

• Ownership: State of Wisconsin 

• Deed restriction: Milwaukee County 

• Lessee: Baseball District 

Current Ownership 

• Ownership: City of Milwaukee 

Ownership After Swap 

• Ownership: State of Wisconsin 

• Deed Restriction: Contingent on State of 

Wisconsin and County agreeing to do. 

• Lessee: Baseball District 

 

Ownership After Swap 

• Ownership: City of Milwaukee 

• Deed restriction: released by Milw Cnty 

• Lessee: None 

Sale of Land 

• Seller: City of Milwaukee ($300,000) 

• Buyer: P&H Mining 
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Acknowledgement of Termination of License: In 1951, Milwaukee County 

granted to the State, its Highway Commission, and the City of Milwaukee a 

license to construct “a highway and related appurtenances upon certain real estate 

then owned by Milwaukee County.”   In 1996, the parcel was conveyed from the 

County to the State for the construction of Miller Park, effectively terminating the 

license.   To release all claims to the Area 10 parcel, Milwaukee County must also 

acknowledge that this license is effectively terminated. 

RECOMMENDATION 

Given the urgent need for P&H Mining to acquire safer and more secure parking 

to support the expansion of its operations and the creation of new jobs, staff 

respectfully requests approval from the County Board of Directors for 1) releasing 

the Deed Restriction on “Area 10” and 2) approval for acknowledging the 

Termination of License on the Area 10 parcel, contingent on the State of 

Wisconsin formally approving the transfer of the deed restriction from the Area 

10 parcel to the WaterWorks parcel. 

FISCAL NOTE 

There is no fiscal impact. 

 

  _______________________________ 

 Damon M. Dorsey,  

Director of Economic Development 

 

 

Meeting Date: June 13, 2011 

Attachments 

 

cc:  Chris Abele, Milwaukee County Executive 

 Jack Takerian; Director, Transportation and Public Works 

 George Aldrich, Chief-of-Staff, County Executive’s Office 

 Terry Cooley, Chief-of-Staff, County Board of Supervisors 

 

ed\committee\Deed Restriction Area 10 
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                                                                                                              File No.                1 

 (Journal              ) 2 

 3 

(ITEM     )   4 

 5 

A RESOLUTION 6 

 7 

WHEREAS, in 1951, pursuant to Document No. 3066121 recorded in office of 8 

the Milwaukee County Register of Deeds, Milwaukee County granted to the State of 9 

Wisconsin, its Highway Commission, and the City of Milwaukee a certain license to 10 

construct a highway and related appurtenances upon certain real estate then owned by 11 

Milwaukee County (the “License”); and 12 

 13 

 WHEREAS, in 1996 Milwaukee County subsequently conveyed said real estate 14 

to the State of Wisconsin pursuant to Quit Claim Deed, Document No. 7308803; and 15 

 16 

WHEREAS, grantor entered into a certain Quitclaim Deed, dated October 21, 17 

1996, recorded in the office of the Milwaukee County Register of Deeds as Document 18 

No. 7308803, conveying certain real property to the State of Wisconsin (the “Deed”); 19 

and 20 

 21 

 WHEREAS, the said conveyance was made subject to certain terms, restrictions 22 

and conditions; and 23 

 24 

 WHEREAS, the State of Wisconsin desires to convey a 2.716-acre portion of 25 

said real property to the City of Milwaukee which, in turn, intends on conveying said 26 

property to a third-party corporation for use in its business operations; and 27 

 28 

 WHEREAS, grantor desires to release its claims and restrictions upon the said 29 

2.716 acres of property to permit the contemplated conveyance and subsequent use;   30 

now, therefore,  31 

 32 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Milwaukee County Executive shall authorize the 33 

Deed of Release by and between Milwaukee County, Grantor and the State of 34 

Wisconsin, Grantee, which will release to said Grantee all its claims upon the real 35 

property described on the attached Exhibit A, as to all restrictions that are or ever were 36 

the subject of the Deed, contingent  on the Milwaukee County deed restriction from the 37 

Area 10 parcel being transferred to the Water Works parcel; and 38 

 39 

 BE IT RESOLVED, Milwaukee County does hereby acknowledge the termination 40 

of all its claims upon the real property described on the attached Exhibit A, as to all 41 

restrictions, covenants or conditions that are or ever were the subject of the License; 42 

and 43 

 44 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Milwaukee County Executive shall 45 

authorize the Acknowledgement of Termination of License by and between Milwaukee 46 
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County, Grantor and the State of Wisconsin, which acknowledges the termination of all 47 

its claims upon the real property described on the attached Exhibit A, as to all 48 

restrictions, covenants or conditions that are or ever were the subject of the License 49 

Grantee, contingent on the State of Wisconsin formally approving the transfer of the 50 

deed restriction from the Area 10 parcel to the WaterWorks parcel. 51 

 52 

 53 

 54 

 55 

 56 

EXHIBIT A 57 

TO ACKNOWLEDMENT OF TERMINATION OF LICENSE 58 

 59 

LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF RELEASED PROPERTY 60 

 61 

 62 

The following tract of land in the City of Milwaukee, Milwaukee County, State of Wisconsin, 63 

described as: 64 

 That part of the Southeast ¼ of the Northeast 1/4 of the Southeast 1/4 of Section 65 

35, Township 7 North, Range 21 East, described as follows: 66 

 Commencing at the Southeast corner of said Northeast ¼ of Section 35; thence 67 

North 01°26’46” West along the east line of said Northeast 1/4 of Section 35, 128.00 feet; 68 

thence perpendicular to said section line South 88°33’14” West 461.51 feet to the POINT 69 

OF BEGINNING; thence South 01°31′15″ East, 524.04 feet; thence South 0°41′19″ West, 70 

766.39 feet to the north right of way of National Avenue; thence along said north line North 71 

83°00’10” West 100.27 feet to the east right of way line of STH 341; thence along said east 72 

line the following courses: North 11°59′12″ West, 137.46 feet; thence North 06°33’18” 73 

West 142.26 feet; thence North 0°17’46” East 135.49 feet; thence North 6°56’02” East 74 

143.68 feet; thence North 12°08’36” East 154.88 feet; thence North 12°02’50” East 206.66 75 

feet; thence North 89°32’33” East 25.68 feet; thence North 0°59’08” West 190.85 feet; 76 

thence North 3°54’00” East 50.04 feet; thence North 03°46’26” East 115.44 feet; thence 77 

North 12°32’40” East 16.40 feet to a point of the end of the following courses along with 78 

said east line of STH 341; thence South 79°45’43” East 9.04 feet to the Point of Beginning. 79 

 This parcel contains 118,310 sq. feet or 2.716 acres, more or less  80 
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DATE: 6/6/11

MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM

Original Fiscal Note

Substitute Fiscal Note

SUBJECT: Approve transfer of deed restriction

FISCAL EFFECT:

rgj No Direct County Fiscal Impact

rgj Existing Staff Time Required

o Increase Operating Expenditures
(If checked, check one of two boxes below)

o Absorbed Within Agency's Budget

o Not Absorbed Within Agency's Budget

o Decrease Operating Expenditures

o Increase Operating Revenues

o Decrease Operating Revenues

o

o
o
o

o

Increase Capital Expenditures

Decrease Capital Expenditures

Increase Capital Revenues

Decrease Capital Revenues

Use of contingent funds

Indicate below the dollar change from budget for any submission that is projected to result in
increased/decreased expenditures or revenues in the current year.

Expenditure or Current Year Subsequent Year
Revenue Category

Operating Budget Expenditure 0 0

Revenue 0 0

Net Cost 0 0

Capital Improvement Expenditure
Budget Revenue

Net Cost
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DESCRIPTION OF FISCAL EFFECT

In the space below, you must provide the following information. Attach additional pages if
necessary.

A. Briefly describe the nature of the action that is being requested or proposed, and the new or
changed conditions that would occur if the request or proposal were adopted.

B. State the direct costs, savings or anticipated revenues associated with the requested or
proposed action in the current budget year and how those were calculated. 1 If annualized or
subsequent year fiscal impacts are substantially different from current year impacts, then
those shall be stated as well. In addition, cite anyone-time costs associated with the action,
the source of any new or additional revenues (e.g. State, Federal, user fee or private
donation), the use of contingent funds, and/or the use of budgeted appropriations due to
surpluses or change in purpose required to fund the requested action.

C. Discuss the budgetary impacts associated with the proposed action in the current year. A
statement that sufficient funds are budgeted should be justified with information regarding the
amount of budgeted appropriations in the relevant account and whether that amount is
sufficient to offset the cost of the requested action. If relevant, discussion of budgetary
impacts in subsequent years also shall be discussed. Subsequent year fiscal impacts shall be
noted for the entire period in which the requested or proposed action would be implemented
when it is reasonable to do so (i.e. a five-year lease agreement shall specify the costs/savings
for each of the five years in question). Otherwise, impacts associated with the existing and
subsequent budget years should be cited.

D. Describe any assumptions or interpretations that were utilized to provide the information on
this form.

A. The Director of Economic Development requests approval to transfer a deed restriction from a property
or approximately 2.5 acres, located near National Avenue, to a 3.5 acre property so that P&H Mining
can purchase the land from the City of Milwaukee to build a parking lot. The deed restriction requires
the land to be used for the purpose of operating a major league baseball stadium.

B. The proposed transfer has no anticipated effect on direct costs or revenues. Some staff time will be
required to implement the process.

C. The proposed action has no budgetary impact.

D. The above assumptions are based on the terms of the Land Transfer Agreement.

DepartmenVPrepared By ",Jo~s""h,-,F,-,u~d""g""e,-- _

Authorized Signature

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review? rg] Yes D No

1 If it is assumed that there is no fiscal impact associated with the requested action, then an explanatory statement that justifies that
conclusion shall be provided. If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 9



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 10



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 11



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 12



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 13



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 14



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 15



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 16



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 17



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 18



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 19



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 20



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 21



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 22



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 23



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 24



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 25



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 26



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 27



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 28



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 29



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 30



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 31



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 32



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 33



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 34



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 35



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 36



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 37



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 38



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 39



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 40



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 41



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 42



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 43



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 44



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 45



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 46



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 47



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 48



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 49



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 50



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 51



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 52



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 53



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 54



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 55



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 56



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 57



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 58



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 59



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 60



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 61



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 62



ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 63



1 | P a g e  

 

COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 

INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION 

 

DATE: May 27, 2011 

TO:  Lynn DeBruin, Chairman, Economic Development Committee 

FROM: Damon M. Dorsey, Director of Economic Development 

  Department of Transportation and Public Works 

SUBJECT: Milwaukee County Comprehensive Economic Development Plan Progress Report 

  BACKGROUND 

  Milwaukee County, in order to compete for talent and investment in the global  

  economy, needs to continuously improve its capacity to support the generation of  

  economic growth.   Developing a Comprehensive Economic Development  

  Strategy is a first step towards building a framework to drive long term economic  

  growth in Milwaukee County.    

  The need for a Comprehensive Economic Development Plan for Milwaukee  

  County could not be greater.   Currently, Milwaukee County is the only county in  

  the seven-county region that does not have a Comprehensive Plan, putting   

  Milwaukee County at a distinct disadvantage as it works to integrate and leverage  

  its economic development drivers to grow industries and create value.  Compared  

  to other rustbelt counties in the Midwest (Allegheny, Marion, Hennepin,   

  Cuyahoga, Wayne) Milwaukee County – the 44
th
 largest county in the United  

  States - is the only county without clear strategy for  growth. 

  The State of the economy also underlies the need for a Comprehensive Economic  

  Development Plan: The population of Milwaukee County has been relatively  

  stagnant for two decades; a large percentage of the workforce is unprepared for  

  the jobs in new “innovative economy” of the 21
st
 century – and, even if they  

  were, there is no regional transportation system to them to where the jobs   

  are.    The City of Milwaukee has recently been designated the fourth poorest city  

  in the United States; a dubious honor that is only compounded by the fact that the  

  region is considered one of the most segregated in the country.   Faced with  

  increasing competition and looking to cut cost and improve productivity, local  

  businesses are constantly reassessing whether the county of Milwaukee gives  

  them the competitive edge to compete in the global economy.    

  The good news is that Milwaukee County has the Economic Drivers -   

  infrastructure, workforce and the business climate - to support the growth of  

  industries.      Milwaukee County also has a culture of innovation and   
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  entrepreneurship that has fueled the growth of the region since 1835.    The  

  Comprehensive Economic Development Plan will provide Milwaukee County a  

  “blueprint” for leveraging its assets to generate to grow a local economy that can  

  compete in the global economy of the 21st century.     

  To move the development of the Comprehensive Economic Development Plan  

  forward, the Board of Milwaukee County approved (16-0) a resolution   

  “authorizing and directing the Director of Economic Development to prepare an  

  Economic Development Plan for Milwaukee County.”   This Progress   

  Report is also required as part of the Board’s resolution. 

  STATUS OF PLANNING PROCESS 

Plan Development 

The Development of the Plan is detailed in the “Scope of Work” provided by the 

Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission (SEWRPC).   The 

SEWRPC is coordinating the development of the Comprehensive Economic 

Development Plan with County staff.    The Scope of work has six parts, 

identified in the table below: 

Scope of Work Timeline 

Study Organization: Review the purpose of the plan to be outlined by 

the Commission staff with the assistance of the Milwaukee County 

Director of Economic Development.    SEWRPC/Milwcnty Staff 

June 2011 
Review of Economic Development Conditions in Milwaukee County: 

An analysis will be prepared of the present economic conditions in 

Milwaukee County, and historic trends. SEWRPC 

Assessment of County Infrastructure: An assessment will be made of 

County infrastructure including: transportation, utilities, parks and open 

space, educational infrastructure, and community services.  SEWRPC 

Analysis of Existing Economic Development Efforts in Milwaukee 

County: Identify economic development activities of various agencies 

in Milwaukee County.     SEWRPC/Milwcnty Staff 
September 

Surveys of Economic Development Activities and Needs: Convene a 

number of focus groups of stakeholders in Milwaukee County who have 

an interest in economic development matters, including Milwaukee 

County elected officials, neighborhood-based economic development 

organizations, businesses and business groups and organizations, 

universities, and local units of government.    SEWRPC/Milwcnty Staff 

October 

Formulation of a Milwaukee County Economic Development Plan  

Define economic development goals, measurable objectives, vision 

statement, measurable objectives and an Action Plan for Milwaukee 

County.     SEWRPC/Milwcnty Staff 

December 
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Plan Timeline 

Milwaukee County Economic Development Staff working with the SEWRPC is 

planning on completing the CEDS by end of year 2011.   The Advisory 

Committee has been appointed by Board Chair Lee Holloway, and we are 

planning to schedule the first Advisory Committee meeting for late June 2011.    

Much of the data collection analysis for the current conditions and assessment of 

infrastructure should be complete by mid-June 2011.   Focus groups will take 

place in September and October 2011.   Based on the current timeline we expect 

to submit a final version of the Plan to the Economic Development Committee by 

January 2012. 

 

Advisory Committee 

Below is the list of Advisory Committee members for the Plan.   The Board 

Chairman has appointed all Advisory Committee members.    The Advisory 

Committee represents a broad cross-section of the community.   The Advisory 

Committee will oversee the development of the plan and provide valuable 

feedback and guidance on the development of the plan.     The Advisory 

Committee will meet three to four times during the planning process.     

ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEMBERS 

Mark Levine, Senior Fellow 

UWM Center for Economic Development 

Dr. Michael Burke, President  

Milwaukee Area Technical College 

Hermann Viets, President 

Milwaukee School of Engineering  

Don Sykes, Director 

The MKE Area Workforce Investment Board 

Nancy Welch, Director of Community Development,  

City of Wauwatosa 

Matt Schuenke, Village Manager 

Village of Whitefish Bay 

Willie Wade, Alderman  

COMMON COUNCIL - CITY OF MILWAUKEE  

Doug Seymore, Director of Community Development 

City of Oak Creek, Wisconsin 

Mark F. Irgens, President 

Irgens Development Partners LLC 

Joaquim Artoro, VP of Associated Bank  

Max Rasansky, Managing Director 

CBE Richard Ellis   
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Erbert Johnson, CPA 

President and Chief Executive Officer 

North Milwaukee State Bank 

Supervisor Johnny Thomas 

Supervisor Joe Sanfelippo 

Supervisor Peggy West  

 

  FUTURE ACTION 

• Meet with Advisory Committee: Milwaukee County Economic 

Development Staff and the SEWRPC will meet with the Advisory 

Committee to review the scope and purpose of the CEDS.   This will be 

the first of approximately three or four meetings with the Advisory 

Committee. 

• Creating Focus Groups: Milwaukee County Staff, working with 

SEWRPC and the Advisory Group will create several focus groups, and 

then meet with the Focus Groups in September and October. 

• Community Meetings: The planning process will include at least five 

community input sessions, held throughout Milwaukee County.    These 

meetings will likely begin in September.    

 

 

 

 

 

Damon M. Dorsey 

Director of Economic Development 

 

Cc:  Chris Abele, Milwaukee County Executive 

 Lee Holloway, Chairman of Board of Supervisors 

 Jack Takerian, Director, Department of Transportation and Public Works 
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COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 
Department of Health & Human Services 

INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION 
 
 
 

DATE:     May 31, 2011 
 
TO: Lynne DeBruin, Chairperson – Economic & Community Development Committee 
 
FROM:       Geri Lyday, Interim Director - Department of Health and Human Services 
 
SUBJECT:    Informational Report from the Interim Director, Department of Health and 

Human Services, notifying the County Board of a reduction in the County 
Community Development Block Grant for 2011  
 

Issue 
HUD Secretary, Shaun Donovan has notified HUD field offices and Community Development 
Block Grant (CDBG) grantees that funding for FY2011 will be reduced approximately 17.8% from 
the FY2010 grant amount.  For Milwaukee County, this results in a funding reduction of 
$332,018 as compared to the 2010 Grant Award. 
 
Background 
In June 2010, the Milwaukee County Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program 
announced it was accepting applications for 2011 Block Grant Funds.  Information and the 
applications were available on the Milwaukee County Housing Division website.  Also, an 
advertisement was placed in the Journal Sentinel and local community newspapers for 
approximately ten days to encourage submission.  All past applicants (nonprofits) and sixteen 
(16) municipalities were also notified of the application process.   
 
Once applications were submitted, on October 25, 2010 all nonprofits applicants made two (2) 
minute presentations about their projects to the Committee on Economic and Community 
Development. The Committee approved the recommended allocation of 2011 CDBG funds 
(adopted resolution #10-377).   
 
Discussion 
In 2010, Milwaukee County allocated $1,791,683 in CDBG funding to community projects; the 
actual 2010 Grant Award (received in late 2010) totaled $1,868,525 which is $76,842 more than 
allocated.  For 2011, the DHHS Housing Division cautiously allocated $1,791,683 to community 
projects, the same amount as in 2010.  The allocation for 2011 projects was approved by the 
County Board and signed by the County Executive in November 2010.   
 
As a result of passage of the 2011 Federal Budget, on April 25, 2011 the Housing & Urban 
Development (HUD) Community Planning & Development website listed 2011 Federal Fiscal 
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Year allocation estimates, with Milwaukee County estimated to receive $1,536,507 which is 
$332,018 less than the $1,868,525 received in 2010 (a 17.8% revenue reduction).   
 
This Federal revenue reduction would ordinarily necessitate a similar $332,018 reduction in 
allocations to community projects.  However, since only $1,791,683 was allocated in 2011, the 
reduction needed to avoid a tax levy impact equals $255,176.  The DHHS Housing Division is 
able to further soften the impact of this 2011 revenue reduction by applying un-allocated CBDG 
dollars from prior years, in the amount of $143,711, towards the 2011 allocation.  This results in 
a net cut to 2011 community project allocations of $111,465, from the original allocation of 
$1,791,683 to $1,680,218. 
 
Therefore, the CDBG program reduction of $111,465 creates an overall reduction of 7.6% per 
contract.  When CDBG funding is reduced, the authority granted in each of the contracts, allows 
Housing to adjust each contract by an equal percentage.  Attached is a listing of adjusted grants 
for the at-large (non-profit) organizations and the municipal projects. 
 
 
Recommendation 
This report is provided for information only.  No action is required. 
 
 
Fiscal Effect 
There is no tax levy impact. 
 
 
      
Geri Lyday, Interim Director 
Department of Health and Human Services 
 
Enclosure 
 
cc: Chris Abele, County Executive 
      Terrence Cooley, Chief of Staff - County Board 
       Cynthia Pahl, Acting Assistant Fiscal and Budget Administrator 
         Antionettte Thomas-Bailey, Fiscal Management Analyst - DAS 
         Glenn Bultman - County Board Analyst 

Linda Durham - Committee Clerk 
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 COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 

 

 INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION 

 

 

 

DATE:  May 27, 2011 

 

TO:  Committee on Economic and Community Development  

 

FROM: Craig C. Dillmann, Manager, Real Estate Services 

 

SUBJECT: Status of 2011 excess property sales (INFORMATION ONLY) 

 

The Real Estate Services Division of the Department of Transportation and Public Works 

reports to the Committee, on a monthly basis, the status of excess property sales. Attached 

is the monthly report for period ending May 31, 2011. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

                                                                           

Craig C. Dillmann, Manager    

Real Estate Services     

 

 

 

Meeting Date: June 13, 2011 

 

 

 

cc. Chris Abele, County Executive  

Lee Holloway, County Board Chairman 

 Jack Takerian, Director of Transportation and Public Works 

 Josh Fudge, Fiscal Management Analyst    
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 REAL ESTATE SERVICES DIVISION   

 

                               EXCESS LAND SALES STATUS REPORT 
Period ending May 31, 2011 

 
 

              CLOSED PROPERTY – UWM, INNOVATION PARK, LLC 

Property Committee Date Closed Gross Proceeds 

NE Quadrant County Grounds May 11, 2009 February 15, 2011 $       5,000,000.001 

    

 
 

CLOSED PROPERTIES – REAL ESTATE SALES REVENUE 

Property Committee Date Closed Gross Proceeds 

4812 South 39th Street, Greenfield January 24, 2011 May 5, 2011 $            78,900.00 

5478 South Packard, Cudahy April 11, 2011 May 31, 2011 $            18,000.00 

    

    

    

    

    

    

  TOTAL $            96,900.00 

                                                                                                                                                                2011    Budget                         $           400,000.00 

 
 
 

PENDING PROPERTY CLOSINGS 

Property Committee Date Pending Closing Sale Proceeds 

Block 6E, Park East Development April 3, 2006 3rd quarter 2011  $          406,000.002 

4500 North Lake Drive, Shorewood March 7, 2011 3rd quarter 2011 $          861,000.00 

3672 East Lunham Avenue, St. Francis May 16, 2011 2nd quarter 2011 $            66,500.00 

    

                           TOTAL   $       1,333,500.00 

 
 

GENERAL PROPERTY STATUS 

Property Committee Date Status Asking Price 

3231 South 122nd Street, West Allis  Available for sale $         189,900.00 

5414-22 South Packard Avenue, Cudahy  Available for sale $           35,000.00 

3618 East Grange, Cudahy  Available for sale $             4,900.00 

3749 East Squire, Cudahy  Available for sale $           25,000.00 

8450 West Beatrice Ct., Milwaukee  Available for sale $         375,000.003 

3802 East Cudahy Avenue, Cudahy  Available for sale $           38,900.00 

1904 S. 94th Street, West Allis Presenting offer Available for sale $           11,900.00 

 

1. First installment payment of the $13,550,000 sales price. See attached comments for full payment schedule.     

2. County’s share of $ 700,000 sales price. 

3. Net proceeds to Federal Transportation Administration 
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 REAL ESTATE SERVICES DIVISION   

 

 

SUMMARY DETAIL OF PENDING PROPERTY CLOSINGS 
 

PROPERTY BUYER CLOSING COMMENTS 

 
Block 6E, Park East 
   

 
Rainier Properties II, LLC 

 
 3

rd
 quarter 

     2011 

 
Option extension granted until June 30, 2011. If Buyer  
exercises option closing to occur within 30 days. 
 

 
4500 North Lake Drive 
 

 
Smith Joint Revocable Trust 

 
3
rd
 quarter  

     2011 
 

 
Closing date extended to on or before August 31, 2011 
to accommodate a legal hearing concerning the title to 
the property. 
 

 
NE Quadrant 
County Grounds 

 
UWM, Innovation Park, LLC 

 
February 15 
     2011 

 
Initial $5 million paid at closing. 
 
County Board extended each of the purchase price 
installment payment dates after closing by twenty-four 
(24) months as follows: 
 

• Second $5 million payable on February 15, 2014 
• $887,500 payable on February 15, 2015 
• $887,500 payable on February 15, 2016 
• $887,500 payable on February 15, 2017 
• $887,500 payable on February 15, 2018 
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 COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 

 

 INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION 
 
 
 
DATE:  June 8, 2011 
 
TO:  Supervisor Lynne DeBruin, Chairperson 

Committee on Economic & Community Development  
 
FROM: Craig C. Dillmann, Manager, Real Estate Services 
 
SUBJECT: Offer to purchase on a County-owned vacant lot located at 1900 South 94th Street in the 

City of West Allis, Wisconsin. 
 
 

POLICY ISSUE: 
 
County Board Resolution File No. 11-14 was established by the County Board 
Chairperson relative to offers-to-purchase on lands under County control. 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
The Real Estate Division of the Department of Transportation and Public Works received 
an offer to purchase on an excess County-owned vacant lot located at 1900 South 94th 
Street in the City of West Allis. A copy of the offer and an exhibit depicting the location 
of the property are attached. 
 
The subject property, appraised at $10,500, is a 36’ X 135’ vacant residential lot. The 
Milwaukee County Treasurer acquired the property for delinquent taxes by foreclosure 
proceedings.  
 
The offer, in the amount of $10,000 cash, is from Daniel S. Geraci and Valerie A. 
Geraci who live across the street.  

 
 

RECOMMENDATION: 
 

Staff respectfully requests that the Committee on Economic and Community 
Development recommend to the County Board acceptance of the above-described offer 
from Daniel S. Geraci and Valerie A. Geraci in the amount of $10,000.  
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________________________      
Craig C. Dillmann, Manager   
Real Estate Services     
 
 
Meeting Date: June 13th, 2011 
Attachments 
 
cc: Chris Abele, County Executive 
 Lee Holloway, County Board Chairman 
 Supervisor Joe Sanfelippo, 17th District 

   Jack Takerian, Director, Transportation and Public Works 
 Josh Fudge, Fiscal Management Analyst  

    
   ,  
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1

File No. 11-14 (a) (  )          1 

(Journal December 16, 2010) 2 

 3 

(ITEM     )  Reference file established by the County Board Chairperson relative to offers to 4 

purchase on lands under County control with an undesignated use, by recommending 5 

adoption of the following: 6 

 7 

A RESOLUTION 8 

 9 

WHEREAS, the Real Estate Division of the Department of Transportation and Public 10 

Works received an offer to purchase on an excess County-owned vacant lot located at 11 

1900 South 94th Street in the City of West Allis; and 12 

 13 

 WHEREAS, the subject property, appraised at $10,500, is a 36’ X 135’ vacant 14 

residential lot. The Milwaukee County Treasurer acquired the property for delinquent taxes 15 

by foreclosure proceedings; and 16 

 17 

 WHEREAS, the offer, in the amount of $10,000 cash, is from Daniel S. Geraci and 18 

Valerie A. Geraci who live across the street; and 19 

 20 

 WHEREAS, the Committee on Economic and Community Development at their 21 

meeting on June 13, 2011 recommended acceptance of the above-described offer from 22 

Daniel S. Geraci and Valerie A. Geraci in the amount of $10,000; now, therefore, 23 

 24 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Manager of Real Estate Services is hereby authorized to 25 

sign the above described offer to purchase from Daniel S. Geraci and Valerie A. Geraci; 26 

and 27 

 28 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the County Executive and the County Clerk are 29 

hereby authorized to convey by Warranty Deed the subject property located at         1900 30 

South 94th Street in the City of West Allis to Daniel S. Geraci and Valerie A. Geraci and/or 31 

assigns for the consideration of $10,000, pursuant to the terms and conditions of their offer 32 

to purchase. 33 

ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 88



 
MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: May 27, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 

SUBJECT: Offer to purchase on a County-owned vacant lot located at 1900 South 94th Street 

in the City of West Allis, Wisconsin. 
  
  
 
FISCAL EFFECT: 
 

 No Direct County Fiscal Impact  Increase Capital Expenditures 
   

  Existing Staff Time Required 

   Decrease Capital Expenditures 

 Increase Operating Expenditures 

 (If checked, check one of two boxes below)  Increase Capital Revenues  
 

  Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget  Decrease Capital Revenues 
 

  Not Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget  
  

 Decrease Operating Expenditures  Use of contingent funds 
 

 Increase Operating Revenues 
 

 Decrease Operating Revenues 
 
Indicate below the dollar change from budget for any submission that is projected to result in 
increased/decreased expenditures or revenues in the current year. 
 
 

 Expenditure or 
Revenue Category 

Current Year Subsequent Year 

Operating Budget Expenditure  500  

Revenue             10,000  

Net Cost          -    9,500   

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

Expenditure         

Revenue          

Net Cost          

 
 

ECD - June 13, 2011 - Page 89



 
DESCRIPTION OF FISCAL EFFECT  
 
In the space below, you must provide the following information.  Attach additional pages if 
necessary. 
 
A. Briefly describe the nature of the action that is being requested or proposed, and the new or 

changed conditions that would occur if the request or proposal were adopted. 
B. State the direct costs, savings or anticipated revenues associated with the requested or 

proposed action in the current budget year and how those were calculated.
 1
  If annualized or 

subsequent year fiscal impacts are substantially different from current year impacts, then 
those shall be stated as well. In addition, cite any one-time costs associated with the action, 
the source of any new or additional revenues (e.g. State, Federal, user fee or private 
donation), the use of contingent funds, and/or the use of budgeted appropriations due to 
surpluses or change in purpose required to fund the requested action.   

C. Discuss the budgetary impacts associated with the proposed action in the current year.  A 
statement that sufficient funds are budgeted should be justified with information regarding the 
amount of budgeted appropriations in the relevant account and whether that amount is 
sufficient to offset the cost of the requested action.  If relevant, discussion of budgetary 
impacts in subsequent years also shall be discussed.  Subsequent year fiscal impacts shall be 
noted for the entire period in which the requested or proposed action would be implemented 
when it is reasonable to do so (i.e. a five-year lease agreement shall specify the costs/savings 
for each of the five years in question).  Otherwise, impacts associated with the existing and 
subsequent budget years should be cited.  

D. Describe any assumptions or interpretations that were utilized to provide the information on 
this form.   

 
 

FISCAL NOTE: Sale proceeds less expenses will be deposited in the Sale of Capital Assets 

Account 5804-4905 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Department/Prepared By  Craig C. Dillmann  
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  

                                                 
1 If it is assumed that there is no fiscal impact associated with the requested action, then an explanatory statement that justifies that 

conclusion shall be provided.  If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.   
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 1

 COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 

 

 INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION 

 

 

DATE : June 8, 2011 

 

TO : Supervisor Lynne De Bruin, Chairperson  

  Committee on Economic and Community Development 

   

FROM : Craig C. Dillmann, Manager, Real Estate Services 

  Department of Transportation and Public Works  

 

SUBJECT : From Rainier Properties II, LLC requesting an extension to the option to 

purchase for the triangular-shaped, .37-acre Block 6E in the Park East 

Corridor, located between North Water Street, North Edison Street and 

East Knapp Street in the City of Milwaukee, east of the Milwaukee River.  
 

Milwaukee County Board Resolution File No. 06-14(a)(a) was adopted on 

April 13, 2006, accepting a development proposal from MLG Commercial, 

the predecessor to Rainier Properties II, LLC (“Rainier”) for Block 6E, in the 

amount of $676,000, which is $72,000 above the appraised value.  The 

approved development project, estimated at $8 million, included a four-

story mixed-use building, comprising 8,000 rental square feet of retail on 

the first floor, approximately 36,000 square feet of rentable office space 

on the upper three floors and up to 31 underground parking spaces.  

 

As referenced above, the proposal from Rainier reflected a stand-alone 

mixed-use development for Block 6E, however, their proposal also 

presented a development alternative by assembling Block 6E with a 

riverfront parcel controlled by Rainier across North Edison Street (exhibit 
attached).  Developing a project on the assembled 2.6-acre site offers an 

opportunity for landmark development with a tax base beyond what 

could be achieved solely on the .37-acre County-owned Block 6E. 
 

Rainier continues to advance their development vision for Block 6E, as 

assembled with their riverfront parcel.  In the attached May 27, 2011 letter, 

Mr. Bruce Westling, the managing member of Rainier, states the Marcus 

Corporation Theatres continues to be committed to anchoring the 
project.  The letter states Rainier also embarked on an educational 

partnership with MSOE. The partnership provided MSOE seniors a “real 

world” development experience by working on the project from the initial 
programming phase through a construction document phase.  The 
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 2

project was being considered by the Harmony Initiative, comprising the 

Milwaukee Ballet, UWM’s Peck School for the Arts and a sports medicine 

clinic for the Medical College of Wisconsin, however, at this time does not 

appear to be in primary position.   

 

Rainier continues to invest professional and monetary resources to move 

this landmark project forward.  They recognize the real estate market is 

slowly recovering but understand time and perseverance are needed to 

bring the project to a successful completion.  Therefore, Rainier is 

requesting a six-month extension to their option to purchase for Block 6E 

until December 30, 2011.  
 

In addition to the $65,000 in nonrefundable option fees already 

committed by Rainier and previously increasing the purchase price 

$24,000 from $676,000 to $700,000, Rainier pledges to continue providing 

snow clearing of the sidewalks abutting Block 6E, litter removal and 

mowing services.  Providing these services helps reduce County 

maintenance costs and improves the aesthetics of the surrounding area.  
 

RECOMMENDATION: 

 

Staff respectfully requests that the Committee on Economic and 

Community Development recommend to the Milwaukee County Board of 

Supervisors an extension to the existing option to purchase with Rainier for 

Block 6E until December 30, 2011.  

  
FISCAL NOTE: 

 

Extending the existing option to purchase with Rainier for Block 6E until 

December 30, 2011, will not include the payment of an extension fee, but 

Rainier continues to provide maintenance services on and abutting the 

block that reduces operating costs for the County.  The $65,000 

nonrefundable option fee paid to date will be credited toward the 
$700,000 purchase price, but will not be refunded if the option is not 

exercised and the purchase is not finalized.   
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 3

 

 

___________________________   

Craig C. Dillmann 

Manager of Real Estate Services    

     

 

Meeting Date: June 13, 2011 

Attachments 

 

cc: Chris Abele, County Executive 

 Lee Holloway, County Board Chairman 

Supervisor Eyon Biddle, Sr., District 10 

Jack Takerian, Director of Transportation and Public Works 

Josh Fudge, Fiscal Management Analyst 

  

 
Blk6June11extmemo 
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1

File No.    1 

(Journal,               ) 2 

 3 

    4 

 5 

(ITEM    ),  From Rainier Properties II, LLC requesting an extension to the option to 6 

purchase for the triangular-shaped, .37-acre Block 6E in the Park East Corridor, 7 

located between North Water Street, North Edison Street and East Knapp Street 8 

in the City of Milwaukee, east of the Milwaukee River, by recommending 9 

adoption of the following: 10 

       11 

RESOLUTION 12 

 13 

WHEREAS, Milwaukee County Board Resolution File No. 06-14(a)(a) was 14 

adopted on April 13, 2006, accepting a development proposal from MLG 15 

Development, the predecessor to Rainier Properties II, LLC (“Rainier”) for Block 16 

6E, in the amount of $676,000, which was $72,000 above the appraised value; 17 

and  18 

 19 

WHEREAS, the approved development, estimated at $8 million, included a 20 

four-story mixed-use building, comprising 8,000 rental square feet of retail on the 21 

first floor, approximately 36,000 square feet of rentable office space on the 22 

upper three floors and up to 31 underground parking spaces.; and 23 

 24 

WHEREAS, Block 6E was marketed as a stand-alone mixed-use 25 

development site and the original proposal from Rainier reflected a stand-alone 26 

mixed-use development for Block 6E, however the original proposal also 27 

presented a development alternative by assembling Block 6E with a riverfront 28 

parcel controlled by Rainier across North Edison Street.  Developing a project on 29 

the assembled 2.6-acre site offers an opportunity for a landmark development 30 

with a tax base beyond what could be achieved solely on the .37-acre Block 6E; 31 

and 32 

 33 

WHEREAS, Rainier continues to advance their development vision for Block 34 

6E as assembled with their riverfront parcel.  A letter from Rainier, dated May 27, 35 

2011 states the Marcus Corporation continues to be committed to anchoring the 36 

project.  The letter states Rainier embarked on an educational partnership with 37 

MSOE.  The partnership provided MSOE seniors a “real world” development 38 

experience by working on the project from the initial programming phase 39 

through a construction document phase.  The project was being considered by 40 

the Harmony Initiative, comprising the Milwaukee Ballet, UWM’s Peck School for 41 

the Arts and a sports medicine clinic for the Medical College of Wisconsin, 42 

however,  at this time does not appear to be in primary position; and 43 

 44 
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2

WHEREAS, Rainier continues to invest professional and monetary resources 45 

to move this landmark project forward.  They recognize the real estate market is 46 

slowly recovering but understand time and perseverance are needed to bring 47 

the project to a successful completion.  Therefore, Rainier is requesting a six-48 

month extension to their option to purchase for Block 6E until December 30, 49 

2011; and 50 

 51 

WHEREAS, in addition to the $65,000 in nonrefundable option fees already 52 

committed by Rainier and previously increasing their $676,000 purchase price 53 

$24,000 to $700,000, Rainier pledges to continue providing snow clearing of the 54 

sidewalks abutting Block 6E, litter removal and mowing services.   Providing these 55 

services helps reduce County maintenance costs and improves the aesthetics of 56 

the surrounding area; and  57 

 58 

WHEREAS, at their meeting on June 13, 2011, the Committee on Economic 59 

and Community Development recommended extending the existing option to 60 

purchase with Rainier for Block 6E until December 30, 2011; now, therefore, 61 

 62 

BE IT RESOLVED, the Manager of Real Estate Services is hereby authorized 63 

to extend the existing option to purchase with Rainier for Block 6E until 64 

December 30, 2011. 65 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 

 

 

DATE: May 27, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    

 

Substitute Fiscal Note   

 

SUBJECT: From Rainier Properties II, LLC requesting an extension to the option to 

purchase for the triangular-shaped, .37-acre Block 6E in the Park East Corridor, 

located between North Water Street, North Edison Street and East Knapp Street in the 

City of Milwaukee, east of the Milwaukee River.  

  

  

 

FISCAL EFFECT: 

 

 No Direct County Fiscal Impact  Increase Capital 

Expenditures 

   

 X Existing Staff Time Required 

   Decrease Capital 

Expenditures 

 Increase Operating Expenditures 

 (If checked, check one of two boxes below)  Increase Capital Revenues  

 

  Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget  Decrease Capital Revenues 

 

  Not Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget  

  

X Decrease Operating Expenditures  Use of contingent funds 

 

 Increase Operating Revenues 

 

 Decrease Operating Revenues 

 

Indicate below the dollar change from budget for any submission that is projected to 

result in increased/decreased expenditures or revenues in the current year. 

 

 

 Expenditure or 

Revenue Category 

Current Year Subsequent Year 

Operating Budget Expenditure  0        

Revenue  0         

Net Cost  0         

Capital Expenditure                
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Improvement 

Budget 

Revenue                

Net Cost                

 

 

DESCRIPTION OF FISCAL EFFECT  

 

In the space below, you must provide the following information.  Attach additional 

pages if necessary. 

 

A. Briefly describe the nature of the action that is being requested or proposed, and 

the new or changed conditions that would occur if the request or proposal were 

adopted. 

B. State the direct costs, savings or anticipated revenues associated with the 

requested or proposed action in the current budget year and how those were 

calculated. 1  If annualized or subsequent year fiscal impacts are substantially 

different from current year impacts, then those shall be stated as well. In addition, 

cite any one-time costs associated with the action, the source of any new or 

additional revenues (e.g. State, Federal, user fee or private donation), the use of 

contingent funds, and/or the use of budgeted appropriations due to surpluses or 

change in purpose required to fund the requested action.   

C. Discuss the budgetary impacts associated with the proposed action in the current 

year.  A statement that sufficient funds are budgeted should be justified with 

information regarding the amount of budgeted appropriations in the relevant 

account and whether that amount is sufficient to offset the cost of the requested 

action.  If relevant, discussion of budgetary impacts in subsequent years also shall 

be discussed.  Subsequent year fiscal impacts shall be noted for the entire period 

in which the requested or proposed action would be implemented when it is 

reasonable to do so (i.e. a five-year lease agreement shall specify the 

costs/savings for each of the five years in question).  Otherwise, impacts 

associated with the existing and subsequent budget years should be cited.  

D. Describe any assumptions or interpretations that were utilized to provide the 

information on this form.   

 

 

Extending the existing option to purchase for Block 6E until December 30, 2011 will not 

include the payment of an extension fee, but Rainier continues to provide 
maintenance services for the County within the Park East that reduces operating 

costs for the County.  The $65,000 nonrefundable option fee paid to date will be 

credited toward the $700,000 purchase price, but will not be refunded if the option is 

not exercised and the purchase is not finalized. 

 

 
 

 

 

                                                 
1 If it is assumed that there is no fiscal impact associated with the requested action, then an explanatory statement that justifies that 

conclusion shall be provided.  If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.   
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Department/Prepared By  Craig C. Dillmann  

 

Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 

 

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
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COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 
Interoffice Memorandum 

 

 
DATE:  June 13, 2011 
 
TO: Lee Holloway, County Board Chairman, Lynne DeBruin Supervisor Chairman, 

Economic and Community Development Committee and Committee Members 
 
FROM: Freida Webb, Director, Community Business Development Partners 
 

SUBJECT: INFORMATIONAL MONTHLY UPDATE ON DEPARTMENTAL 

WAIVERS 

 

Directive 

 

At the request of the Committee on Economic and Community Development, the Office of 
Community Business Development Partners (CBDP) provides a monthly update on waivers 
requested and granted to various Milwaukee County departments that come through the office. 
 
Background 
 
The Office of Community Business Development Partners (CBDP) is responsible for 
implementing Federal and Milwaukee County DBE regulations.  Implementation of the 
regulations includes establishing DBE goals on both Federal and County funded contracts, as 
well as monitoring the DBE compliance of departments.  DBE goals are established on Federal 
and County contracts where there are “ready, willing and able” DBE firms available for 

contracting and or subcontracting opportunities.   

 
In 1999 the Disadvantaged Business Enterprise (DBE) Program rules were substantially revised 
due to legal challenges to some Programs.  Thus requiring all recipients of such federal funds to 
review and revise their programs accordingly.  As a result, Milwaukee County after both public 
and private stakeholder input determined and approved in 2000 by action of the County Board to 
establish and maintain one Program based upon the federal Disadvantaged Business Enterprise 
(DBE) Program rules and standards.  This 2000 action of the County Board and County 
Executive established and adopted rules and regulations of the US Department of Transportation, 
Office of the Secretary per the Federal Register 49 CFR Part 26 over both Milwaukee County 
Federal funded projects and Milwaukee County funded projects. 
 
These rules and regulations, based upon Federal Register 49 CFR Part 26, also include goal 
setting requirements, the formula that determines and establishes participation goals for Federal 
and County funded contracts.  All Federal funding recipients including Milwaukee County are 
required to adhere per the numbers of their “ready, willing and able firms”. 
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Economic & Community Development (ECD) Committee 

Community Business Development Partners (CBDP), 

DBE Waiver Report May 2011 

June 13, 2011 

Page 2 

 

That is a firm certified as Disadvantaged Business Enterprise {DBE} firm through Wisconsin’s 
Unified Certification Program, a consortium including WI DOT, City of Madison, Dane County.  
This is the rationale and justification for our goals as follows: 
 
  Construction     25% 
  Time & Material (Construction)  25% 
  Professional Services    17% 
  Purchase of Service Agreements  17% 
  Procurement     10% 
 
 
The Federal Register of February 3, 2010 issued these requirements, the details. 
 
When the CBDP office receives a waiver request from a department, it is first reviewed by the 
department then forwarded to the County Board Chairman with a recommendation to either grant 
or deny the request.  The Chairman may request CBDP gather more information to provide 
clarification regarding issues such as: 1) Is there anything else that can be done, directly or 
indirectly to include DBEs; 2) If DBE participation is not possible, is there a way to improve 
equal employment opportunity representation (i.e., employee diversity); and or 3) Can DBE 
participation be included for this company in other areas not related to this project. 
 
In summary, County Board Chairman Lee Holloway consistently ensures maximum DBE 
participation on County projects. Either directly or indirectly, DBE participation is sought as a 
means of enhancing economic opportunity within our County.  When, and if all else fails, prime 
contractors must submit documentation to prove their Good Faith Efforts (GFE) that CBDP must 
then review to determine approval. 
 
Waiver Report Summary 
Thus, the Milwaukee Community Business Development Partners (CBDP), Disadvantaged 
Business Enterprise (DBE) Waiver Report for May 2011 is as follows (see attachment with 
details): 
 

 Total Contract $ Amount for May 2011   $5,700,292.00 

 
 Total Approved Waivers $ Amount    $     38,950.00 
  
 Total Unapproved Waivers                     0.00 
  

Percentage of Waived for May 2011                  0.68% 
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Economic & Community Development (ECD) Committee 

Community Business Development Partners (CBDP), 

DBE Waiver Report May 2011 

June 13, 2011 

Page 3 

 

Please see attachments respectively for details. 

 

 
Prepared by:        
Mildred Hyde-Demoze    Mark Phillips 
CBDP Certification Manager  CBDP Interim Contract Compliance Manger 
 
 
 
 
Approved by: 
 
 

Freida Webb, Director____________________________________________ 

Freida Webb, Director 
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May 2011 Waiver Report

DEPARTMENT Consultants /Contractors SCOPE OF SERVICES CONTRACT AMOUNT APPROVAL REASON

CBDP  approved waivers

Medical Examiner Dr. Christopher Long Forensic toxicology testing, interpretation, quality assurance $19,950.00 Dr. Long's labor

Corp Counsel for GMIA Wildman, Harold, Allen & Dixon Special counsel to consult & advise to certain matters to airport $19,000.00 Airport Debt Obligations

Contracts issued without CBDP review

None

Total Contract $ Amount for April $5,700,292.00

Total Approved Waiver $ Amount $38,950.00

Total Unapproved Waiver $ Amount $0.00

Percentage Waived 0.68%

1
 Waviers approved by CBDP Department with County Board Chairman's Approval

2
 Contracts issued without DBE goals by departments without CDBP review or approval.

  CDBP is only made aware of these projects when accounts payable department forwards

  new contact information to CDBP
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