
 

Student academic and scholarly development and support 

 Benefits 

Students have available all campus research infrastructure and services.  These include the 

natural sciences technical infrastructure, the library, and student services.  Because they are 

located on the main campus together with the campus community, they can take courses and 

interact with diverse faculty and students throughout the University without commuting.  

 

Collaboration with other UWM units, programs, and faculty 

 Benefits 

CSM provides contiguity, co-location, and adjacency with UWM’s main campus so that faculty 

and staff can easily mix and interact for the purposes of developing research and educational 

initiatives (contemporary interdisciplinary research building design applied to the campus as a 

whole).  

 

The SPH’s doctoral programs span the social and natural sciences.  SPHs, nationally, are 

enormously collaborative organizations.  That is true at UWM as well.  Faculty from virtually all 

the other Schools and Colleges want to interact with the SPH (“Planning for an Accredited 

School of Public Health at  UW-Milwaukee” survey, 2006; participation in SPH development).  

Departments, programs, and Centers are already planning to develop in relation to the school 

(Freshwater science-joint focus on water; CEAS-public health informatics PhD track; Social 

Welfare-Center for Addiction and Behavioral Health Research; Nursing-Aurora Chair for Health 

Services Administration and public health certificate; L&S Natural Science-Kenwood IRC Pre-

design Committee future interests in environmental health; Health Sciences-public health 

certificate, nutrition, ergonomics; SOIS-public health information tools; diverse departments-

faculty hiring linked to SPH, e.g. Mathematics biostatistics faculty; Centers-NIEHS Children’s 

Environmental Health Sciences Core Center-children’s health.   

 

Collaboration with Milwaukee communities and local and State partners 

 Benefits 

Community groups and other organizations are located throughout the City and County as well as 

across the State of Wisconsin.  No single site for the School can be co-located with all such 

groups.  Based on past and present experience at UWM (e.g. Milwaukee Idea initiatives), 

external collaborations will flourish in the SPH located at CSM because UWM faculty are 

accustomed to moving out from the campus to work with partners where they are located.  

Recent and current grant supported programs meet communities on the near south side (United 

Community Center), near west side (Hmong American Friendship Association), 30
th

 St. corridor 

on the north, and MPS and other schools throughout the area,. 

 

Milwaukee communities  In the public health area, faculty generally work with communities in 

those communities not in their own academic quarters.  That works in Milwaukee because the 

city is a “small” large population center.  There are effective automobile transportation routes 

throughout the City and County that are directly linked to UWM.  

 

Milwaukee communities With its NE City of Milwaukee location, UWM’s main campus is 



virtually interfaced with the north side Milwaukee African American community.    

 

Local partners  For the occasions when partner organizations might want to come to the main 

campus, the one impediment has been parking.  The CSM parking structure immediately solves 

this problem.  

 

Local Partners-Milwaukee Health Dept. (MHD)  CSM and the downtown MHD are within 

intermediate driving distance of one another.  Other MHD sites are also accessible by car.  

 

State partners-longer distance partnerships will depend upon a variety of strategies that are not 

Milwaukee site dependent.   

 

Co-location of entire School at a single site to the extent possible 

 Benefits 

All academic programs (natural science and social science based) can be co-located, consistent 

with the requirement that natural science faculty need the main campus technical infrastructure 

support.  As a result, SPH goals of cross-disciplinary collaboration and student learning within 

the School and with other UWM faculty can be supported readily by location in proximity to the 

main UWM campus infrastructure, support systems, and many collaborating faculty from other 

units.  

 

Adequate resources and support for the School’s faculty. 

 

Co-location with existing and planned future (mostly main campus)infrastructure for some 

natural science faculty. 

 Benefits 

Adjacency to the main campus immediately provides access to technical infrastructure that 

supports the natural science component of the SPH. The main campus has animal facilities, mass 

spectrometry and other major instrumentation, environmental health and safety support and 

oversight, and research colleagues from the natural science, health science, and engineering 

departments.  As the Kenwood Interdisciplinary Research Center proceeds, many new state-of-

the-art core facilities are planned for interdisciplinary use.    

 

Time to building occupancy  

 Benefits 

Because Columbia St. Mary’s Hospital is an active, functional complex, its buildings can be 

remodeled in parts, quickly as needed while it is being occupancy.  Many non-wet lab functions 

of the SPH can be moved into the building with relatively minor remodeling (offices, meeting 

rooms etc.). Such uses would be available virtually as soon as it was purchased and vacated.  

This should occur within the next 1-2 years maximum. 

 

The wet labs can be dropped into spaces as they are needed when new faculty are hired (6 months 

maximum).  This can be done with relatively small expenditure of funds, thereby bypassing the 

State’s sluggish construction timetable.  This is exactly the approach that is being taken in 

current lab remodeling projects on campus, some involving the SPH.    



 

The building and building site will accommodate the immediate space needs identified in 

the School of Public Health Space Needs document. 

 Benefits 

Other sections discuss many aspects of the SPH that will benefit from CSM location.  To sum up, 

CSM is huge, functional, and is connected with the UWM main campus. Thus, it offers an 

excellent opportunity to get the space needed for the SPH and to remodel it in a timely way-

perhaps at one time, perhaps in a series of projects as the School expands.  Moreover, all of the 

many support services that the main campus offers are built in for faculty and students. 

 

The building and building site will provide flexibility for anticipated rapid expansion as 

identified in the School of Public Health Space Needs document. 

 Benefits 

CSM has 825,000 GSF of space on 11 acres.  There is obvious room for expansion within the 

current structures or through tear-downs and the construction of new buildings as conceived in 

the 2004 feasibility study of CSM for UWM by HGA architects. 

 

There are other potential sites on campus that might also house the SPH or its expansion such as 

the Cunningham parking lot site just across Hartford avenue.  In the draft Master Plan it was 

shown as a building site for a health complex that included public health. 

 

The financial plan to support the School and building that is transparent, realistic, and 

oriented toward the achievement of excellence. 

 Benefits 

At this point, the Milwaukee Initiative has spent all but $26,000,000 of the state allotted funding 

streams without committing any funds to the School of Public Health.  The remaining funds are 

program revenue borrowing funds that can be expended at Columbia Hospital.  It is difficult to 

conceive of their expenditure elsewhere due to the need for the building to generate program 

revenue.  Thus, the only money in hand that is available now seems to be CSM targeted money 

 

The 2004 state feasibility study of adapting Columbia Hospital for UWM’s needs estimated a 

cost of $100/gross square foot (GSF).  This number is probably not more than $150/GSF today 

and is probably less.  That is less than 25% the cost of renovating Building 29 at the Pabst 

Brewery (current estimate, $450/GSF).  

 

The fact that Columbia is a functioning building provides great flexibility in relation to sources 

of revenue.  For example, the wet labs can be dropped into spaces as they are needed when new 

faculty are hired with relatively small cost and without application of the State approval process. 

 

Downtown site (test location: Building 29, Brewery) 
 

Student academic and scholarly development and support 

 Costs 

By being off-campus, students must operate between downtown and the UWM main campus for 

courses; find housing at a distance from the SPH.  They will need to commute and will lose ready 



availability of campus facilities (student, health, and food services, library, etc.) 

 

Collaboration with other UWM units, programs, and faculty 

 Costs 

Distant, off-campus sites such as Building 29 do not offer contiguity, co-location, and adjacency 

with UWM’s main campus.  As a result, it will always take effort, time, and energy 

(transportation and personal) to bring SPH and other faculty and staff together to stimulate 

interdisciplinary research and educational initiatives.  However, there is no convenient and timely 

mass transportation link between campus and the Brewery.  Experience at the WATER Institute 

and the Children’s Environmental Health Sciences Core Center suggests that the investment in 

effort, time, and energy will be substantial and need to be continual in order to foster 

collaboration. 

 

The natural sciences would be without their colleagues and technical infrastructure-both 

instrumentation and staff support. 

 

The School would need to take full responsibility for many of the support functions provided by 

the main campus, such as class room space, meal service, student services, security, etc.  

 

Collaboration with Milwaukee communities and local and State partners 

 Benefits 

Community groups and other organizations are located throughout the City and County as well as 

across the State of Wisconsin.  No single site for the School can be co-located with all such 

groups.  

 

Milwaukee communities  In the public health area, faculty generally work with communities in 

those communities not in their home quarters.  That works well in Milwaukee because the City is 

a “small” large population center.  There are effective automobile transportation routes 

throughout the City and County that are readily linked to downtown.   

Milwaukee Communities With its downtown location, the School would be virtually interfaced 

with the north side Milwaukee community and near the edge of the south side.    

Local partners  For the occasions when partner organizations might want to come to the to the 

School, parking would be readily available.  

Local Partners-Milwaukee Health Dept.  The CSM and the downtown MHD are within short 

driving distance of one another.  Other MHD sites are also accessible. 

State partners-longer distance partnerships will depend upon a variety of strategies that are not 

Milwaukee site dependent.   

 

 Costs 

Milwaukee Communities  Building 29 is part of an up-scale redevelopment project not a 

restoration project in the inner city.  Thus, it is unclear that this site would be comfortable for 

disadvantaged residents if they were asked to come to the School for activities.      

Local partners-Aurora Sinai Hospital  That the SPH would be proximate to Aurora Sinai Hospital 

might be deleterious.  The SPH works on health and disease prevention in communities; Aurora 

works on disease treatment with individuals.  Moreover, it is not a research hospital.  Possible 



identification with Aurora might also be constraining with respect to interactions with the 

Medical College of Wisconsin.   

Local partners-MATC and Cardinal Stritch  That the SPH would be proximate to these 

institutions at the Brewery and might find partnership with them a reason for location there 

perpetuates the notion that UWM is a 4 year regional institution. 

 

Co-location of entire School at a single site 

 Costs 

Access to main campus infrastructure (research and teaching) and faculty collaborators would be 

hindered generally by lack of adjacency.  These elements of the School’s foundation would also 

become contingent on commuting and require  time.  The natural science/wet lab contingent 

would be without main campus technical support (animal facilities, major instrumentation core 

facilities-new and proposed for the Kenwood IRC, environmental health and safety oversight).  

 

Adequate resources and support for the School’s faculty. 

 

Co-location with existing and planned future (mostly main campus) infrastructure for 

some natural science faculty. 

 Costs 

Clearly, an off-campus location will shackle the natural science faculty contingent because it will 

be isolated from main campus technical infrastructure.  At UWM, natural science faculty operate 

through availability of an array of one of a kind instrumentation.  That is not likely to change as 

the SPH develops.  And this works both ways: a major instrument at the Brewery would not be 

functionally available to campus scientists.  

 

Time to building occupancy  

 Costs  

At Building 29, the renovation must be done now in its entirety because it is currently an early 

20
th

 century brick shell.  That would require the full cumbersome State process for building 

approval-if State dollars were involved.  Thus, there would be little opportunity to have even 

parts of the School in the building for several years.  

 

The building and building site will accommodate the immediate space needs identified in 

the School of Public Health Space Needs document. 

 Costs 

This very old building shell, in itself, offers nothing in particular.  Indeed, its repetitive beam 

support system is a design constraint.  Location of SPH natural science components at this site is 

not feasible.  Lastly, the structures surrounding building 29 at the Brewery do not enhance the 

academic program activities that can be undertaken at the site. 

 

The building and building site will provide flexibility for anticipated rapid expansion as 

identified in the School of Public Health Space Needs document. 

 Costs 

Entire Building 29 must be renovated at one time, though the SPH would occupy only about half 

the space.  The Zilber Group or a buyer of the other half would need to build this part of the 



building in such a way that it would eventually be available for the School.  Otherwise, future 

SPH expansion will not occur.  This criterion seems problematic as a basis for someone investing 

in and occupying the second half of the building.  

 

The financial plan to support the School and building that is transparent, realistic, and 

oriented toward the achievement of excellence. 

 Costs 

At this point, the Milwaukee Initiative has spent all but $26,000,000 of the state allotted funding 

streams without committing any funds to the School of Public Health.  The remaining funds are 

program revenue borrowing funds that can be expended at Columbia Hospital.  It is difficult to 

conceive of their expenditure elsewhere due to the need for the building to generate program 

revenue.  

 

Building 29 must be renovated at one time (Pre-design Building draft report). That cost is 

projected at $70,000,000, nearly twice what was assigned for the School’s phase 1A 

development.  Apart from Milwaukee Initiative funds, no other fiscal support for the building has 

been identified.  Moreover, the cost per square foot of renovating Building 29 is only marginally 

less than that for constructing a new building.  Thus, there is no compelling argument for 

renovation at the Brewery site.   

 

Since the cost of remodeling Columbia Hospital is much less than either of these options 

(Building 29 or a new building), much more of the building infrastructure needed for the SPH 

could be obtained at CSM.  In addition, remodeling could proceed in steps at CSM, as described 

above, providing useful financial flexibility. 

 


