
Building 29 Pros 

1. Central location, and proximity to government agencies (Milwaukee Health Department, the 

Courts, Jail), Hospitals (Aurora Sinai), community agencies (Walnut Way, etc), disadvantaged 

neighborhoods (South and West of the Freeway), and other academic institutions. This location 

will foster new innovative collaborations, while at the same time allow us to maintain 

traditional, intramural collaborations.  

2. The location of the SPH in the downtown area would facilitate student engagement with 

communities and government agencies. Ready access to research participants and practicum 

sites would be great than is currently available on the East Side campus. 

3. Locating the SPH at the Brewery would contribute to the revitalization of the City, which is a 

major public health concern. If we decide to locate the SPH on the East Side campus, we will be 

making a statement to the Milwaukee community (including the Mayor and the Zilbers) 

regarding our commitment to Urban initiatives.  

4. The Brewery has applied for certification as a LEED development at the platinum level and their 

application has been accepted. It is assumed that Building 29 would also be certified as a LEED 

site. The already established “green” approach to rehabbing the Pabst Brewery (which was a 

brownfield site) is consistent with the mission the school.  

5. UWM cannot continue to grow as a research institution and remain confined within the limited 

space of the East Side Campus. The campus has already expanded to other locations, however a 

second hub has yet to be identified. The downtown area surrounding the Brewery is ripe for 

opportunity and is centrally located.  It should be noted that in order for any second hub to 

function well for students, faculty, and staff, shuttle service, public transportation, and parking 

issues will need to be addressed.  

6. The SPH has immediate space needs for its rapidly growing faculty. The estimated timeline for 

moving into the proposed Brewery site is significantly shorter than the time line for moving into 

the proposed CSM site.  

7. While we should not be seduced by large donations that would result in any diminishment of 

academic excellence, we should not refuse funds that could contribute to our academic stature 

because the “strings attached” are inconvenient. Convenience alone should not be determining 

factor; great achievements have never been convenient.  

8. Based on estimates provided by the workgroup responsible for planning the SPH space needs, 

the Brewery could accommodate current and future requirements. Whether CSM can 

accommodate the SPH requirements remains unclear because there are several other academic 

units and campus facilities that plan to co-occupy the space. At this point, we have no way to 

determine how the available space at CSM will be distributed.  

9. Related to the issue of decompressing the campus and making use of opportunities, it seems 

logical that in the long run, more space is better than less space. Obtaining both the Brewery 

site and the CSM site to accommodate long term UWM growth makes more sense than 

obtaining just one or the other, provided the financial plan is realistic   

10. Establishing a downtown campus would allow for additional growth over the next 50 years.  


