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DOA.......Wong — Environmental remediation tax incremental financing

For 1999-01 BUDGET — NOT READY FOR INTRODUCTION

AN ACT ..; relating to: ‘modifying the environmental - remediation .tax.

" “incremental financing program.-

Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau
LOCAL GOVERNMENT

OTHER LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Under current law, a city, village, town or county (political subdivision) may
create an environmental remediation tax incremental district (ERTID) to defray the
costs of remediating contaminated property that is owned by the political
subdivision. The mechanism for financing costs that are eligible for remediation is -
very similar to the mechanism under the tax incremental financing (TIF) program.
If the remediated property is transferred to another person and is then subject to
property taxation, environmental remediation (ER) tax incremental financing may
be used to allocate some of the property taxes that are levied on the property to the
political subdivision to pay for the costs of remediation.

Before the political subdivision may use ER tax incremental financing,
however, it must create a joint review board that is similar to the current law tax
incremental district (TID) joint review board, or a city or village may use an existing
TID joint review board, to review the political subdivision’s proposal to remediate
environmental pollution. If the joint review board approves the proposal, the
political subdivision may proceed with its plan. An ERTID joint review board is
made up of one representative chosen by the school district that has power to.levy
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taxes on the property that is remediated, one representative chosen by the technical

college. district that has power to levy taxes on the property, one representative _

chosen by the county that has power to levy taxes on the property that is remediated, : S

one representative chosen by the political subdivision and one public member. ~
A political .subdivision .that has incurred .“eligible costs” to remediate

environmental pollution on a parcel of property may apply to the department of

revenue (DOR) to certify the “environmental remediation tax incremental base”

(ERTIB) of the parcel. DOR is required to certify the ERTIB if the political

subdivision submits to DOR all of the following: 1) a statement that the political .

subdivision has incurred eligible costs, detailing the purpose and amount:of the:

expenditures, and including certification of the department of natural resources -

(DNR) that the ER has been completed; 2) a statement that all taxing jurisdictions

with authority to levy general property taxes on the parcel of property have been

notified that the political subdivision intends to recoverits ER.costs by using an “ER

tax increment”; and 3) a statement that the political subdivision has attempted to

recover its ER costs from the responsible party.. .- . . . . .
Under the bill, the environmental remediation does not need to be completed o

before a political subdivision may ask DOR to certify-the.:ERTIB. The political . .0 - v

subdivision is required, under the bill, to submit.to DOR a statement that. the S

political ‘subdivision ‘has incurred someeligible cdsts: and includes with the ... ¢

. statement a detailed proposed remedial action plan-that contains cost-estimates for .. . -
" "anticipated' eligible costs. The political subdivision is also required to'include .. !
certification from DNR that the department has. approved the site investigation

report that relates to the parcel. L T

“Eligible. costs” are capital costs, financing: costs and administrative and .
professional service costs for the removal, containment or monitoring of, or the
restoration of soil or groundwater affected by, environmental pollution. Eligible.
costs are reduced by any amounts received from persons who are responsible for the
discharge of a hazardous substance on the property to pay remediation costs and by.
the amount of net gain on the sale of the property by the political subdivision. The
“ERTIB” of the property is the property’s equalized valueon the January 1 preceding -
the date on which DNR certifies that the property has been properly remediated.

The bill changes the definition of eligible costs to include demolition costs

i ing asbestos removal, and removing and disposing of certain abandoned

containers.

For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be
printed as an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:
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66.462 (1) (¢) °“Eligible costs” means capital costs, financing costs and

- administrative and professional service costs for the investigation, removal,
.. containment or monitoring of, or the restoratjon of soil or groundwater affected by,
. environmental pollution, including monitoring costs incurred within 2 years after
‘the date on which the department of natural resources certifies that environmental

vpollutmn on the property has been remedxated MMMSMQS

- 29241 (1 except that for any parcel of.»landff‘el-igible costs” s_hall be reduced by any. . ..

amounts received from persons respon51ble for the discharge, as defined in s. 292,01,

~ (8),of a hazardous substance on the property to pay for the costs of remediating. -
e énvu-onmental pollutxon on the property :and .l;_h.e ampqn,t .pf«x;};:t_jga;g from the sale - . PR

of th o pmperf,y by the f olitical subdmsmn

" SECTION 2. 66.462 (4) (a) of the statutes is amended to read

66;462 (4)(a) Thepolitical subdivision: submits astatement thatit hasincurred. =

to the parcel of property and the statement details the purpose and amount of the

expenditures already made and includes a dated certificate issued by the
department of natural resources that certifies that environmental pollution-en-the
papeel-eﬂp;epen-y—has—bee&*emed*&teé the department of patural resources has

v ite inv ion rel in accordance with
rules promulgated by the department of natural resources.

SecTioN 9358. Initial applicability; other.

(1) ENVIRONMENTAL REME‘I/)IAT[ON TAX INCREMENTAL FINANCING. The treatment of

5 (¥
section 66.462 (1) (c)[and (4) (a) of the statutes first applies to an environmental
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remediation tax incremental financing district, the written remediation proposal for
which is approved by the political subdivision’s governing body on the effective date
of this subsection. .

(END)
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Section #. 66.462 (2)‘/of the statutes is amended to read:

66.462 (2) USE OF ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATION TAX INCREMENTS. A political subdivision that
develops, and whose governing body approves, a written proposal to remediate environmental
pollution on property owned by the political subdivision may use an environmental remediation tax

n Cigagus Pare. 18
increment to pay the eligible costs of remediating environmental pollution o%roperty at ia;s(-ﬂot
Aare

part of a tax incremental district created under s. 66.46 and that mﬁ\%f& by the political subdivision
at the time of the remediation and then transferred to another person after the property is remediated,
as provided in this section. No political subdivision may submit an application to the department
under sub. (4) until the joint review board approves the political subdivision’s written proposal under

sub. (3).

History: 1997 a. 27.

shoveme(Irbunx12) Tue—Dec-29-1998 11:42 am
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Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau
LOCAL GOVERNMENT

OTHER LOCAL GOVERNMENT :

Under current law, a city, village, town or county (political subdivision) may
create an environmental remediation tax incremental district (ERTID) to defray the
costs of remediating contaminated property that is owned by the political
subdivision. The mechanism for financing costs that are eligible for remediation is
very similar to the mechanism under the tax incremental financing (TIF) program.
If the remediated property is transferred to another person and is then subject to
property taxation, environmental remediation (ER) tax incremental financing may
be used to allocate some of the property taxes that are levied on the property to the
political subdivision to pay for the costs of remediation.

Before the political subdivision may use ER tax incremental financing,
however, it must create a joint review board that is similar to the current law tax
incremental district (TID) joint review buard, ur a city or village may use an existing
TID joint review board, to review the political subdivision’s proposal to remediate
environmental pollution. If the joint review board approves the proposal the
political subdivision may proceed with its plan. An ERTID joint review board is
made up of one representative chosen by the school district that has power to levy
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/ *  taxeson the propemmatedu one representative chosen by the technical
college district that has power to levy taxes on the property, one representative
\ chosen by the county that has power to levy taxes on the property that is remediated,
\ one representative chosen by the political subdivision and one public member.
N ... A political subdivision that has incurred. “eligible costs” to remediate
environmental pollution on a parcel of property may apply to the department of
revenue {(DOR) to certify the “environmental remediation: tax incremental base”
(ERTIB) of the parcel. DOR is required to certify the ERTIB if the political
subdivision submits to DOR all of the following: 1) a statement that the political
- subdivision has incurred eligible costs, detailing the purpose and amount of the
expenditures, and including certification of the department of natural resources -
(DNR) that the ER has been completed; 2) a statement that all taxing jurisdictions
. with authority to levy general property taxes on the parcel of property have been
notified that the political subdivision intends to recover its ER costs by using an “ER
tax increment”; and 3) a statement that the political subdivision has attempted to
recover its ER costs from the responsible party. . :
Under the bill, the environmental remediatiori- does not need to be completed
before a political subdnnsmn may ask DOR te-certify- the ERTIB. The political .
subdivision is required, under the bill, to submit.to DOR a statement that the
political subdivision has incurred some -eligible:.costs -and. includes with the ..
. statement a detailed proposed remedlai action plan, that contains cost-estimates for - .-
" anticipated eligible costs. The political subdivisien ‘is also'required to include - 0 - sie
certification from DNR that the department has approved the sﬂ;e mvestlgatmn. R
report that relates to the parcel ' o
“Eligible costs” are capital. costs, ﬁnancmg cnsts and admmstratwe and
professmnal service costs for the removal, containment or monitoring of, or the
restoration of soil or groundwater affected by, environmental pollution. Eligible
costs are reduced by any amounts received from persons who are responsible for the
ischarge of a hazardous substance on the property to pay remediation costs and by
amount of net gain on the sale of the property by the pohtlcal subdivision. The
IB” of the property is the property’s equalized value on the January 1 preceding
on which DNR certifies that the property has been properly remediated.
ill changes the definition of eligible costs to include demolition costs
including Asbestos removal, and removing and disposing of certain abandoned
containers. |\ The bill also requires that an ERTID be created on contiguous parcels
of property.
For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be
printed as an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

1 SECTION 1. 66.462 (1) (c) of the statutes is amended to read:
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66.462 (1) (c) “Eligible costs” means capital costs, financing costs and
administrative and professional service costs for the investigation, removal,
containme_nf or monitoring of, or the restoration of soil or groundwater affected by,.

environmental pollution, including monitoring costs incurred within 2 years after

the date on which the department of natural resources certifies that environmental

pollution on the property has been remediated, demolition costs including asbestos

292.41 (1), except that for any parcel ofland “eligible costs? shall be reduced by any - - .
- amounts received from persons responsible for -the discharge, as defined in s. 292.01-

(3) of a hazardous substance on the property to pay for the costs of remediating .. -

- 66. 462 (2) USE OF ENVIRONMENTAL- REMEDIATION TAX ‘INCREMENTS. *.A political:

éubdlwsxon that develops, and whose governing body,.approves, a written proposal
tu remediate environmental pollution on property own;:d by the political subdivision
may use an environmental remediation tax increment to pay the eligible costs of
remediating environmental .pollut'ion'on contiguous parcels of property that is are -
not part of a tax incremental district created under s. 66.46 and that is are owned by
the political subdivision at the time of the remediation and then transferred to
another person after the property is remediated, as provided in this section. No
political subdivision may submit an application to the department under sub. (4)
until the joint review board approves the political subdivision’s written proposal
under sub. {3).

SECTION 3. 66.462 (4) (a) of the statutes is amended to read:
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66.462 (4) (a) The political subdivision submits a statement that it has incurred
some eligible costs inc it e sta a detaile sed remedial
tion that contai i ici -eligible costs, with respect

to the parcel of property and the statement details the purpose and.amount of the
expenditures already made and includes a dated. certificate issued by the .-
department of natural resources that certifies that envirenmental pollution-on-the

roved the site investigation r. 1 to the in accordance with

rules promulgated by the department of natural resources. .-
SEcTION 9358. Initial applicability; other. ;= ... ..

NG5 ]'LNV'[RONMENTAL REMEDIATION ‘TAX INCREMENTAL FINANCING The treatment of

g';“.'sectxon 66. 462 ( 1) (c), (2) and (4) (a) of the statutes ﬁrst apphes toan enwronmantal

remed1a-t10n tax incremental financing district, the written: remedxatmn pmposal for:-

- which is approved by the political subdivision’s governing body on the effective date.

of this subsection.

(END)

5-);



Shovers, Marc

From: wong, Manyee

Sent: Sunday, January 24, 1999 7:27 PM
To: Shovers, Marc

Subject: FW: LRB Draft: 99-1007/P5

Hi Mare,

Please change LRB draft 1007/P5 to reflect Paul Ziegler's comment below (i.e. DOR had more comprehensive language
regarding avoiding the recovery of ERTIF eligible costs twice....etc.). Thanks!

Manyee

----- Original Message--—--

From: Schmiedicke, David

Sent: Friday, January 22, 1999 6:12 PM
To: Wong, Manyee

Subject: RE: LRB Draft: 99-1007/P5

yes

David P. Schmiedicke

Wisconsin Department of Administration
Voice -- (608) 266-1040

FAX -- (608) 267-0372

E-Mail -- david.schmiedicke@doa.state.wi.us

----- Qriginal Message-----

From: Wong, Manyee

Sent: Friday, January 22, 1999 4.09 PM
To: Zisgler, Paul

Cc: Schmiedicke, David

Subject: RE: LRB Draft: 99-1007/P5

Sure. DOR'’s language is fine. | will email Marc Shovers for the change. Is this ok with you, Dave?

----- Original Message-----

From: Ziegler, Paul

Sent: Friday, January 22, 1999 4:03 PM
To: Wong, Manyee

Subject: RE: LRB Draft: 99-1007/P5

DOR had more comprehensive language ragarding avoiding the recovery of ERTIF eligible costs twice -- once by
tax increment and again by grant. DOR’s request read as follows --- Reduce eligible costs by "any amounts
received, or reasonably expected by the political subdivision to be received, from a local, state or federal program
for the remediation of contamination in the district that do not require reimbursement or repayment.”

The quote above is straight from LRB draft 0771/p1 which | had done prior to seeing the same change
incorporated in your draft. If you desire, Marc Shovers could be asked to include the above language from my

draft 0771.

----- Original Message-----

From: Wong, Manyee

Sent: Monday. January 11, 1999 11:29 AM
To: Ziegler, Paul

Subject: FW: LRB Draft: 99-1007/P5

Hi Paul,

Here’s the latest draft on an ER TIF issue proposed by the Brownfields Study Group. Since it crosses your
area, could you take a look at it to see if everything is alright? Thanks.



From: Frantzen, Jean [SMTP:Jean.Frantzen @legis.state.wl.us]

Sent: Thursday, January 07, 1999 11:37 AM

To: 'manyee.wong@doa.state.wi.us’

Cc: ’david.schmiedicke @doa.state.wi.us’; 'vicky.labelle@doa.state.wi.us’; Hubli, Scott; Haugen, Caroline
Subjeot: LRB Draft: 09-1007/P&

Following is the PDF version of draft 99-1007/P5.

<< File: 99-1007/P5 >>
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FoR 1999-01 BUuDGET — NOT READY FOR INTRODUCTION
AN ACT “5—relating to: ;indifying" the ehv‘imﬁméﬁt-al:V"remediatio’n taxe

" incremental financing program.

Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau
LOCAL GOVERNMENT

o OTHER LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Under current law, a city, village, town or county (political subdivision) may

create an environmental remediation tax incremental district (ERTID) to defray the
costs of remediating contaminated property that is owned by the political
subdivision. The mechanism for financing costs that are eligible for remediation is
very similar to the mechanism under the tax incremental financing (TIF) program.
If the remediated property is transferred to another person and is then subject to
property taxation, environmental remediation (ER) tax incremental financing may
be used to allocate some of the property taxes that are levied on the property to the
political subdivision to pay for the costs of remediation.

Before the political subdivision may use ER tax incremental financing,

however, it must create a joint review board that is similar to the current law tax
incremental district (TID) joint review board, or a city or village may use an existing
TID joint review board, to review the political subdivision’s proposal to remediate
environmental pollution. If the joint review board approves the proposal, the
political subdivision may proceed with its plan. An ERTID joint review board is
made up of one representative chosen by the school district that has power to levy
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taxes on the property that is remediated, one representative chosen by the technical
college district that has power to levy taxes on the property, one representative
chosen by the county that has power to levy taxes on the property that is remediated,
one representative chosen by the political subdivision and one public member.

A political subdivision that has incurred “eligible costs” to remediate
environmental pollution on a parcel of property may apply to the department of
revenue (DOR) to certify the “environmental remediation tax incremental base” -
(ERTIB) of the parcel. DOR is required to certify the ERTIB if the political
subdivision submits to DOR all of the following: 1) a statement that the political
subdivision has incurred eligible costs, detailing the purpose and amount of the
expenditures, and including certification of the department of natural resources
(DNR) that the ER has been completed; 2) a statement that all taxing jurisdictions
with authority to levy general property taxes on the parcel of property have been - -
notified that the political subdivision intends to recover its ER costs by using an “ER ..
tax increment”; and 3) a -statement that the political subdivision has.attempted to.

- recover its ER costs from the responsible party. o A S L

Under the bill, the environmental remediation does not need to be completed.: - . .. -
before a political subdivision may ask DOR to certify the ERTIB.. The political
subdivision is required, under the bill, to submit to;DOR a statement that. the .

~ political subdivision has incurred some eligible costs .and ‘includes with. the
statement a detailed proposed remedial action plan that contains cost estimates for, .
anticipated eligible costs. The political subdivision is also required to include
certification from DNR that the department has-approved the site investigation
report that relates to the parcel. o : :

“Eligible costs” are capital costs, financing costs and administrative and
professional service costs for the removal, containment or monitoring of, or the
restoration of soil or groundwater affected by, environmental pollution. Eligible
costs are reduced by any amounts received from persens who are respon sible for the
discharge of a hazardous substance on the property to pay remediation costs and by
the amount of net gain on the sale of the property by the political subdivision. The
“ERTIB” of the property is the property’s equalized value on the January 1 preceding
the date on which DNR certifies that the property has been properly remediated. -

The bill changes the definition of eligible costs to include demolition costs

i os_removal, and removing and disposing of certain abandoned
1 reduces eligible costs by,
itical_suhdivisis

property.
For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be
printed as an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented. in senate and assembly, do

enact as follows: 2 g
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SECTION 1. 66.462 (1) (c) of the statutes is amended to read:

66.462 (1) (c) “Eligible costs” means capital costs, financing costs and
administrative and professional service costs for the investigation, removal,
containment or monitoring of, or the restoration of soil or groundwater affected by,

environmental pollution, including monitoring costs incurred within 2 years after

.the date on which the department of natural resources certifies that environmental

pollution on the property has been remediated, dgmmﬂmsiﬂng_n_dmg_asb_e_sm

292.41 (1), except that for any parcel of land. ehglble costs” shall be reduoed by any

amounts recelved from persons responsible for the dlscharge, as deﬁned ins. 292.01

a.«-unts Fece) ﬂa!. o

'er tk" rgme ﬂ";"o"' 016 ﬂan‘l‘-‘a.m,' A ;hp‘n;'ty.;ff tm
e_palitical subdivision to rem &ﬁmmt‘“mm1 :
V&,mbmrwmuﬁb‘ 2~ pﬂ,ﬂﬁfm@ﬂ* v ' ’

)and M the amount of net gain from the sale of the property by the political .

subd1v1510n

SEcTION 2. 66 462 (2) of the statutes is amended to read: iﬁg’_ﬂm&
66.462 (2) USE OF ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATION TAX INCREMENTS. A political
subdivision thaf develops, and whose governing body approves, a written proposal
to remediate environmental pollution on property owned by the political subdivision |
may use an environmental remediation tax increment to pay the eligible costs of
remediating environmental pollution on contiguous parcels of property that is are
not part of a tax incremental district created under s. 66.46 and that is are owned by
the political subdivision at the time of the remediation and thon transferred to

another person after the property is remediated, as provided in this section. No

political subdivision may submit an application to the department under sub. (4)
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SECTION 2

until the joint review board approves the political subdivision’s written proposal

" under sub. (3).

SECTION 3. 66.462 (4) (a) of the statutes is amended to read: -

66.462 (4) (a) The political subdivision submits a statement that it has incurred

o to the;parcel of property‘and the statement details the purpose and amount of the
g :expendxtures glrgadz__m_dg and includes . a - dated certificate issued by the
department of natural resources that certlﬁes that e;mpemaen%a-l—peuu%mn—e&%he

l:‘arules promulgated by the department of natural resources;:

SEc'rmN 9358. Imtxal apphcablhty, other.

(1) ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATION, TAX INCREMENTAL FINANCING. The treatmentof .

section 66.462 (1) (c), (2) and (4) (a) of the statutes first applies to an environmental
remediation'tv,ax iﬁcremental financing distﬁct, the written remediation proposal for . .
which is approved by the political subdivision’s governing body on the effective date
of this subsection.

(END)

1 in accordance with - ...
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DATE:
TO:

FROM:

January 27, 1999

Brian Dranzick, MB/S
Monyec Wong, DOA

Darsi Foss, mu@/

€08 266 c983

1999, 01-27 16:56 #7377 P.92/11

State of Wisconsin
Postt*FaxNote 7671 [0, [R> 27
To ' From l{ /
Co./MDept. Co.
ﬁm“%b"O()% Phone # Zéé- 7:17
X

#
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SUBJECT: LRB Draft 1007/P6 — Environmental Remediation TIF

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on this draft. We believe that this is a very ,
important tool for local governments in their efforts to revitalize contaminated properties. In
addition, we believe that the Brownfields Study Group had a number of excellent proposals to
further enhance the ER TIF as a cleanup and redevelopment tool. We would like to provide
you with the following comments, and in some cases concermns, particularly regarding the
omission of a number of the recommendations of the Brownfields Study Group.

1. Eligible Costs

The eligible costs definition in s. 66.462, Stats., contains some of the eligible costs
recommended by the Brownfields Study Group, but not all. There are three “eligible costs”
proposed by the Brownficlds Study Group that we would like to express our continued support
for theijr inclusion: (1) cancellation of delinquent taxes; (2) acquisition costs; and (3) ’
environmental media covered.

Based on my § years of experience in brownfields, the issue of the cancellation of delinquent

% taxes has been a significant impediment to redeveloping some of the more “indigent”
properties. For many urban properties, this issue has been the reason fora -
cleanup/redevelopment deal not moving forward. Communjgigs, such as Milwaukee, are still

not canceling delinquent taxes because they view any money “forgiven”™ as a non-reimbursable
expenditure. While we provided these communities with the tools to forgive delinquent taxes,
many counties and the City of Milwaukee continue to be reluctant to do so because there is no

/” way to be reimbursed for that cxpenditure.

At the Try Chem brownfields property in Milwaukee, there is a delinquent tax bill of
$500,000. No one is going to redevelop this property unless the taxes are canceled. While we
understand and have great respect for our colleagucs® opinions at the Department of Revenue,
we feel that making the costs associated with canceling delinquent taxes eligible for the ER TIF
is critical to removing one of the more significant “brownfields impediments. I also empathize
with DOR’s concern over the County or the City of Milwaukee raising tax levies to pay for
delinquent taxes — the fear of double reimbursement. However, in the long run, this State is
better off if it gets these properties back on the tax rolls and producing jobs, rather than
worrying over the short-term concerns of whether the local government is being reimbursed
twice: once through increased levies and the second through the ER TIF. As you can tell, we
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copcur with the Brownfields Study group recommendstion that this should be a ER TIF-
eligible expense. Itis an issue that we deal with weekly at the DNR and believe that this tool

is much needed.

jtifnate, eligible and important expense for revitalizing brownficlds properties. The
nfields Study Group believes that any cost eligible under the Brownfields Grant Program
4t Commerce, should also be an cligible ER TIF expense. Thus, political subdivisions should
have the same opportunity to have their «hrownfields costs” — i.e., acquisition, remediation
and redevelopment of existing structures — equally cligible for reimbursement under the ER
TIF as they would be eligible for funding under Commerce’s Brownficlds Graats. _

The Brownfiélds Study Gmnp:ecomm:ndedt!nttheexisﬁngmm language be expanded to
include fiot only the costs of the restoration of soil and groundwater, but also air, surface

, sedilnenlsandothermediaimpactedby'envimmmllpolluﬁon. Many of these
wafields properties are located adjacent to public water bodies, such as lakes and rivers,
‘ue 1o the historic reliance on water for manufacturing. Oftentimes, cleagups of these
jes involve the cleanup of surface water or sediments, which should be eligible for
reimbursement under the ER TIF. Many communities ip Wisconsin, as part of their
revitalization of their Jakefronts or riverfronts, are involved with dredging activities that may
include the removal and disposal of contaminated sedimeats. We believe such activitics are
integral to brownfields redevelopment and the ER TIF should be expanded to deal with these

situations.

2. Ownership of Property

\Ay LRB draft 1007/P6 continues to require the political subdivision t0 “own” the property while

. they incur remediation costs in order for the property and those eligible costs to be TIF

eligible. Once again, we coneur with the recommendations of the Brownfields Smdy Report,
which would allow any “eligible cost™ incurred by the political subdivision to be eligible for
reimbursement using the ER TIF, regardless of whether the political subdivision owned the
property at the time the cost was incurred.

Our support of the BF Study Group’s proposal is based on our experience with problems
jpcurred at actual brownfields redevelopments. For example, many communities, such as
West Allis, take great risks to acquire and remediate brownfields properties. West Allis, and
others, usually acquire the property, conduct the necessary investigation and receive DNR
approval of the remediation plan. Oftentimes those plans involve long-term groundwater.
monitoring and a soil remedy involving some soil removal and then placement of a barrier
herween the contaminated soil and the surface. That soil barrier is often the development
itself: the office building and parking structure. Once that community gets the remedy
approved, they look for a purchaser to implement the remedy/redecvelopment. A private party
will often agree to implement/build the remedy, with the 1qaa} government getaining the -
groundwater respousibilitics after the property is sold.

Fat 2/l 856 "ON 2zs8 92 899 « Im 301440 139and 3LU1S B0d 85:17 66/62/18
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Under the scenario in the previous paragraph, would the language in LRB draft 1007/P6 allow
this political subdivision to recoup any of its costs using an ER TIF if it sold the property prior
to the DNR “centifying” the cleanup? For example, would the acquisition costs, investigation
and remediation action plan development costs be ER TIF eligible if they are incurred while
the political subdivision owned it, but the property is sold prior to DNR “certifying” &
cleanup? In addition, it is my understanding that if the political subdivision, as illustrated in
the previous paragraph, retains the groundwater cleanup responsibilities after the sale of the
property, it is clear that those groundwater costs would not be ER TIF eligible. Is this correct?

So, based on this “real world” example of 2 ‘7‘“‘ way communities deal with brownfields,
would any of these costs be ER TIF cligible? : -

Overall, we have significant concerns that the minor modifications to the ER TIF statute in this
LRB draft do not address the “real world™ probiems that Browaficlds Stndy Group identified
and has proposed solytions to. The current language will cost local governments, the State and
ﬂ private developer’s money, in that local governments will be forced to retain ownership of the
property through the completion of the cleanup. In doing so, the property will not return as
quickly to the property tax base, as was proposed by the Brownfields Sudy Group. As
provided in the case example above, costs will increase at these brownfields because the
political subdivision will have to remedy the property @i.e.. soil barrier) to be eligible for the
ER TIF. In addition, once they sell it, the purchaser will likely remove pearts of the soil barrier
and put in their redevelopment (i.e., the building and parking strucrure), thus “over-
remedying” the property, increasing costs, and potentially cansing some of tiese brownflelds
deals 1o not to go through. Some may find it easier and far .clwaper to develop a greenfields

property.

3, Use of ER TIF for Sustainable Urban Development Zone (SUDZ) Program

We believe that an integral component of the success of the Sustainable Urban Developmeut
Zone program - created to promote the cleapup and redevelopment of area-wide brownficlds
properties - is the ability of a political subdivision to create an ER TIF across multiple
properties within the SUDZ. We believe that the Deparment of Revenue was supportive of
this application, with some agreed-upon technical limitations (e.g., ER TIF could not cross
taxing jurisdictions). The Brownficlds Study Group also agreed not to create a new TIF, atthe
request of DOR, but to modify the existing ER TIF to allow it to be used in the SUDZ.

However, from out reading of LRB 1007/P6, the language appears to prohibit the use of the
ER TIF by a political subdivision if they do not own the property (i.e., in this case the
groundwater), but incur eligible expenses. This is a concern because one of the underlying
ises of the SUDZ is that the local unit of government could take on the long-term

responsibilities for the groundwater in a SUDZ (i.c., brownfields) area, even though the local

. unit of government did not cause the groundwater contamination or own the source property.
Ta order to give the local unit of government some financial assurance about taking on this
multi-property problem, the use of the ER TIF across multiple properties was proposed.
However, the local unit of government would not likely own all of these properties, s0 itis
unlikely based on this bill draft that the ER TIF would be a viable financial incentive for the
SUDZ. Without the use of the ER TIF in these situations, the value of the SUDZ is

con 8G6 "ON Zzes v92 809 « Im 301440 139ang 3LBLS ©od 65:17 66762710
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significantly diminished. Based on our concerns in Issues 2 and 3, we bdelieve that the
“gwnership” ismewimnspectmthemmneedsmhemodiﬁedinwrdwwimm
recommendations in the Brownfields Study Report.

4. DNR Certification

In the proposed s. 66.462(4)(a), We belizve lines 11 and 12 should be modified in the following
manner (see italics type face):

artment of natural resources has l

Moﬁpwmw—s-‘—‘e——————"—“_
approved the site in vestigation report and the remedial action options plan that relates to the
parcel in dance with

ifion, because the requirements for the certification by the Department of Revegue have
amended by this bill, we suggest that the “Period of Certification” definition be changed.
revised language included for s. 66.262 (4) (a), Stats., would likely move up the time
hen a local government would seek certification for a property. With this revision, local
governments can create a ER-TIF before the cleanup bas began. Because remedial actions can
9 take several years, the “period of certification” should be extended from 16 years to 23 years.
This will give local govesnments enough time 10 complete any necessary remedial action at the
property and to recover the tax increment from the property redevelopment. The language
under s. 66.462 (1) (), Stats., should be revised accordingly.

In addition, iftheEll'm?iswbeatooluseﬂinaSusuimbleUrbanDeveldpmentZone. there
needswbeldiﬂeremuiggetonwmn!heﬁkmcanbecmwd.mmwmisusedfora
single-property ER TIF. The difficulty arises in that there will likely be multiple investigation
angd remedial action plan reports submitted to the DNR within the SUDZ. Which one wiggers
the creation of the ER TIF for the SUDZ? Because of this, we recommend that the
O V— requirementsfonbzcetﬁﬁmﬁonofanERTlF.withmspecttotheSUDZ,berevisedsuchthat
once the SUDZ is created, DOR has the authority to certify the ER TIF.

Thank you for your tne and consideration of our COmMmEnts. If you have any questions,
please feel free to call me at 267 - 6713.

Ce:
Bill Ramsey, RR/3 ) _
* Judy Ohm, LS/5 -
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" fFelating to: modifying the ;vgnv’ironm,ex‘ltal remgdiation tax

. incremental financing program.

- Analysis by the Legislative Referenée Bureau
' LOCAL GOVERNMENT

OTHER LOCAL GOVERNMENT

‘Under current law, a city, village, town or county (political subdivision) may
create an environmental remediation tax incremental district (ERTID) to defray the
costs of remediating contaminated property thal is owned by the political
subdivision. The mechanism for financing costs that are eligible for remediation is
very similar to the mechanism under the tax incremental financing (TIF) program.
If the remediated property is transferred to another person and is then subject to
property taxation, environmental remediation (ER) tax incremental financing may
be used to allocate some of the property taxes that are levied on the property to the
political subdivision to pay for the costs of remediation.

Before the political subdivision may use ER tax incremental financing,
however, it must create a joint review board that is similar to the current law tax
incremental district (TTID) joint review board, or a city or village may use an existing
TID joint review board, to review the political subdivision’s proposal to remediate
environmental pollution. If the joint review board approves the proposal, the
political subdivision may proceed with its plan. An ERTID joint review board is
made up of one representative chosen by the school district that has power to levy
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taxes on the property that is remediated, one representative chosen by the technical
college district that has power to levy taxes on the property, one representative
chosen by the county that has power to levy taxes on the property that is remediated,
one representative chosen by the political subdivision and one public member.

A political subdivision that has incurred “cligible costs” to remediate
environmental pollution on a parcel of property may apply to the department of
revenue (DOR) to certify the “environmental remediation tax incremental base”
(ERTIB) of the parcel. DOR is required to certify the ERTIB if the political
subdivision submits to DOR all of the following: 1) a statement that the political
subdivision has incurred eligible costs, detailing the purpose and amount of the
expenditures, and including certification of the department of natural resources
XDNR) that the ER has been completed; 2) a statement that all taxing jurisdictions.

with authority to levy general property taxes on the parcel of property have been
notilied that the political subdiviston intends to recover its ER costs by using an “ER
tax increment”; and 3) a statement that the political subdivision has attempted to
R costs from the responsible party. o Y
bill, the environmental remediation does not need to be completed
before a politicalsubdivision.may. ask DOR to certify the ERTIB. . The political
under the bill, to submit to DOR a statement that the
political subdivision has~jncurred some. eligible  costsand -includes. with the
emedial action plan that contains.cost estimates for
litical subdivision is also required to include
ent, has approved the site investigation

report that relates to the parcel. L s

“Eligible costs” are capital costs, finanvipg costs and. administrative and
professional service costs for the removal, containment. or monitoring of, or the -
restoration of soil or groundwater affected by, envi mental pollution. Eligible
costs are reduced by any amounts received from persons Who are responsible for the
discharge of 2 hazardous substance on the property to pay r ediation costs and by
the amount of net gain on the sale of the property by the politi 1 subdivision. The
“ERTIB” of the property is the property’s equalized value on the January 1 preceding
the date on which DNR certifies that the property has been prop rly remediated.

The bill changes the definition of eligible costs to include demolition costs
including asbestos removal, and removing and disposing of certain abandoned
containers. The bill reduces eligible costs by any amounts received, or reasonably
expected by the political subdivision to be received, from a local, state or federal
program for the remediation of contamination in the district that do not require
reimbursement or repayment. The bill also requires that an ERTID be created on
contiguous parcels of property.

¥ eriffo i the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be

printed as an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

)
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SECTION 1

SECTION 1. 66.462 (1) (c) of the statutes is amended to read:
66.462 (1) (¢) “Eligible costs” means capital costs, financing costs and
administrative and professional service costs for the mvestlgatlon removal,

e anlr L2 WAE.w sojiingnts
containment or monitoring of, or the restoration of soiljer groundwater affected by, %"p:
environmental pollution, including monitoring costs incurred within 2 years after
the date on which the department of nat.ural resources certifies that enyironmental

Propdriy saeq,¢ wisrtion Logts,
pollution on the property has-been remed1ated demolition costs including. asbestos -

© ® q ® M A W N -

292 41 (1), except that for any parcel of land “eligible costs” shall be reduced by any

b
5

amounts received from persons responsible for the discharge, as defined in s, 292,01 .

(8), of a hazardous substance on the:property-to pay for the costs. of remediating = . -
N Q .

=

[y
w

3

15 mmme_m_qr_mp_amgni and bx the amount of net gain from the sale of the

property by the political subdivision.

17 SECTION 2. 66.462 (2) of the statutes is ainen’ded to read:

18 66.462 (2) USE OF ENVIRONMENTAL KEMEDIATION TAX INCREMENTS. A political
19 subdivision that develops, and whose governing body approves, a written proposal
20 to remediate environmental pollution on property owned by the political subdivision
21 may use an environmental remediation tax increment to pay the eligible costs of
22 remediating environmental pollution on contiguous parcels of property that is are
23 not part of 4 tux incremental district created under s. 86.46 and that is are owned by
24 the pohtxcal subdmswn at the time of the remedlatlon and then transferred to

e A e B R 2

% ‘another person aﬂ;er the property is remediated, as prov1ded in thls\s&!t@ No

v

/’"““*«.
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SECTION 2
political subdivision may submit an application to the department under sub. (4)
until the joint review board approves the political subdivision’s written proposal
under sub. (3).

SECTION 3. 66.462 (4) (a) of the statutes is amended to read: . . -

66.462 (4) (a) The political subdivision submits a statement that it has incurred

to the parcel of property and the statement details the purpose and amount. of the .
expenditures ah-gady_m_a_dg and includes a dated certificate issued by the

dmg_dgp_an__e_x_gf_nanmalmnnme&has-

0 he ) lm accordancemthA .

ru'Ies éro’muléétédbﬁ the def:artmenﬁ IJf natuial.regoumes._; o

SECTION 9358 Initial applicability; other. -

(1D ENVIRONMENTAL I:am:%mnon TAX INCREMENTAL FINANCING The treatment of
section 66. 462 1) (c)ﬁz)znd (4) (a) of the statutes first applies to an environmental
remediation tax incremental ﬁnancing district, the written remediation proposal for
which is approved by the political subdivision’s governing body on the effective date

of this subsection.

(END)
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The bill expands from 16 to 23 years the period of certification which is the
maximum number of years that DOR may certify the ERTIB and eligible costs may
be paid. Under the bill, a political subdivisiong 1s authorized to use an ER tax
increment to pay the cost of remediating environmental pollution of groundwater
without regard to whether the property above the groundwater is owned by the
political subdivision.

. except that a political subdivision may use an environmental remediation tax

increment to pay the cost of remediating environmental pollution of groundwater

without regard to whether the property above the groundwater is owned by the

political subdivision



G750y

Scction #. 66.462 (1) (i) of the statutes is amended to read:

A3
2
66.462 (1) (i) “Period of certification” means a period of not more than ears beginning after
the department certifies the environmental remediation tax incremental base of a parcel of property

under sub. (4) or a period before all eligible costs have been paid, whichever occurs first.

History: 1997 a. 27.

shoveme(Irbunx12) Fri-Jan-29-1999  1:54 pm
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I did not expand the definition of “eligible cofts” to include “other media impacted
by environmental pollutionf}} First of all, I have no idea what this means, and second
of all, what else could possibly be affected by egvironmental pollution besides soil, air,
surface water, ground;p\yater and sediments?

Also, I did not execute the instruction relatinjg to SUDZ. I have noidea what a SUDZ
is or how to refer to it. I consulted with Rebefca Tradewell and she doesn’t believe a
a SUDZ exists under current law, nor was /¢gkentadfor thebudgety In addition, it’s
not clear to me what the study group wants to do with regard to a SUDZ that it can’t
do now. As amended, s. 66.462 (2) allows ER tax increments to pay for remediating
contiguous parcels, and this ability seems to be the study group’s concern.

I did add authority to allow a political subdivision to use ER tax increments to pay
for remediating groundwater without regard to whether the property above the
groundwater is owned by the political subdivision.

Marc E. Shovers

Senior Legislative Attorney

Phone: (608) 266-0129

E—mail: Marc.Shovers@legis.state.wi.us
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January 30, 1999

I did not expand the definition of “eligible costs” to include “other media impacted
by environmental pollution”. First of all, I have no idea what this means, and second
of all, what else could possibly be affected by environmental pollution besides soil, air,
surface water, groundwater and sediments?

Also, I did not execute the instruction relating to SUDZ. I have noidea what a SUDZ
is or how to refer to it. I consulted with Rebecca Tradewell and she doesn’t believe a
a SUDZ exists under current law, nor was a budget request to draft it ever made. In
addition, it’s not clear to me what the study group wants to do with regard to a SUDZ
that it can’t do now. As amended, s. 66.462 (2) allows ER tax increments to pay for
remediating contiguous parcels, and this ability seems to be the study group’s concern.

I did add authority to allow a political subdivision to use ER tax increments to pay
for remediating groundwater without regard to whether the property above the
groundwater is owned by the political subdivision.

Maurc E. Shovers

Senior Legislative Attorney

Phone: (608) 266-0129

E-mail: Marc.Shovers@legis.state.wi.us
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eligible expense. It 15-an issuc that we deal with weekly at the DNR and beli
is much needed. '
5

Wealsobehevethatthemstot ---- thepropetty hould beanBR"l'[F—ehglbleexpeuse
The State has alrcady, in its Brov ..4.- recognized “acquisition” costs as a
legitimate, eligible and important expensé fq g brownfields properties. The
BronmﬁeldsSmdyGrouphehevesmtanyc leundenhenrownﬁeldsGtantProgxam
at Commerce, should alsobeanehgxble EX TIF expense 'n:us political subdivisions should
D\l’ have the same opportunity to have theif “brownfields cbsts™ — i.e., acquisition, remediation
and redevelopment of existing stucfures - equally eligible Yox reimbursement under the ER
TIF as they would be eligible £ mndmgunderComms swafields Grants. _

The Brownficlds Study Group recommended that the existing ER TIF Janguage be expanded to
include not only thg<osts of the restoration of soil and groundwater, but alsé aiy, surface
water, sediments’and other media impacted by environmental pollution. Many of these

\<_‘ brownfields properties are located adjacent to public water bodies, such as lakes and rivers,

9 due to the Mistoric reliance on water for manufacturing. Oftentimes, cleanups of these
propenti€s involve the cleanup of surface water or sediments, which should be eligible for
re‘ pursement under the ER TIF. Many communities in Wisconsin, as past of their
italization of their lakefronts or riverfronts, are involved with dredging activities that may

mcludetheremovalanddlsposalofcommtedsedhnem Webehevesuzhacnvmesate

:

_ |
concur with the Browafields Study group recommendation that this should be a ERTIF-- ;
, cthmdﬁsth\\\ i

N,

mxcgmltobrownﬁeld glopmes 1. be-expanded-to deal with th
| ke s
- Ownership of Property V@( P(é/ 9/7”/‘\‘[7’\;(/“0&‘0:\. Q

LRB drafr 1007/P6 conunuesgrequire the political subdivision to “own” the property while
- they incur remediation costs in order for the property and those eligible costs to be TIF
eligible. Once again, we concur with the recommendations of the Brownfields Study Report,
which would allow any “eligible cost” incurred by the political subdivision to be eligible for
reimbursement ysing the ER TIF, regardless of whe:her the political subdivision owned the

property at the time the cost was incurred.

Our support of the BF Study Group’s proposal is based on our experience with problems
incurred at actual brownfiekis redevelopments. For example, many communities, such as
West Allis, take great risks to acquire and remediste brownfields properties. West Allis, and
others, usually acquire the propesty, conduct the necessary investigation and receive DNR
approval of the remediation plan. Oftentimes those plans involve long-term groundwater
monitoring and a soil remedy involving some soil removal and then placement of a barrier
berween the contaminated soil and the surface. That soil barrier is often the development
itself: the office building apd parking structure. Once that community gets the remedy
approved, they look for a purchaser ta implement the remedy/redevelopment. A private party
will often agree to implement/build the remedy, with the local government retaining the -
groundwater responsibilities after the property is sold.
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Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau
LOCAL GOVERNMENT

OTHER LOCAL GOVERNMENT
Under current law, a city, village, town or county (political subdivision) may
create an environmental remediation tax incremental district (ERTID) to defray the
costs of remediating contaminated property that is owned by the political
subdivision. The mechanism for financing costs that are eligible for remediation is
very similar to the mechanism under the tax incremental financing (TIF) program.
If the remediated property is transferred to another person and is then subject to
property taxation, environmental remediation (ER) tax incremental financing may
be used to allocate some of the property taxes that are levied on the property to the

political subdivision to pay for the costs of remediation.
Before the political subdivision may use ER tax incremental financing,
however, it must create a joint review board that is similar to the current law tax
incremental district (TID) joint review board, or a city or village may use an existing
TID joint review board, to review the political subdivision’s proposal to remediate
environmental pollution. If the joint review board approves the proposal, the
political subdivision may proceed with its plan. An ERTID joint review board is
made up of one representative chosen by the school district that has power to levy

' I d
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taxes on the property that is remediated, one representative chosen by the technical
college district that has power to levy taxes on the property, one representative
chosen by the county that has power to levy taxes on the property that is remediated,
one representative chosen by the political subdivision and one public member. .

A political subdivision that has incurred “eligible costs” to remediate
environmental pollution on a parcel of property may apply to the department of
revenue (DOR) to certify the “environmental remediation. tax incremental base”
(ERTIB) of the parcel. DOR is required to certify the ERTIB if the political
subdivision submits to DOR all of the following: 1) a statement that the political
subdivision has incurred eligible costs, detailing the purpose and amount of the
expenditures, and including certification of the department of natural resources -
(DNR) that the ER has been completed; 2) a statement that all taxing jurisdictions
with authority to levy general property taxes on the parcel of property have been
notified that the political subdivision intends to recover its ER costs by usingan “ER .
tax increment”; and 3) a statement that the political subdivision:has attempted to
recover its ER costs from the responsible party. HES :

Under the bill, the environmental remediation does not need to be completed -
before a political subdivision may ask DOR to certify.the ERTIB. The political
subdivision is required, under the bill, to submit to DOR a statement that the .
political subdivision has incurred some eligible costs and includes with the

statement a detailed proposed remedial action plan that contains cost estimates for

anticipated. eligible costs. The political subdivision is also required to include .
certification from DNR that the department. has: approved the site investigation
report that relates to the parcel. . CL - _
“Eligible costs” are capital costs, financing costs :and administrative and
professional service costs for the removal, containment or monitoring of, or the -
restoration of soil or groundwater affected by, environmental pollution. Eligible
costs are reduced hy any amounts received from persons who are responsible for the
discharge of a hazardous substance on the property to pay remediation costs and by
the amount of net gain on the sale of the property by the political subdivision. The
“RERTIB” of the property is the property’s equalized value on the January 1 preceding
the date on which DNR certifies that the property has been properly remediated.
The bill changes the definition of eligible costs to include property acquisition
costs, costs associated with the restoration of air, surface water and sediments
affected by environmental pollution, demolition costs including asbestos removal,
and removing and disposing of certain abandoned containers. The bill reduces
eligible costs by any amounts received, or reasonably expected by the political
subdivision to be received, from a local, state or federal program for the remediation
of contamination in the district that do not require reimbursement or repayment.
The bill also requires that an ERTID be created on contiguous parcels of property.
The bill expands from 16 to 23 years the period of certification which is the maximum
number of years that DOR may certify the ERTIB and eligible costs may be paid.
Under the bill, a political subdivision is authorized touse an ER tax increment to pay
the cost of remediating environmental pollution of groundwater without regard to
whether the property above the groundwater is owned by the political subdivision.
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For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be
printed as an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

SECTION 1. 66.462 (1) (c) of the statutes is amended to read:
66.46_2 (1) (¢) “Eligible costs” means capital costs, financing costs and

administrative and pro'fessional service costs for.the investigation, removal,

-contamment or monitoring of, or the restoration. of smmmgfage_vmm_.mm

or groundwater affected by, environmental pollution, mcludmg monitoring costs

' mcurred w1thm 2 years a&er the date on whlch th&department of natural resources

o certlﬁes that envn'onmental poliution on: the property has been remediated, property .-

parcel of land “eligible costs” shall be reduced by any amounts,i'eceived from persons

| responsibl_é for the discharge, as defined in s.. 292.01 (3),of a hazardbus substance -

* onthe property Lo pay for the costs of remediating environmental pollution on the

by the amount of net gain from the sale of the property by the political subdivision.

SECTION 2. 66.462 (1) (i) of the statutes is amended to read:

'66.462 (1) (i) “Period of certification” means a period of not more than 16 23
years beginning after the department certifies the environmental remediation tax
incremental base of a parcel of property under sub. (4) ora period before all eligible

costs have been paid, whichever occurs first.
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SECTION 3

SECTION 3. 66.462 (2) of the statutes is amended to read:
66.462 (2) USE OF ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATION TAX INCREMENTS. A political .
subdivision that develops, and whose governing body approves, a written proposal
to remediate environmental pollution@:pgrtymd-byﬁeﬁﬁcmm

may use an environmental remediation tax increment to pay the eligible costs of

remediating environmental pollution on contiguous parcels of property that is are

not part of a tax incremental district created under s. 66.46

* * No political subdivision may submit an-application tothe department undersub. (4)... ..

‘until the joint review board approves:the political subdivision’s written, proposal .

under sub. (3).
SECTION 4. 66.462 (4) (a) of the statutes is amended to read:

66.462 (4) (a) The political subdivision submits a statement that it has incurred
some eligible costs, and includes with the statement a detailed proposed remedial

with respect

to the parcel of property and the statement details the purpose and amount of the
expenditures already made and includes a dated certificate issued by the
department of natural resources that certifies that environmental pollution-on-the
liated the department ol natural resources has

T he site investigation t rel ] in accordance with

rules promulgated by the department of natural resources.
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SEcTION 9858. Initial applicability; other.

(1) ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATION TAX INCREMENTAL FINANCING. The treatment of
section 66.462 (1) (c) and (i), (2) and (4) (a) of the statutes first applies to an
environmental remediation tax incremental financing district, the written
remediation proposal for which is approved by the political subdivision’s governing

body on the effective date of this subsection.

(END)
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of eoncerns regarding your proposals, and I did not execute a number of them-Afor
reasons Tywill explain in this drafter’s note.

Your first Proposal is to expand the definition of “eligible costs” ip. 66.462 (1) (c).
I have followed Yeur instructions for the most part, but I did not ifclude “Phase I and
Phase II environmental assessments.” It seems to me thagthis concept is alread
covered in the definitida under “. . . costs for the investiggsion, removal, containmen i
or monitoring . . .” of edvwjronmental pollution. I alge/substituted “removing and
disposing of abandoned contajners, as defined in 92.41 (1)” for your requesteq
language “emergency or interilnactions.” Fingh§, I have some concerns over thg
inclusion of “cancellation of delinguent taxes,fpenalties or special assessments ang
charges.” This inclusion ignores other current law procedures for recovering
delinquent taxes and could result in taypayers paying for the delinquent taxes twige
— once through the county levy and then agaiq as a TIF cost. Is this your intent?

Your second proposal is to mefify “period of c® ification” in s. 66.462 (1) (i). |1
increased the period from 16 $6"28 years, but I don’t kirey what you mean by “[giving]
the political subdivision the ability to estimate the ‘predent value of operation and
maintenance costs’ as airéligible cost, if those costs will be incisred beyond the 23-yegr
certification period

I did not exefute your fifth proposal, to create new authoriti\for ERTIF ix
“DNR-appro¥ed ‘economic revitalization zones.” The instructions see incomplete
(there is pd description of these “zones”), and I don’t really understand the pugpose o
this ng® authority. Under current law, political subdivisions may create ERTIFS
whet@ver they want to, as long as they follow the statutory procedures. A political

dbdivision does not need new authority to—ereate—en—rm I—anr—“economic
revitalization zone.”

Wﬂwmﬁ‘e is a possibility that this bill, as drafted, could be
challenged as a violation of the public purpose doctrine. Yourthirdproposatiste“allow—~
o politiestsubdVisioatocreatea PREfop pivate propetiyd? In general, expenditures
of state funds must be for a public purpose of a statewide concern. It could be argued
that allowing a political subdivision to spend public funds to remediate contaminated
private property violates section 4, article IV, of the U.S. Constitution, which prohibits
the raising of taxes for anything but a public purpose. See Heimerl v. Ozaukee County,




-2- LRB-1007/Pldn
MES:jlg:ijs

256 Wis. 151, 158 (1949). It could also be argued that such a use of public funds is for
a public purpose because the remediation addresses a public health concern. To avoid
a public purpose doctrine challenge, you may wish to consider additional safeguards
to prevent public funds from being spent for costs that should be borne by the private
parties who are responsible for the environmental contamination.

Marc E. Shovers
Senior Legislative Attorney
266-0129
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January 31, 1999

This version of the bill restores provisions from the /P1 version of the bill that
essentially authorize the creation of an ERIF on private property. AsI discussed in a
previous drafter’s note, there is a possibility that this bill, as drafted, could be
challenged as a violation of the public purpose doctrine. In general, expenditures of
state funds must be for a public purpose of a statewide concern. It could be argued that
allowing a political subdivision to spend public funds to remediate contaminated
private property violates section 4, article IV, of the U.S. Constitution, which prohibits
the raising of taxes for anything but a public purpose. See Heimerl v. Ozaukee County,
956 Wis. 151, 158 (1949). It could also be argued that such a use of public funds is for
a public purpose because the remediation addresses a public health concern. To avoid
a public purpose ductrine challenge, you may wish to consider additional safeguards
to prevent public funds from being spent for costs that should be borne by the private
parties who are responsible for the environmental contamination.

Marc E. Shovers
Senior Legislative Attorney
266-0129
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DOA.......Wong — Environmental remediation tax incremental financing

FoR 1999-01 BUDGET — NOT READY FOR INTRODUCTION

AN ACT Ss—=xelafing to: modifying the environmental remediation tax

incremental financing program.

Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau

LOCAL GOVERNMENT

OTHER LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Under current law, a city, village, town or county (political subdivision) may
create an environmental remediation tax incremental district (ERTID) to defray the
costs of remediating contaminated property that is owned by the political
subdivision. The mechanism for financing costs that are eligible for remediation is
very similar to the mechanism under the tax incremental financing (T1F) program.
If the remediated property is transferred to another person and is then subject to
property taxation, environmental remediation (ER) tax incremental financing may
be used to allocate some of the property taxes that are levied on the property to the
political subdivision to pay for the costs of remediation.

Under this hill, ER tax incremental financing may be used to defray the costs
of remediating contaminated property that is owned by private persons.

Before the political subdivision may use ER tax incremental financing,
however, it must create a joint review board that is similar to the current law tax
incremental district (TID) joint review board, or a city or village may use an existing
TID joint review board, to review the political subdivision’s proposal to remediate
environmental pollution. If the joint review board approves the proposal, the
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political subdivision may proceed with its plan. An ERTID joint review board is
made up of one representative chosen by the school district that has power to levy
taxes on the property that is remediated, one representative chosen by the technical
college district that has power to levy taxes on the property, one representative
chosen by the county that has power to levy taxes on the property that is remediated,
one representative chosen by the political subdivision and one public member.

A political subdivision that has incurred “eligible costs” to remediate
environmental pollution on a parcel of property may apply to the department of
revenue (DOR) to certify the “environmental remediation tax incremental base”
(ERTIB) of the parcel. DOR is required to certify the ERTIB if the political
gubdivision submits to DOR all of the following: 1) a statement that the political
subdivision has incurred eligible costs, detailing the purpose and amount of the
expenditures, and including certification of the department of natural resources
(DNR) that the ER has been completed; 2) a statement that all taxing jurisdictions
with authority to levy general property taxes on the parcel of property have been
notified that the political subdivision intends to recover its ER costs by using an “ER
tax increment”; and 3) a statement that the political subdivision has attempted to
recover its ER costs from the responsible party.

Under the bill, the environmental remediation does not need to be completed
before a political subdivision may ask DOR to certify the ERTIB. The political
subdivision is required, under the bill, to submit to DOR a statement that the
political subdivision has incurred some eligible costs and includes with the
statement a detailed proposed remedial action plan that contains cost estimates for
anticipated eligible costs. The political subdivision is also required to include
certification from DNR that the department has approved the site investigation
report that relates to the parcel.

“Eligible costs” are capital costs, financing costs and administrative and
professional service costs for the removal, containment or monitoring of, or the
restoration of soil or groundwater affected by, environmental pollution. Eligible
costs are reduced by any amounts received from persons who are responsible for the
discharge of a hazardous substance on the property to pay remcdiation costs and by
the amount of net gain on the sale of the property by the political subdivision. The
“ERTIB” of the property is the property’s equalized value on the January 1 preceding
the date on which DNR certifies that the property has been properly remediated.

The bill changes the definition of eligible costs to include property acquisition
costs, costs associated with the restoration of air, surface water and sediments
affected by environmental pollution, demolition costs including asbestos removal,
and removing and disposing of certain abandoned containers. The bill reduces
eligible costs by any amounts received, or reasonably expected by the political
subdivision to be received, from a local, state or federal program for the remediation
of contamination in the district that do not require reimbursement or repayment.
The bill also requires that an ERTID be created on contiguous parcels of property.
The bill expands from 16 to 23 years the period of certification which is the maximum
number of years that DOR may certify the ERTIB and eligible costs may be paid.
Under the bill, a political subdivision is authorized to use an ER tax increment to pay



= W N

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19

1999 — 2000 Legislature -3- MESLJIEE 8;112?;/151?1

the cost of remediating environmental pollution of groundwater without regard to
whether the property above the groundwater is owned by the political subdivision.

~ For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be
printed as an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

SECTION 1. 66.462 (1) (c) of the statutes is amended to read:
66.462 (1) (¢) “Eligible costs” means capital costs, financing costs and
administrative and professional service costs for the investigation, removal,

containment or monitoring of, or the restoration of soil, air, surface water, sediments

or groundwater affected by, environmental pollution, including monitoring costs
incurred within 2 years after the date on which the department of natural resources

certifies that environmental pollution on the property has been remediated, property

acquisition costs, demolition costs including asbestos removal, and removing and
disposing of abandoned containers, as defined in s. 292.41 (1), except that for any

parcel of land “eligible costs” shall be reduced by any amounts received from persons

responsible for the discharge, as defined in s. 292.01 (3), of a hazardous substance

on the property to pay for the costs of remediating environmental pollution on the

property, by any amounts received, or reasonably expebteg by the political
subdivision to be received, from a local, state or federal program for the remediation

of contamination in the district that do not require reimbursement or repayment and
by the amount of net gain from the sale of the property by the polilical subdivision.

SECTION 2. 66.462 (1) (i) of the statutes is amended to read:
66.462 (1) (i) “Period of certification” means a period of not more than 16 23

years beginning after the department certifies the environmental remediation tax
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SECTION 2
incremental base of a parcel of property under sub. (4) or a period before all eligible
costs have been paid, whichever occurs first.

SECTION 3. 66.462 (2) of the statutes is amended to read:

66.462 (2) USE OF ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATION TAX INCREMENTS. A political
subdivision that develops, and whose governing body approves, a written proposal
to remediate environmental pollution en-preperty-owned-by-the pelitical subdivision
may use an environmental remediation tax increment to pay the eligible costs of
remediating environmental pollution on contiguous parcels of property that is are
not part of a tax incremental district created under s. 66.46 and-that-is-ewned-by-the

person-after the property-is-remediated, as provided in this section, except that a

political subdivision may use an environmental remediation tax increment to pay
the cost of remediating environmental pollution of groundwater without regard to

whether the property above the groundwater is owned by the political subdivision.

No political subdivision may submit an application to the department under sub. (4)
until the joint review board approves the political subdivision’s written preposal
under sub. (3).

SECTION 4. 66.462 (4) (a) of the statutes is amended to read:

66.462 (4) (a) The political subdivision submits a statement thatit has incurred

some eligible costs, and includes with the statement a detailed proposed remedial

action plan that contains cost estimates for anticipated eligible costs, with respect
0 rhnht_@_ﬁ oUS par€els vV
to the parcel/of property and the statement details the purpose and amount of the

expenditures already made and includes a dated certificate issued by the
department of natural resources that certifies that envirenmental pollution-on-the

parcel of property has been remediated the department of natural resources has
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or L ontlguei s ﬂﬂ/g,‘i{g
approved the site investigation report that relates to the parcegin accordance with

rules promulgated by the department of natural resources.

SEcTION 9358. Initial applicability; other.

(1) ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATION TAX INCREMENTAL FINANCING. The treatment of
section 66.462 (1) (c¢) and (1), (2) and (4) (a) of the statutes first applies to an
environmental remediation tax incremental financing district, the written
remediation proposal for which is approved by the political subdivision’s governing
body on the effective date of this subsection.

(END)
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DOA.......Wong — Environmental remediation tax incremental financing

FoOR 1999-01 BUDGET — NoT READY FOR INTRODUCTION

AN AcT ...; relating to: modifying the environmental remediation tax

incremental financing program.

Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau
LOCAL GOVERNMENT

OTHER LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Under current law, a city, village, town or county (political subdivision) may
create an environmental remediation tax incremental district (ERTID) to defray the
costs of remediating contaminated property that is owned by the political
subdivision. The mechanism for financing costs that are eligible for remediation is
very similar to the mechanism under the tax incremental financing (TIF) program.
If the remediated property is transferred to another person and is then subject to
property taxation, environmental remediation (ER) tax incremental financing may
be used to allocate some of the property taxes that are levied on the property to the
political subdivision to pay for the costs of remediation.

Under this bill, ER tax incremental financing may be used to defray the costs
of remediating contaminated property that is owned by private persons.

Before the political subdivision may use ER tax incremental financing,
however, it must create a joint review board that is similar to the current law tax
incremental district (TID) joint review board, or a city or village may use an existing
TID joint review board, to review the political subdivision’s proposal to remediate
environmental pollution. If the joint review board approves the proposal, the
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political subdivision may proceed with its plan. An ERTID joint review board is
made up of one representative chosen by the school district that has power to levy
taxes on the property that is remediated, one representative chosen by the technical
college district that has power to levy taxes on the property, one representative
chosen by the county that has power to levy taxes on the property that is remediated,
one representative chosen by the political subdivision and one public member.

A political subdivision that has incurred “eligible costs” to remediate
environmental pollution on a parcel of property may apply to the department of
revenue (DOR) to certify the “environmental remediation tax incremental base”
(ERTIB) of the parcel. DOR is required to certify the ERTIB if the political
subdivision submits to DOR all of the following: 1) a statement that the political
subdivision has incurred eligible costs, detailing the purpose and amount of the
expenditures, and including certification of the department of natural resources
(DNR) that the ER has been completed; 2) a statement that all taxing jurisdictions
with authority to levy general property taxes on the parcel of property have been
notified that the political subdivision intends to recover its ER costs by using an “ER
tax increment”; and 3) a statement that the political subdivision has attempted to
recover its ER costs from the responsible party.

Under the bill, the environmental remediation does not need to be completed
before a political subdivision may ask DOR to certify the ERTIB. The political
subdivision is required, under the bill, to submit to DOR a statement that the
political subdivision has incurred some eligible costs and includes with the
statement a detailed proposed remedial action plan that contains cost estimates for
anticipated eligible costs. The political subdivision is also required to include
certification from DNR that the department has approved the site investigation
report that relates to the parcel.

“Eligible costs” are capital costs, financing costs and administrative and
professional service costs for the removal, containment or monitoring of, or the
restoration of soil or groundwater affected by, environmental pollution. Eligible
costs are reduced by any amounts received from persons who are responsible for the
discharge of a hazardous substance on the property to pay remediation costs and by
the amount of net gain on the sale of the property by the political subdivision. The
“ERTIB” of the property is the property’s equalized value on the January 1 preceding
the date on which DNR certifies that the property has been properly remediated.

The bill changes the definition of eligible costs to include property acquisition
costs, costs associated with the restoration of air, surface water and sediments
affected by environmental pollution, demolition costs including asbestos removal,
and removing and disposing of certain abandoned containers. The bill reduces
eligible costs by any amounts received, or reasonably expected by the political
subdivision to be received, from a local, state or federal program for the remediation
of contamination in the district that do not require reimbursement or repayment.
The bill also requires that an ERTID be created on contiguous parcels of property.
The bill expands from 16 to 28 years the period of certification which is the maximum
number of years that DOR may certify the ERTIB and eligible costs may be paid.
Under the bill, a political subdivision is authorized to use an ER tax increment to pay
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the cost of remediating environmental pollution of groundwater without regard to
whether the property above the groundwater is owned by the political subdivision.

For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be
printed as an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

SECTION 1. 66.462 (1) (c) of the statutes is amended to read:

66.462 (1) (c) “Eligible costs” means capital costs, financing costs and
administrative and professional service costs for the investigation, removal,
containment or monitoring of, or the restoration of soil, air, surface water, sediments
or groundwater affected by, environmental pollution, including monitoring costs
incurred within 2 years after the date on which the department of natural resources

certifies that environmental pollution on the property has been remediated, property

acquisition costs, demolition costs including asbestos removal, and removing and
disposing of abandoned containers, as defined in s. 292.41 (1), except that for any

parcel of land “eligible costs” shall be reduced by any amounts received from persons
responsible for the discharge, as defined in s. 292.01 (3), of a hazardous substance

on the property to pay for the costs of remediating environmental pollution on the

property, by any amounts received, or reasonably expected by the political
subdivision to be received, from a local, state or federal program for the remediation
of contamination in the district that do not require reimbursement or repayment and

by the amount of net gain from the sale of the property by the political subdivision.
SECTION 2. 66.462 (1) (i) of the statutes is amended to read:
66.462 (1) (i) “Period of certification” means a period of not more than 16 23

years beginning after the department certifies the environmental remediation tax
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SECTION 2
incremental base of a parcel of property under sub. (4) or a period before all eligible
costs have been paid, whichever occurs first.

SECTION 8. 66.462 (2) of the statutes is amended to read:
66.462 (2) USE OF ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATION TAX INCREMENTS. A political

subdivision that develops, and whose governing body approves, a written proposal

to remediate environmental pollution en-preperty-owned by the-pelitical-subdivision

may use an environmental remediation tax increment to pay the eligible costs of

remediating environmental pollution on contiguous parcels of property that is are
not part of a tax incremental district created under s. 66.46 and-that-is-ewned-by-the

person-afterthe property-is-remediated, as provided in this section, except that a

political subdivision may use an environmental remediation tax increment to pay
the cost of remediating environmental pollution of groundwater without regard tu

whether the property above the groundwater is owned by the political subdivision.

No political subdivision may submit an application to the department under sub. (4)
until the joint review board approves the political subdivision’s written proposal
under sub. (3).

SECTION 4. 66.462 (4) (a) of the statutes is amended to read:

66.462 (4) (a) The political subdivision submits a statement that it has incurred
some eligible costs, and includes with the statement a detailed proposed remedial

action plan that contains cost estimates for anticipated eligible costs, with respect
to the parcel or contiguous parcels of property and the statement, details the purpose

and amount of the expenditures already made and includes a dated certificate issued
by the department of natural resources that certifies that environmental pellution

g;;_\;he_papeeLeﬁprepe;ty—h&s—beea—remediated the department of natural resources
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has r he site investigation report that relates to the parcel or contiguous

parcels in accordance with rules promulgated by the department of natural
resources.

SecTiON 9358. Initial applicability; other.

(1) ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATION TAX INCREMENTAL FINANCING. The treatment of
section 66.462 (1) (¢) and (i), (2) and (4) (a) of the statutes first applies to an
environmental remediation tax incremental financing district, the written
remediation proposal for which is approved by the political subdivision’s gove;ning

body on the effective date of this subsection.

(END)



NOTE TO DRAFTING FILE for LRB-1007:
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DOA:......Wong — Environmental remediation tax incremental financing

FoR 1999-01 BUDGET — NoT READY FOR INTRODUCTION

AN ACT .. relating to: modifying the environmental remediation tax

incremental financing program.

Analysis by the Legislative Reference Bureau
LOCAL GOVERNMENT

OTHER LOCAL GOVERNMENT

Under current law, a city, village, town or county (political subdivision) may
create an environmental remediation tax incremental district (ERTID) to defray the
costs of remediating contaminated property that is owned by the political
subdivision. The mechanism for financing costs that are eligible for remediation is
very similar to the mechanism under the tax incremental financing (TIF) program.
If the remediated property is transferred to another person and is then subject to
property taxation, environmental remediation (ER) tax incremental financing may
be used to allocate some of the property taxes that are levied on the property to the
political subdivision to pay for the costs of remediation.

Under this bill, ER tax incremental financing may be used to defray the costs
of remediating contaminated property that is owned by private persons.

Before the political subdivision may use ER tax incremental financing,
however, it must create a joint review board that is similar to the current law tax
incremental district (TID) joint review board, or a city or village may use an existing
TID joint review board, to review the political subdivision’s proposal to remediate
environmental pollution. If the joint review board approves the proposal, the
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political subdivision may proceed with its plan. An ERTID joint review board is
made up of one representative chosen by the school district that has power to levy
taxes on the property that is remediated, one representative chosen by the technical
college district that has power to levy taxes on the property, one representative
chosen by the county that has power to levy taxes on the property that is remediated,
one representative chosen by the political subdivision and one public member.

A political subdivision that has incurred “eligible costs” to remediate
environmental pollution on a parcel of property may apply to the department of
revenue (DOR) to certify the “environmental remediation tax incremental base”
(ERTIB) of the parcel. DOR is required to certify the ERTIB if the political
subdivision submits to DOR all of the following: 1) a statement that the political
subdivision has incurred eligible costs, detailing the purpose and amount of the
expenditures, and including certification of the department of natural resources
(DNR) that the ER has been completed; 2) a statement that all taxing jurisdictions
with authority to levy general property taxes on the parcel of property have been
notified that the political subdivision intends to recover its ER costs by using an “ER
tax increment”; and 3) a statement that the political subdivision has attempted to
recover its ER costs from the responsible party.

Under the bill, the environmental remediation does not need to be completed
before a political subdivision may ask DOR to certify the ERTIB. The political
subdivision is required, under the bill, to submit to DOR a statement that the
political subdivision has incurred some eligible costs and includes with the
statement a detailed proposed remedial action plan that contains cost estimates for
anticipated eligible costs. The political subdivision is also required to include
certification from DNR that the department has approved the site investigation
report that relates to the parcel.

“Eligible costs” are capital costs, financing costs and administrative and
profcssional service costs for the removal, containment or monitoring of, or the
restoration of soil or groundwater affected by, environmental pollution. Eligible
costs are reduced by any amounts received from persons who are responsible for the
discharge of a hazardous substance on the property to pay remediation costs and by
the amount of net gain on the sale of the property by the political subdivision. The
“ERTIB” of the property is the property’s equalized value on the January 1 preceding
the date on which DNR certifies that the property has been properly remediated.

The bill changes the definition of eligible costs to include property acquisition
costs, costs associated with the restoration of air, surface water and sediments
affected by environmental pollution, demolition costs including asbestos removal,
and removing and disposing of certain abandoned containers. The bill reduces
eligible costs by any amounts received, or reasonably expected by the political
subdivision to be received, from a local, state or federal program for the remediation
of contamination in the district that do not require reimbursement or repayment.
The bill also requires that an ERTID be created on contiguous parcels of property.
The bill expands from 16 to 23 years the period of certification which is the maximum
number of years that DOR may certify the ERTIB and eligible costs may be paid.
Under the bill, a political subdivision is authorized to use an ER tax increment to pay
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the cost of remediating environmental pollution of groundwater without regard to
whether the property above the groundwater is owned by the political subdivision.

For further information see the state and local fiscal estimate, which will be
printed as an appendix to this bill.

The people of the state of Wisconsin, represented in senate and assembly, do
enact as follows:

SECTION 1. 66.462 (1) (c) of the statutes is amended to read:
66.462 (1) (c) “Eligible costs” means capital costs, financing costs and
administrative and professional service costs for the investigation, removal,

containment or monitoring of, or the restoration of soil, air, surface water, sediments

or groundwater affected by, environmental pollution, including monitoring costs
incurred within 2 years after the date on which the department of natural resources

certifies that environmental pollution on the property has been remediated, property

acquisition costs, demolition costs including asbestos removal, and removing and
disposing of abandoned containers, as defined in s. 292.41 (1), except that for any

parcel of land “eligible costs” shall be reduced by any amounts received from persons
responsible for the discharge, as defined in s. 292.01 (3), of a hazardous substance
on the property to pay for the costs of remediating environmental pollution on the
property, by any amounts received, or reasonably expected by the polilical
subdivision to be received, from a local, state or federal program for the remediation

of contamination in the district that do not require reimbursement or repayment and
by the amount of net gain from the sale of the property by the political subdivision.

SECTION 2. 66.462 (1) (i) of the statutes is amended to read:
66.462 (1) (i) “Period of certification” means a period of not more than 16 23

years beginning after the department certifies the environmental remediation tax
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SECTION 2
incremental base of a parcel of property under sub. (4) or a period before all eligible
costs have been paid, whichever occurs first.

SECTION 3. 66.462 (2) of the statutes is amended to read:
66.462 (2) USE OF ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATION TAX INCREMENTS. A political
subdivision that develops, and whose governing body approves, a written proposal

to remediate environmental pollution en-property-owned by the pelitical subdivision

may use an environmental remediation tax increment to pay the eligible costs of

remediating environmental pollution on contiguous parcels of property that is are
not part of a tax incremental district created under s. 66.46 and- thatis-ewned by the

person-after the property-isremediated, as provided in this section, except that a

political subdivision may use an environmental remediation tax increment to pay
the cost of remediating environmental pollution of groundwater without regard to

whether the property above the groundwater is owned by the political subdivision.

No political subdivision may submit an application to the department under sub. (4)

until the joint review board approves the political subdivision’s written proposal
under sub. (3).

SECTION 4. 66.462 (4) (a) of the statutes is amended to read:

66.462 (4) (a) The political subdivision submits a statement that it has incurred
some eligible costs, and includes with the statement a detailed proposed remedial

action plan that contains cost estimates for anticipated eligible costs, with respect
to the parcel or contiguous parcels of property and the statement details the purpose

and amount of the expenditures already made and includes a dated certificate issued
by the department of natural resources that certifies that environmental pollution

onthe pareel of property has been remediated the department of natural resources



10

1999 — 2000 Legislature -5- MESﬁ?&EI;t(;nglx

SEcCTION 4

has approved the site investigation report that relates to the parcel or contiguous

parcels in accordance with rules promulgated by the department of natural
resources.

SECTION 9358. Initial applicability; other.

(1) ENVIRONMENTAL REMEDIATION TAX INCREMENTAL FINANCING. The treatment of
section 66.462 (1) (c) and (i), (2) and (4) (a) of the statutes first applies to an
environmental remediation tax incremental financing district, the written
remediation proposal for which is approved by the political subdivision’s governing
body on the effective date of this subsection.

(END)



