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Jim
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City Clerk
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From: Dawn McCarthy [mailto:dmccarthy@milwaukeepreservation.org]

Sent: Monday, March 07, 2016 2:51 PM

To: Bauman, Robert

Cc: Bohl, James; Owczarski, Jim; Historic Preservation Commission; planadmin; Genell Scheurell
Subject: Milwaukee Preservation Alliance letter regarding the Goll House, 1550 N. Prospect Ave

MPA letter regarding the following:

File #151545, An ordinance relating to the change in zoning from Detailed Planned
Development to Detailed Planned Development for a multi-family residential development at
1550 North Prospect Avenue, on the east side of North Prospect Avenue, north of East
Albion Street, in the 4th Aldermanic District.

- and -

File #151623, Resolution relating to a Certificate of Appropriateness for moving the Goll
Mansion on its lot to accommodate new construction at 1550 N. Prospect Avenue

March 7, 2016

Dear Alderman Bauman,
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The
Historic Goll House

Memorandum of Agreement

A development proposal has been put forth by New Land Enterprises that provides some
very unique and creative solutions to the specific challenges of preserving the Goll
House. The National Trust for Historic Preservation (NTHP) and the Milwaukee
Preservation Alliance (MPA) were contacted and asked to meet with the developer in
what has been a series of proposal presentations and frank discussions about the idea of
further developing the site while restoring and preserving the Goll House. The NTHP and
MPA would like to thank the developer for making the effort and taking the time to meet
not only with the Trust representatives and Alliance board members, but other
stakeholders in the Milwaukee Preservation community. We are encouraged by New
Land Enterprises' interaction with the preservation community and hope that such early
discussions will become increasingly common as both the preservation and development
communities have much to gain from such dialogue.

Memorandum of Agreement

New Land Development presented plans to members of Milwaukee's preservation
community for a development including the restoration of the Historic Goll House,
located at 1550 North Prospect Avenue. The Frederick T. and Eleanor Goll House is a
contributing structure in the Prospect Avenue Residential District.

The Milwaukee Preservation Alliance is in support of this development because:

1) The Goll House will be restored in compliance with the Secretary of the Interior
Standards for Rehabilitation governing exterior and interior spaces as reviewed by
the Milwaukee Historic Preservation Commission and the State Historic Preservation
Office, where applicable. Further repairs and maintenance to the building will
comply with the Secretary of Interior Standards in perpetuity as will be described in
the condominium declaration.

2) The Goll House will maintain its traditional connection with Prospect Avenue,
appearing from the street as a free-standing building.

3) The Goll House will maintain its integrity of form, with a minimalist soft-connection
to the new structure behind the house.

4) The Goll House restoration will include a condition assessment of the original carved
bargeboards and appraisal for reinstallation versus replication.







5) The original first floor interior of the Goll House will be retained in its original form
and restored to its original condition. The second floor interior spaces will restored or
rehabilitated.

6) The possibility of having public tours of the Goll House (minimum of
once/maximum of four times per year) will be formally investigated as pre-scheduled
public access would strengthen the house as a historic community resource; at the
same time it would foster pride in ownership of the condominium property owners.
Any tour program will respect the ownership rights and interests of the condominium
unit owners and will appropriately address reservations and prior notice, duration of
tours, number of participants, drop-off/pick-up and physical impact upon the Goll
House.

It is further understood that:

7) A new structure totaling up to 30 stories, with no more than five stories of above
grade parking, will be centered towards the east and rear bluff easement of the
property behind and on a diagonal axis from the more northerly position of the Goll
House.

8) The location of the new building and the setbacks from the property lines will not
vary materially from the preliminary schematic plan attached hereto. The building
tower will rise from the five story parking garage, which will function as a plinth..

9) The open perimeter of the roof deck around the tower will be a terrace atop the
garage plinth.

10) The garage base of the structure will be articulated with brick and cast concrete;
windows will be used at certain locations to break up the expanse of the facade.

11) Portions of the base will utilize a "green wall' or "live wall" system to screen the
view of the garage plinth from Lincoln Memorial Drive.

12) The Prospect Avenue or western garage plinth facade will have horizontal design
elements that would provide a minimal (neutral) background for the Goll House
serving to frame the house and acting as a backdrop.

13) The tower emerging from the plinth will be stepped back (approximately as shown
on the plan attached hereto) so as to increase openness between adjoining buildings
and also increase the backdrop of sky and light falling between neighboring buildings
and Prospect Avenue.

14) The setback area along the east property line (between the property line and the base
of the garage plinth) will be professionally and appropriately landscaped.

15) The eastern wall of the garage plinth will be enclosed, and being set back from the
easement, will not encroach upon the bluff green-way.







In Summary:

In consideration of the conditions agreed to by New Land Enterprises, LLC, the National
Trust for Historic Preservation Midwest Office and the Milwaukee Preservation Alliance
support this project because it affords the best opportunity for saving and restoring the
Goll House. The project described in this Memorandum of Agreement will not only reuse
this important local landmark but also ensure its continued maintenance and care in

perpetuity.

Signed:
Royce A. Yeater. AIA
Midwest Director

National Trust for Historic Preservation

Sipned: \W%M@@’ﬂé&

Paul Demcak
Executive Director
Milwaukee Preservation Alliance

W
Signed: /fﬂ,,__ /AN el
KeviE. Donahue, ATA
Board of Directors
Mil keg Preservation Alliance

[
i

Signed:
éBr(fis Gokhman
Principal
New Land Enterprises, LLC
Attachments.

Dated:

Dated:

Dated

Dated

7/16/08
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MPA

MILWAUKEE
PRESERVATION
ALLIANCE

March 7, 2016

Regarding:

File #151545: An ordinance relating to the change in zoning from Detailed Planned Development to
Detailed Planned Development for a multi-family residential development at 1550 North Prospect
Avenue, on the east side of North Prospect Avenue, north of East Albion Street, in the 4th Aldermanic
District.

-and -

File #151623: Resolution relating to a Certificate of Appropriateness for moving the Goll Mansion on its
lot to accommodate new construction at 1550 N. Prospect Avenue

Dear Alderman Bauman,

This letter is to register Milwaukee Preservation Alliance (MPA) support for the restoration of the Goll
House in it's current location at 1550 N. Prospect Avenue.

Due to the significance of the historic Goll House and its importance to the community, previous plans to
develop new construction at 1550 N. Prospect Avenue were completed in cooperation with members of
the preservation community. The Detail Plan Development (File #080543) was approved with the support
of MPA and the National Trust for Historic Preservation (NTHP) based on consultation and agreement
with the developer New Land Enterprise (NLE). NLE agreed that the Goll House would be restored in
compliance with the Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation. Further the Memorandum of
Agreement signed by NLE, MPA and the NTHP (attached) provides for keeping the structure's traditional
connection with Prospect Avenue and for the appropriate siting of new construction. The agreement
specifically indicates that The Goll House will maintain its integrity of form, with a minimalist soft-
connection to the new structure behind the house.

We ask that the current development plans be amended to show the same recognition of and
consideration for the historic significance of the property as the original proposed development, and as
documented by the Historic Designation Study Report approved by the City of Milwaukee in 2002.

MPA also supports that the Historic Preservation Alliance has jurisdiction for review of the entire Goll
House property. Please see the attached 2008 letter drafted by NTHP Attorney Julia H. Miller. Also
attached is a letter drafted on behalf of NLE by Reinhart Attorney Deborah C. Tomczyk agreeing with HPC
review.

Thank you for your consideration.

’\B:ww\'}\cc;.:\’x\u_g

Sincerely,
Dawn McCarthy

Milwaukee Preservation Alliance PO Box 510642 Milwaukee, WI 53203 t.414.604.6727
milwaukeepreservationalliance.org









NATIONAL

TRUST
September 12, 2008 FOR
HISTORIC
VIA FACSMILE AND FIRST CLASS MAIL PRESERVATION’

Patricia Balon

Chair, Historic Preservation Commission
Dept. of City Development

809 North Broadway - 1st Floor
Milwaukee, WI 53202

RE: Goll House Certificate of Appropriateness

Dear Ms. Balon:

As you know, the National Trust for Historic Preservation has indicated publically our
support for the entire Goll House project as proposed because we feel its commitment to the
restoration and long term preservation of the mansion successfully mitigates the impact of the
proposed tower construction on the rear portion of the site. We stand by our support for the
project but such support should not be construed to indicate our concurrence with interpretations
of the Milwaukee Preservation Ordinance which would essentially vitiate its protections for other
historic places by the limiting the authority of the Historic Preservation Commission and
separating historic structures from the site upon which they are located as outlined by the Staff
Report and the opinion of the city attorney. Thus I am writing on behalf of the National Trust for
Historic Preservation to provide insight and clarification on the question of the scope of the
Historic Preservation Commission’s jurisdiction over the historic Goll House.

The National Trust for Historic Preservation is a private, nonprofit organization chartered by
Congress in 1949 to promote public participation in the preservation of our nation’s heritage, and
to further the historic preservation policy of the United States. With the strong support of our
250,000 members nationwide, including close to 4,000 members in Wisconsin, the National
Trust works to protect significant historic sites and to advocate historic preservation as a
fundamental value in programs and policies at all levels of government.

It is the National Trust’s position that the Historic Preservation Commission has jurisdiction
over not just the house, but the entire Goll House property, notwithstanding the city’s
designation of the Goll House as a “historic structure.”

1. The Entire Property is Subject to Commission Review Under the Plain Meaning of
MCO § 308-81

According to the National Trust’s reading of Milwaukee’s historic preservation law, set forth
at MCO § 308-81, the Historic Preservation Commission (HPC) has jurisdiction over the entire
Goll House property and thus a Certificate of Appropriateness is required for all changes to the
property, not just those changes directly affecting the exterior of the Goll House.

1785 Massachusetts Avenue, NW  Washington, DC 20036
P 202.588-6035 F 202.588.6080 E info@nthp.org ~WWW.PRESERVATIONNATION.ORG







Pat Balon
Page 2

Under MCO § 308-81-8, the HPC may recommend for designation a “structure, site, or area”
to the Common Council. Pursuant to this authority, the HPC recommended that the Goll House
property be designated as a “historic structure.” The Common Council, in response to the HPC’s
recommendation, designated the entire property, described as 1550 North Prospect Avenue, as a
“historic structure.” The Common Council’s Resolution, Council File 011566, specifically states:

Resolved, By the Common Council of the City of Milwaukee that the Frederick T. and
Eleanor Goll House, 1550 North Prospect Avenue, and further described as follows:

Rogers' Addn in SE 1/4 Sec 21-7-22 Vol 1 p 40 Block 199 (SW 61.35' Lot 12 Sd Subd &
NE 38.75' Lot 8 Ronalds Subd) exc RR & Nwlt 7' for St

be designated as a Milwaukee Historic Structure.”
Emphasis added.

Thus, any claim that the city only designated the Goll House per se is in direct conflict
with the express language of the Council’s resolution, which designates the entire property.

2. A Certificate of Appropriateness is Required for Changes to the Goll House and the
Construction of New Improvements.

Once a property is designated as a historic structure, a Certificate of Appropriateness is
required to alter any part of a structure’s exterior or to construct any improvement to the

property.

No owner, renter, occupant or person in charge of a historic site, historic structure or an
improvement within a historic district shall reconstruct or alter all or any part of the
exterior of such property or construct any improvement upon such a property or
properties or permit any such work to be performed upon such property or demolish such
property unless a certificate of appropriateness has been granted by the commission.
Unless such certificate has been granted by the commission, the commissioner of city
development shall not issue a permit for any such work.

See MCO § 308-81-9 (emphasis added).

Pursuant to MCO § 308-81-2, the term “alteration” is defined as: “Any material change in
the external architectural features of any historic structure or structures within a historic site or
district,” and the term “improvement” is defined as: “Any building, structure, place, work of art,
or other object constituting a physical betterment of real property, or any part of such
betterment.” Also note that changes to the “property,” notwithstanding designation as a historic
structure, trigger the city’s certificate requirement.
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Under the plain meaning of this provision, New Land Enterprises is required to obtain a
Certificate of Appropriateness prior to altering any part of the exterior of the Goll House and
prior to constructing any improvement on 1550 North Prospect Avenue.

3. The Historic Preservation Commission Has Jurisdiction to Review and Act On Both
Alterations to the Goll House and Improvements to the Property

Also pursuant to MCO § 308-81-9, the HPC is charged with reviewing and acting upon
applications for Certificates of Appropriateness. In exercising this jurisdiction, it is required to
consider:

b-1. Whether, in the case of a designated historic site, structure or district, the proposed
work would detrimentally change, destroy or adversely affect any exterior architectural
feature of the improvement upon which said work is to be done; and

b-2. Whether, in the case of construction of a new improvement upon a designated site or
within a historic district, the exterior of such improvement would adversely affect or not
harmonize with the external appearance of other neighboring improvements on such site;
and

b-3. Whether, in the case of any property located in a historic district the proposed
construction, reconstruction, exterior alteration, or demolition conforms to the objectives
of the historic preservation plan for such district as duly adopted by the common
council.

Section b-1, which requires consideration of the impact of a proposed alteration to the Goll
House itself, and section b-2, which focuses on the impact of a new improvement on the Goll
House, as a neighboring improvement on the site, apply. Section b-3 would not apply because
the property is not located in a historic district.

Despite the express language in § 308-81-9, which, as noted above, requires a certificate of
appropriateness prior to constructing any improvements (buildings or structures) to the property,
it has been maintained that the HPC ’s jurisdiction only extends to changes to the exterior and
thus section b-1 does not apply. The argument is that because the property was designated as a
“historic structure” rather than a “historic site,” the HPC lacks jurisdiction over improvements to
the site. This argument, however, is contrary to the express language of MCO § 308-81. First, as
explained above, the Common Council designated the entire property, not just the Goll House.
Second, as also explained above, a certificate is required for both alterations and new
improvements, notwithstanding designation as a “historic structure.” Third, and perhaps most
importantly, the term “historic site” includes real property on which a structure having historic
significance is located, which is the situation here. MCO § 308-81g states:

g. Historic site means the real property:

g-1. On which a structure having historical significance is located; or

g-2. On which there is no structure, but which itself is of historical significance that

has substantial value in tracing the history of aboriginal man, or upon which a historic event
has occurred; or

g-3. Has been designated a historic site by the common council.
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h. Historic structure means any improvement which has a special character or special historic
interest or value as part of the development, heritage or cultural characteristics of the city,
state or nation and which has been designated as a historic structure by the common council.

Emphasis added. Note that this provision is written in the disjunctive.

Finally, the fact that the Common Council, pursuant to File No. 011566, approved and
adopted the Commission’s Study Report and Study Report Guidelines in their entirety,
underscores this point. The Council stated:

“The Preservation Guidelines pursuant to the Historic Designation Study Report, a copy
of which is attached to the Common Council File, shall apply to this structure are
adopted by the Common Council as part of the resolution.”

With respect to new construction, the Guidelines (p. 16) state: “It is important that new
construction be designed so as to be as sympathetic as possible with the character of the house.”

Notwithstanding claims to the contrary, the use of the word “structure” in the resolution does
not somehow establish, much less infer, intent on the part of the Council to limit the application
of the guidelines to only the Goll House. Such a broad reading of the resolution is inconsistent
with the Council’s designation of the entire property; its adoption of the Guidelines; and the
express requirements of the city’s preservation law.

4. Designation of the Goll House and Review of Both Alterations and New Construction is
Consistent with the Legislative Purpose of MCO § 308-81 and Preservation Practices
Around the Country.

The City of Milwaukee, pursuant to s. 62.23(7)(em), Wis. Stats., declared that “the
protection, enhancement, perpetuation, and use of improvements of special architectural
character or special historical interest or value is a public necessity and is required in the interest
of health, prosperity, safety, and welfare of the people.” MCO § 308-81-1. To fulfill this
mandate, that is, to protect the Goll House, an improvement of special character, the City
adopted a preservation law which requires that its Historic Preservation Commission review
changes that could adversely affect the Goll House, including both alterations to the structure
itself and new construction. See discussion above.

The City’s approach to preservation is consistent with preservation approaches around the
country. Indeed, to restrict a preservation commission’s authority to the structure itself would not
only be at odds with prevailing practices but also counterintuitive. Imagine a fifteen story,
stainless steel clad building with rotating neon lights behind the Goll House. As explained by the
National Park Service, which administers the National Register of Historic Places and is charged
with providing leadership on historic preservation, “[local preservation ordinances and
guidelines] are not intended to prevent property owners from making changes to their property.”
Rather, such laws “are meant to ensure that those changes enhance the historic qualities that are
enjoyed by all members of the community and which make an area a special place in which to
live and work.” See Working on the Past in Local Historic District’s, posted on the National Park
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Service’s website at www2.cr.nps.gov/workingonthepast. In other words, historic preservation
permits changes to occur. However, those changes must be managed.

Significantly, the philosophical principles expressed by the National Park Service and
embodied in Milwaukee’s preservation laws are also consistent with the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation, the primary standards used by preservation commissions
across the country in their review of changes to historic properties. With respect to new
construction, these standards require that new construction be “compatible” with the historic

property.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy
historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property. The
new work shall be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the historic
materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the integrity of the
property and its environment.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in a such
a manner that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired.

36 C.F.R. Part 68.3.

Moreover, compatibility of new construction—in terms of height, scale, mass, and
materials—has long been recognized by courts as a legitimate goal of local governments in
preserving their historical resources. As the Supreme Judicial Court of Massachusetts stated in
Opinion of the Justices, 128 N.E.2d 557 (Mass. 1955), “[i]t is not difficult to imagine how the
erection of a few wholly incongruous structures might destroy one of the principal assets of the
town. . ..” See also City of New Orleans v. Pergament, 5 So. 2d 129 (1941) (recognizing the
need to preserve the whole district or the “toute ensemble,” including non-historic structures);
City of New Orleans v. Impastato, 3 So. 2d 798 (La. 1941) (following Pergament by upholding
regulation of all exterior changes, including those to non-historic structures); and Faulkner v.
Town of Chestertown, 428 A2d 874, 883 (Md. 1981) (upholding authority to regulate all
structures in a historic district). Courts, accordingly, have consistently upheld the authority of
local governments to deny permits to build incompatible structures. See, e.g., Bellevue Shopping
Center Associates v. Chase, 574 A.2d 660 (R.1. 1990)(affirming denial of a property owner’s
application to add a 8,358 square-foot, one-story building to an existing shopping center located
in a city historic district); District Intown Properties, Ltd. Partnership v. District of Columbia,
198 F.3d 874 (D.C. Cir. 1990), cert. denied, 531 U.S. 812 (2000)(upholding denial of certificate
of appropriateness to build townhouses on subdivided lots on the lawn of a historic apartment
building).

5. Conclusion
Milwaukee sits at a critical crossroad. It has a wealth of significant historic structures that

merit full protection under the city’s preservation laws. By limiting the Historic Preservation
Commission’s jurisdiction to the Goll House itself, the City will be acting contrary to MCO §
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381-81, et seq. and prevailing historic preservation practices across the country. It will also be
creating a dangerous precedent for historic preservation in the city, thereby jeopardizing the
integrity of all of Milwaukee’s designated historic structures.

The National Trust urges you to adhere to your own preservation laws and the Council’s
resolution designating the Goll House as a “Historic Structure,” and require a certificate of
appropriateness for changes to the Goll House itself as well as any new construction on the

property.

Sincerely,

Julia H. Miller, Special Counsel
National Trust for Historic Preservation

cc:

Bruce Block, Reinhart Boerner Van Duren, 1000 N. Water Street, Suite 2100, Milwaukee,
WI 53201

Martha Brown, Deputy Commissioner, Dept of City Development, 809 N. Broadway,
Milwaukee, WI 53202

Richard Donner, Reinhart Boerner Van Duren, 1000 N. Water Street, Suite 2100, Milwaukee,
WI 53201

Paul Demcak, Milwaukee Preservation Alliance

James Draeger, Deputy State Historic Preservation Officer, 816 State Street, Rm 305,
Madison, WI 53706-1482

Boris Gokhman, New Land Enterprises, LLP, PO Box 511448, Milwaukee, WI 53203

Gregg Hagopian, Assistant City Attorney, Milwaukee City Hall, 200 E. Wells Street,
Milwaukee, WI 53202

Grant F. Langley, City Attorney, Milwaukee City Hall, 200 E. Wells Street, Milwaukee,
WI 53202

Deborah C. Tomczyk , Reinhart Boerner Van Deuren, 1000 North Water Street, Suite 2100,
Milwaukee, WI 53201









Reinhart Boerner Van Deuren s.c.
P.O. Box 2965

Re i n h a r Milwaukee, WI 53201-2965
1000 North Water Street
Attorneys at Law Suite 1700

Milwaukee, WI 53202

Telephone: 414-298-1000
Facsimile: 414-298-8097
Toll Free: 800-553-6215
reinhartlaw.com

September 12, 2008

Deborah C. Tomczyk, Esq.
Direct Dial: 414-298-8331
dtomczyk@reinhartlaw.com

SENT BY EMAIL

Patricia Balon, Chair

Historic Preservation Commission
Department of City Development
809 North Broadway, 1st Floor
Milwaukee, WI 53202

Dear Ms. Balon: Re: Frederick T. & Eleanor Goll House
1550 North Prospect Avenue

As you know, this firm represents New Land Enterprises LLP ("NLE") in
connection with its application for a Certificate of Appropriateness ("COA") for
rehabilitation of the Goll House at 1550 North Prospect Avenue (the "Goll House").

We have received a copy of the opinion issued on September 9, 2008 by the
Office of the City Attorney which limits the jurisdiction of the Historic Preservation
Commission ("HPC") to the Goll House structure itself. We also have become aware
that members of the preservation community have concerns about limiting HPC's
review of the Goll House COA to the changes to the exterior structure.

Of course, the determination of HPC's jurisdiction is a matter for the City
Attorney and the Common Council. We reserve the right to revisit that issue at a later
date.

However, throughout this process, NLE has taken great pains to involve the
preservation community, not just in its plans to rehabilitate the Goll House, but also in
its plans to construct a new 35 unit residential tower at the rear of the property on
which the Goll House rests as well as a walkway to connect the two structures. We
have made significant modifications to our plans to not only preserve, but to enhance
the presence of the Goll House from Prospect Avenue and to maintain the integrity of

Milwaukee « Madison o Waukesha « Rockford, IL
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the Goll House as a distinct, freestanding structure. We are confident that we have
satisfied historic standards and guidelines for our entire project—under any level of
scrutiny.

Accordingly, at its hearing on Monday, we invite HPC to discuss and consider,
not just our proposed renovations to the exterior of the Goll House, but all aspects of
our project including the connector and the new residential tower. We are cognizant
of the fact that HPC is holding a joint hearing with City Plan Commission ("CPC")
and that CPC will undoubtedly find HPC's discussion of all aspects of our project
instructive as well.

We hope that HPC will endorse all aspects of this innovative model to marry
historic preservation and quality development.

Yours very truly,

REINHART\2467529DCT:CMW

cc Ms. Martha Brown (sent by email)
Mr. Boris Gokhman (sent by email)
Mr. Greg Hagopian (sent by email)
Mr. Scott Kindness (sent by email)
Ms. Vanessa Koster (sent by email)
Ms. Genell Scheurell (sent by email)
Mr. Royce Yeater (sent by email)









MILWAUKEE






This letter is to register Milwaukee Preservation Alliance (MPA) support for the restoration
of the Goll House in it's current location at 1550 N. Prospect Avenue.

Due to the significance of the historic Goll House and it's importance to the community,
previous plans to develop new construction at 1550 N. Prospect Avenue were completed in
cooperation with members of the preservation community. The Detail Plan Development
(Eile #080543) was approved with the support of MPA and the National Trust for Historic
Preservation (NTHP) based on consultation and agreement with the developer New Land
Enterprise (NLE). NLE agreed that the Goll House would be restored in compliance with the
Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation. Further the Memorandum of Agreement
signed by NLE, MPA and the NTHP (attached) provides for keeping the structure's
traditional connection with Prospect Avenue and for the appropriate siting of new
construction. The agreement specifically indicates that The Goll House will maintain its
integrity of form, with a minimalist soft-connection to the new structure behind the house.

We ask that the current development plans be amended to show the same recognition of and
consideration for the historic significance of the property as the original proposed
development, and as documented by the Historic Designation Study Report approved by the
City of Milwaukee in 2002.

MPA also supports that the Historic Preservation Alliance has jurisdiction for review of the
entire Goll House property. Please see the attached 2008 letter drafted by NTHP Attorney
Julia H. Miller. Also attached is a letter drafted on behalf of NLE by Reinhardt Attorney
Deborah C. Tomczyk agreeing with HPC review.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Dawn McCarthy
Milwaukee Preservation Alliance

CC.

ZND Chair Alderman Bohl

Historic Preservation Commission

Department of City Development

Office of the City Clerk Jim Owczarski

Genell Scheurell, National Trust for Historic Preservation
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