' ORDINANCE

WHEREAS, the City of Chicago ({the "City") is a home rule unit of government under
Section 6(a), Article VIl .of the 1970 Constitution of the State of lllinois authorized to exercise any
power and perform any function pertaining to its government and affairs; and

WHEREAS, the State of [llinois has enacted 35 ILCS 45/Art. 110 (“MICRO Act”) which
provides financial incentives to eligible. lllinois-based semiconductor manufacturers, microchip
manufacturers, quantum computer manufacturers, and companies that primarily engage in
research and development in the manufacturing of quantum computers, semiconductors, or
microchips; and

WHEREAS, the Cook County Board of Commissioners has enacted the Real Property
Assessment Classification Ordinance, as amended from time to time (the "County Ordinance"),
which provideés for, among other things, real estate tax incentives to property owners who build,
rehabilitate, enhance and occupy property which is located within Cook County, lllinois and which
is used primarily for industrial purposes; and

WHEREAS, one of the real property assessment.classifications created under the County
Ordinance is the Class 8 MICRO classification (the "Class 8 MICRO Classification"); and

WHEREAS, the Class 8 MICRO Classification provides tax incentives to property owners
whose real estate is used for the manufacture, research or development of semiconductors,
microchips, quantum computers, associated component parts, and services provided in support
thereof in a manner consistent with 35 ILCS 45/Art. 110 and which is located in an area which
has been certified as in need of substantial revitalization; and

WHEREAS, municipalities, such as the City may apply to the Office of the Cook County
Assessor (the “Assessor”) to certify areas within its jurisdiction as "in need of substantial
revitalization" (as defined in Section 74-62 of the County Ordinance) for real estate to be eligible
for Class 8 MICRO Classification; and

WHEREAS, Section 74-65(i) of the County Ordinance provides that prior to certification of
.an area by the Assessor as an area in need of substantial revitalization, the municipality in which
the area is located must determine by lawful resolution that the area is in a state of economic
depression for which it is not economically feasible for private enterprise to accomplish the
necessary modernization, rehabilitation, and development of the area without public assistance
and encouragement, or a determination of similar import; and

W]—[EREAS, the City, consistent with the MICRO Act and the County Ordinance, desires
to induce industrial and commercial development to locate and expand in the City; and

WHEREAS, the City has prepared a repoit entitled The IQMP Class 8 MICRO Designation
Report attached as Exhibit 1 (the “Report”) which confirms that the area legally described in
Exhibit 2 (the “Area”) is in a state of economic depression and that it is not economically feasible



for private enterprise to accomplish the necessary modernization, rehabilitation, and development
of the Area without public assistance and encouragement; and

WHEREAS, the City has determined that the Area meets the eligibility requirements for a
Class 8 MICRO Classification and recommends to the City Council that (a) the City determine by
ordinance that the Area is in a state of economic depression for which it is not economically
feasible for private enterprise to accomplish the necessary modernization, rehabilitation, and
development of the area without public assistance and encouragement, and (b) the Commissioner
of Planning and Development be authorized to submit an application to the Assessor to have the
Area certified as an area in néed of substantial revitalization;

WHEREAS, once the Area is certified by the Assessor as an area in need of substantial
revitalization, applicants may develop property (each, a "Subject Property") within the Area in a
manner which may cause it to become eligible for a Class 8 MICRO. Classification under the
County Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, applicants may file with the Assessor an eligibility application for a Class 8
MICRO Classification under the County Ordinance with respect to a Subject Property
(“Application™; and

WHEREAS, it is the responsibility of the Assessor to determine that an Application is
eligible pursuant to the County Ordinance; and

WHEREAS, the County Ordinance requires that, in connection with the filing of an
Application with the Assessor, applicants must obtain from an authorized officer of the municipality
in which the Subject Property is located a letter describing the redevelopment objective of the
municipality, stating the applicant’s intended use of the property, and stating that an Economic
Disclosure Statement was received and filed by the municipality; now, therefore,

BE IT ORDAINED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF CHICAGO, AS FOLLOWS:

SECTION 1. The above recitals are hereby expressly incorporated as if fully set forth
herein.

SECTION 2. The City hereby determines that the Area is in a state of economic
depression and that it is not economically feasible for private enterprise to accomplish the
necessary modernization, rehabilitation and development of the Area without public assistance
and encouragement.

SECTION 3. The City hereby determines that the Area is eligible for certification by the
Assessor as “in need of substantial revitalization” under the County Ordinance for purposes of
the Class 8 MICRO Classification; in that it is an area no less than ten (10) contiguous acres of
more than one (1) contiguous!square mile in size which is in a state ofl extreme economic
depression evidenced by such factors as: (a) substantial unemployment; (b) a'low level of median
family income; (c) aggravated abandonment, deterioration, and underutilization of properties; (d)
a lack of viable industrial and commercial building whose absence significantly contributes to the
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depressed economic and unemiployment conditions in the Area; (e) a clear pattern of stagnation
or decline of real estate taxes within the Area as a result of its depressed condition; (f) a manifest
lack of economic feasibility for private enterprise to accomplish the necessary modernization,
rehabilitation and development of the Area without public assistance and encouragement; and (g)
other factors which evidence an imminent threat to public health, welfare and safety, all as
described in the. Report.

SECTION 4. - Thé Commissioner of Planning and Development (the “Commissioner”), or
adesignee of the Commissioner (each an “Authorized Officer”), is héreby authorized-and directed
to deliver a copy of this ordinance, certified by the City Clerk of the City, to the Assessor, apply
for certification of the Area as one in need of substantial revitalization with the Assessor, and to
submit such additional documentation and supporting data as may be necessary and relevant to
the Assessor's determination of the Area’s-eligibility for the certification .

SECTION 5. Subject to review of each project on each Subject Propeity by an
of each project on each Subject Property and a verification of an accurate final legal description
and correct Permanent Index Numbers for each Subject Property by an Authorized Officer,
including the City's redevelopment objective, the Applicant's intended use of the Subject Property
and confirmation that the City has received and filed an ' Economic Disclosure Statement (together
with such other information as may be required in a letter described in Sections 74-63(14), the
‘Letter”), the Authorized Officer is hereby authorized to execute and deliver such documents,
including without limitation each Letter, as may be necessary to implement this ordinance, subject
to the approval of the Corporation Counsel.

SECTION®6. If any provision of this ordinance shall be held to be invalid or
unenforceabie for any reason, the invalidity or unenforceability of such provision shall not affect
any of the remaining provisions of this ordinance.

SECTION 7. Section 2-8-0865 of the Municipal Code of Chicago is hereby amended by
adding the language underscored, as follows:

2-8-065 Discounted or waived fees — Restrictions.
(Omitted text is unaffected by this ordinance.)

(e) Exemptions. The requirements of this section shall not apply to any
ordinance or amendment thereto authorizing individual fee waivers: (1) for any governmental
entity, as defined in subsection (a) of this section, or (2) in connection with a block party, or (3) in
connection with the’waiver under Section 2-120-815 of any fee charged by the City for the
issuance of any permit requiring approval of the Commission on Chicago Landmarks, or (4)iin
connection with a Department of Water Management Lead Service Line Replacement Program
created within the authority granted in Article IX of Chapter 11-12, or (5) pursuant to the authority
granted to the Commissioner of Housing to support neighborhood revitalization efforts under
Section 2-44-140,_or (6) in connection with a waiver granted under Section 2-45-140.

(Omitted text is unaffected by this ordinance.)
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'SECTIO.N 8. Chapter 2-45 of the Municipal Code of Chicago is hereby amended by
adding a new Section 2-45-140, as follows:

2-45-140 Fee waivers for Class 8 MICRO projects.

(a) The following fees shall be waived in connection with any permit or review
application for any project receiving a Class 8 MICRO Classification pursuant to the State of
lllinois MICRO Act (35 ILCS 45/110-1 et. seq.), Section 74-65 of the County ordinance and a City
ordinance designating such project area:

1. All fees for permits issued by the City’s Department of Water Management;

2. All fees for permits issued by the City's Department of Buildings under Chapter 11-12,
Chapter 11-16, Chapter 11-18, and Article Xlll of Chapter 13-20 of this Code;

3. All fees for permits issued by the City’s Department of Public Health under Chapter
11-4 of this Code;

-4, All fees for permits issued by the City's Fire Department under Chapter 15-16 of this
Code;

5. All fees issued by the Chicago Department of Transportation for permits related to
construction in the public way under Chapter 10-20, or public way use under Chapters
10-28 and 10-29 of this Code;

6. All fees required under Section 17-13-0103 of the Chicago Zoning Ordinance;

7. The Part Il review fee required for planned developments under Section 17-13-0610
of the Chicago Zoning Crdinance; and

8. The fee to review and process a request for minor change approval required under
Section 17-13-0611-D of the Chicago Zoning Ordinance.

(b) In addition to the fee waivers specified in subsectioni(a) of this section, any
generally applicable fee waiver authorized under this Code may be granted in connection with
any permit or review application for any qualifying project receiving a Class 8 MICRO
Classification pursuant to: State of . llinois MICRO Act (35 ILCS 45/110-1et. seq.), Section 74-65
-of the County ordinance and a City ordinarice designating such project area.

SECTION 9. : 1n addition to any other applicable fee waiver, any project receiving a Class
8 MICRO Classification pursuant to the State of lllinois MICRO Act (35 ILCS 45/110-1 et. seq. )
Section 74-65 of the County ordinance and a City ordinance designating such project area, "shall
receive a waiver for permit, inspection, or approval fees charged pursuant to Title 14A of the
Munlc:lpal Code of Chlcago -

‘ SECTION 10 Effective Date. This ordinance shall be effective as of the date of its
passage and approval.
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IQMP CLASS 8 MICRO DESIGNATION REPORT
AREA CERTIFICATION APPLICATION

The purpose of this report is-to provide information supportive of the City of Chicago's application
to the Cook County Assessor for Class 8 MICRO incentive assessment certification -of the area
commonly referred to as the former U.S. Steel South Works site and more particularly described
herein. This report includes information that addresses each of the area conditions considered in
determining Class 8 MICRO area certification.

I. CLASS 8 MICRO AREA OVERVIEW

Ward/Alderman:

Community Area:
Certified Class 8 MICRO Area:

1. PROPERTY DESCRIPTION
Permanent Index Numbers

Location

k]

7, Ald. Greg Mitchell
10, Ald. Peter Chico

South Chicago

The proposed Class 8 MICRO area includes
21,187,494 square feet of contiguous vacant land
(486.4 acres). The site is the location of a former
U.S. Steel mill which operated for nearly a century
before closing in 1992.

21-32-100-012-0000
21-32-100-015-0000
21-32-100-016-0000
21-32-212-002-0000
21-32-213-009-0000
21-32-213-010-0000
21-32-213-011-0000
21-32-213-013-0000
21-32-213-014-0000

21-32-213-017-0000
21-32-213-018-0000
21-32-500-002-0000
26-05-200-001-0000
26-05-200-007-0000
26-05-200-008-0000
26-05-200-009-0000
26-05-200-010-0000
26-05-200-012-0000

21-32-213-015-0000: 26-05-200-013-0000
Attached hereto as Exhibit A are Cook County Tax
Maps outlining the proposed Class 8 MICRO area.

Attached hereto as Exhibit B is a survey of the
property to be included in the Class 8 MICRO area.
The survey demonstrates the proposed Class 8
MICRO area exceeds the 10-acre minimum for Class
8 MICRO area eligibility. The proposed Class 8
MICRO area is substantially bordered by the
Calumet River on the south, Steelworkers Park and
Park No. 566 on the east, S Avenue 0, S Mackinaw
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Ave, S Burley Ave, S Green Bay Ave and S Brandon
Ave on the west and S South Shore Dr and Park No.

566 on the north.
Land Area 21,187,494 square feet (486.4 acres)
Current Use Vacant land ‘
Current Zoning The current zoning is M3-3, B3-5, RS-1, RM-5, RM-

5.5, RM-6, and RM-6.5.

1ll. COMMUNITY AND PROPERTY BACKGROUND AND HISTORY

The proposed Class 8 MICRO area is located‘ within the South Chicago Community area on the
southeast side of Chicago and adjacent to Lake Michigan. The area comprises nearly 500 acres
of the former U.S. Steel South Works site.

The site, commonly known as South Works, has a long history commencing when the North
Chicago Rolling Mill Company moved its operations to South Works in 1880. Among the factors
driving the decision to relocate were the area’s access to and robust transportation.infrastructure,
adjacency to the Great Lakes, access to the railway network, and proximity to other coal and iron
ore resources. The company went through several mergers over the next decade to form the
lllinois Steel Company, which eventually became part of the United States Steel Corporation in
1901. Between the 1880s and 1922, steel slag was reportedly landfilled to eéxpand the facility’s
acreage and relocate the shoreline to the east. At its height in the 1950s, South-Works boasted
11 blast furnaces, 8 electric furnaces, and 12 rolling mills, employing a workforce of 20,000.

At its height, South Works spanned over 600 acres and produced millions of tons of steel each
year, some of which was used in. constructing Chicago’s most iconic buildings, including the
Sears Tower (now Willis Tower) and.the John Hancock Center (now 875 North Michigan Avenue).
Consisting of immigrants from Eastern Europe, Italy and Mexico, the diverse workforce played a
major role in shaping 20™ century production and labor movements, advocating for improved
wages and changes in working conditions.

In the latter half of the 20th century, the American steel industry was faced with several
challenges, including foreign competition, technological advances, and shifting manufacturing
practices. These challenges, coupled with- mid-century economic turmoil, declining production,
and a shifting workforce, led to decreased capacity over the next several decades. U.S. Steel
eventually shuttered operations at South Works'in 1992 and demolished the facility by 1993,

The closure of South Works had a significant impact on the local community, resulting in lost
jobs, wages and residents, all of which contributed to the area’s general economic decline. The
site has remained vacant and undeveloped since the South Works' ¢losure, a prime example of
the deindustrialization of many of the most productive U.S. regions, now known as the Rust Belt.
Since the closure of South Works, the site has had various proposals for development, but the
difficulties associated with the site have meant that none has moved forward. The prominence
and location of this site, however, make the redevelopment of the South Works site critical to the
revitalization of the community and immediate area.
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IV. ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITION

Following the closure of the U.S. Steel facility, the property was enrolled into the lllinois .
Environmental Protection Agency's (IEPA) Pre-Notice Program, a precursor to the current
voluntary Site Remediation Program (SRP). In conjunction with facility decommissioning,
extensive environmental investigations and remediation -activities were conducted to address
impacts associated with the long-term facility operations. Upon confirming that the
environmental activities were conducted in accordance with the applicable regulations and post-
cleanup site conditions satisfied SRP requirements, the IEPA issued a comprehensive No Further
Remediation (NFR) Letter for the 556-acre site in 1997 with no land use limitations and no
preventative, engineering or institutional controls with the exception of a groundwater use
restriction. Additionally, a separate 3.76-acre portion, located south of 86th Street and east of
South Burley Avenue, was also enrolled into the SRP in 2005. Following the necessary
investigations and remediation activities, the IEPA issued a comprehensive NFR Letter in 2010
with no land use restrictions and no preventative, engineering or institutional controls with the
exception of a groundwater use restriction.

Subsequent to the issuance of the NFR Letters, various other investigations have been conducted
at the subject property. Based on the available information from those investigations, some
degree of additional investigation and remediation is planned in order to maintain the validity of
the 1997 NFR Letter or obtain a new NFR Letter from the [EPA SRP.

V. CLASS 8 MICRO ELIGIBILITY REQUIREMENTS

Pursuant to thé Cook County Real Property Assessment -Classification Ordinance (the
“Ordinance”), an area to be certified as Class 8 MICRO must contain at{east ten (10) contiguous
acres but no'more than one (1) contiguous square mile and satisfy the Ordinance definition of in
need of substantial revitalization. The Ordinance sets.forth seven (7) factors to be considered in
determining an area in need of substantial revitalization. Each factor is addressed below.

Substantial Unemployment.

The proposed Class 8 MICRO area is vacant land. However, the unemployment ratein the broader
South Chicago Community Area is substantially higher than in the City of Chicago as a whole or
in the broader seven-county region that includes Cook, DuPage Kane, Kendall, Lake, McHenry,

and Will County (the CMAP Region).
Employment Status, 2018-2022

. South Chicago City of Chicago CMAP Region

Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent

In Labor Forea 14,076 60.9 1,505,145 67.3 4,610,142 67.3
Employad?> : 1,717 83.2 1,381,118 9.8 4310832 935
Unamplayed=~ 2,328 16.5 123,341 8.2 286,166 6.2
Not InLabor Farce ) 9,044 39.1 732,070 327 2,243,854 327
Sourca: 2018-2022 Ametican Comesnity Survay five-year astimates. i Univarsa: Ropulation 16 years and clder
'Does not include employed poputaticn in the Aimed Forzes. *Universa; Inlabor force

1 CMAP Community Data | South Chicago (p. 10). Chicago Metropolitan Agency for Planning. {(July
2024). https://www.cmap.illinois.gov/documents/10180/126764/South+Chicago.pdf
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Low Level of Median Family Income

The second factor considered in determining an area in need of substantial revitalization is
whether the area exhibits a low level of median family income and high poverty rates. According
to US Census Bureau median household income statistics for 2018-2022, South Chicago's
median household income was $43,936. This statistic compares negatively to the substantially
higher City of Chicago median household income of $71,673 and the CMAP Region median
househoid income of $87,766.2

Household Income, 2018-2022

South Chicago City of Chicago CMAP Region

Count Percent Count Percent Count Percent
Less than $25,000 3,502 30.9 229,233 203 453,945 14.0
$25,000 tp $45,959 ' 2,802 247 196,704 17.4 496,759 15.3
$50,000 tn 374,329 1,502 133 159,061 14.1 466,365 14.3
$75,000 to $99,999 1,386 12.2 131,717 11.7 407,838 12.5
$100,000 to $149,999 1,267 11.2 173,844 15.4 591,558 18.2
$150,000 ant! Qvar 870 7.7 239,349 212 834,175 257
Median Income - . sd3838 471,673 . garyee ]
Per Capitalicome* B $22,912 $45,840 , $47,125 o
Source: 2018-2022 American Community Sutvey Hva-yoar gstimates, Universe: Oscupied housing units

*Universa: Tatal pepulation

Aggravated Abandonment, Deterioration and Underutilization of Properties

Since U.S. Steel closed operations of South Works in 1992, there have been several attempts to
. redevelop the nearly 600-acre site by interested developers. The redevelopment proposals
focused on revitalization of manufacturing uses as well as transforming it into a vibrant mixed-
use community along the shore of Lake Michigan. The scale of the site and proximity to
downtown, along with its lakeside location, made it one of the most desirable pieces of
undeveloped real estate in the City of Chicago.

The first attempt to redevelop the South Works site was proposed by Sclo Cup Co. (Solo) in 1999,
Solo planned to consolidate operations to a 1 million-square-foot state-of-the-art manufacturing
facility employing up to 750 workers. The development, situated on 107 acres, would have been
used for the production and distribution of paper and plastic products including cups, containers,
cutlery and straws. The total project cost was an estimated $71 million, including $16 million in
City funds and $15 miillion in State of lllinois (the State) funds. Additional public contributions to
the project included the City burying old concrete foundations at the site under a layer of landfill,
the State building an access road and rail spur at the site, and the State providing support to help
Solo for workforce development for the new manufacturing technologies and equipment. Despite
these incentives, Solo instead opted to expand a nearby existing-facility.

In. 2010, McCaffery Interest attempted to redevelop South Works with the Chicago Lakeside
project. This proposal aimed to create a new neighborhood with approximately 13,575 single
family homes and high-rise units, 17.5 million square feet of retail, 125 acres of parks and open
space with bike paths, a 1,500-slip boat marina, and a new high school. However, the

2 [bid (p. 6)
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deveélopment proposal faced significant challenges, including financial constraints,
environmental remediation issues for residential occupancy, and coniplications with establishing
a partnership with U.S. Steel. In 2016, McCaffery announced that the project was cancelled.

The most recent redevelopment proposal for South Works was in 2017 by Emerald Living and the
Spanish-based modular home builder Barcelona Housing Systems (BHS). The proposal included
a substantial residential component of up to 20,000 housing units built with innovative,
environmentally friendly technology pioneered by BHS. However, the development team
eventually cancelled their proposal in May 2018, citing soil condition issues.

In between these proposals, the site has been continuously on the market for sale, but U.S. Steel
has been unable to secure a buyer or joint venture partner to redevelop the site. The site remains
vacant and unused with redevelopment complicated by its industrial past which requires
additional cleanup and extensive infrastructure improvements. However, its [ocation on the
lakefront and proximity to downtown Chicago make it a valuable piece of real estate with
enormous potential for transformation.

Lack of Viable Industrial and Commercial Buildings.

A portion of the proposed Class 8 MICRO area has previously béen designated by the City as
economically depressed and in need of assistance to generate new ecornomic development.

On November 3, 1999, the South Works Industrial Tax Increment Redevelopment Project and Plan
was adopted by the City pursuant to the lllinois Tax Increment Aflocation Redevelopment Act, 65
ILCS 5/11-74.4-1, et seq. (the Act). This district included the southern portion of the South Works
site and a map of the South Works Tax Increment Redevelopment Area is attached hereto as
Exhibit C. Pursuant to a redevelopment area eligibility study, the City found that “the Area on the
whole has not been subject to growth and development through investment by private enterprise
and would not reasonably be expected to beé developed without the adoption of the Plan.”
Moreover, “the Project Area would likely continue to be characterized by dilapidation;
obsolescence, deterioration, structures below minimum code standards, excessive vacancies,
the depreciation of physical maintenance and'an overall lack of community planning.”® The South
Works TIF District was terminated in 2019.

The State has also recognized that the area that encompasses the Class 8 MICRO area is
economically depressed based upon empirical evidence of pervasive poverty, unemployment-and
economic distress. In response to these conditions, and in cooperation with the City of Chicago,
the State created City of Chicago Enterprise Zone 3. A copy of the map showing the subject
property within the boundaries of Enterprise Zone 3.is attached hereto as Exhibit D.

Clear Pattern of Stagnation or Decline of Real Estate Taxes
As vacant land for over 30 years, the site has remained undeveloped and underutilized with regard

to land values and property taxes. As can be seen in the table and charts below, the assessed
value (“AV") of property within the proposed Class 8 MICRO areahas generally remained stagnant

3 South Works Industrial TIF Designation Ordinance (pp 2, 4). Journal Of The Proceedings
11/03/1999.
https://www.chicago.gov/content/dam/city/depts/ded/tif/plans/T_078_SouthWorksRDPORD.p
df
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or declined over the last decade. This lack of growth is even more clear when comparing the
Class 8 MICRO area to the City of Chicago as a whole. From 2015 to 2023, the proposed Class 8
MICRO area AV decreased by 57.2 percent, while Chicago’s AV increased by 34.8 percent.

TAX YEAR

AREA AV

PERCENT

CHANGE IN
AREA AV

CHICAGO:AV

PERCENT
CHANGE IN
CHICAGO AV

{2015 $2,068,359 0:0% $30,691,407,43 12.3%
2016 $2,068,359 0.0% $30,761,140,47 0.2%
2017 $869,167 58.0%  $30,969,973,32 0.7%
2018 $869,167 0.0% $36,036,578,78 16.4%
| 2019 $869,167 0.0% $36,833,584,24 2.2% |
2020 $869,167 0.0% $34,332,081,81 -6.8%
2021 $888,328 2.2% $40,518,891,61 18.0% |
2022 $888,328 0.0% $41,388,409,35 2.1%
i 2023 $884,917 -0.4% $41,381,450,92 0.0%
Total Assessed Value {Indexed to 2015 = 100)
160.00
140.00
120.00 ' ——— ""--....//'
100.00
80.00 \
60.00 \
40.00 ' \ — T T —
20.00
0.00
2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
= Proposed Class 8 MICRO Area e City 0f Chicago
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Annual AV Growth Rate

30.0%

20.0%

10.0% \.._\ //\ /\

0.0% \-\74—%—
10.0% \\ /
-20.0%" \ /
-30.0% \ /
-40.0% \ /
-50.0% V
-60.0%
-70.0%
2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 2022 2023
= Proposed Class 8 MICRO Area = City Of Chicago

Manifest lack of economic feasibility for private enterprise

Several factors, previously demonstrated, contribute to the conclusion that without the availability
of the Class 8 MICRO incentive future economic revitalization of the area is not viable. The
property is in an area that is economically depressed and remains in dire need of economic
development. Multiple redevelopment attempts have failed, despite the presence of a TIF District.
Without the proposed Class 8 MICRO designation, the area will remain vacant and deteriorate.

Other factors which evidence an imminent threat to public health, welfare and safety

Numerous studies have found that renovating vacant buildings, land, and lots in disinvested
communities reduces violent crime rates, public health issues, and enhances the welfare of a
-community.

Specifically, a growing body of research suggests that worsening economic outcomes — e.g.,
fading employment opportunities and increasing economic insecurity — may be a primary causal
driver of adverse health trends among low-income and less-educated working-age US residents.
Worsening economic outcomes.among low-income and less-educated working-age adults may
be a key driver of adverse population health trends. The disappearance of employment
opportunities that had previously provided individuals without a college education a credible path
to the middle class, especially through well-paying manufacturing jobs, has played an outsized
role

Additionally, within the last year, the three Chicago Police Department Beats — 0422, 0423, and
0424 - closest to the area have experienced a total of 3,085 reported incidents of crime. Of those
incidents 495were violent crimes and 909 were property crimes, with a homicide occurring on the
site as recently as July 2024. Compared to City wide statistics, violent crime is 5% higher in the
identified Police Beats, while property crime is lower given the vast amount of unimproved, vacant.
and deteriorating land, which poses other threats to public health and safety as previously stated.
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POLICE TOTAL VIOLENT =~ PERCENT PROPERTY PERCENT

BEAT _ CRIMES CRIMES OF TOTAL CRIMES OF TOTAL -

10422 <735 116 15.8% 217 29.5% |
0423 1,455 220 15.1% 477 32.8%
10424 895 159 178% 215 24.0%
L;:I’:Total- ©..3,085 . 495 1 16.0% 1‘,g_.'i-'_::..,'__g:g"g_ S POB%
[ cityWide _ 226,602 25339 . . 11.2% . 80,054 - 353% |
{
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Exhibit B:

BEGINNING AT THE INTERSECTION OF SOUTH DUSABLE LAKE SHORE DRIVE AND SOUTH
BRANDON AVENUE;

THENCE RUNNING SOUTHEAST ALONG SOUTH DUSABLE LAKE SHORE DRIVE TO THE NORTH
LINE OF EAST 815" STREET EXTENDED;

THENCE RUNNING EAST ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF EAST 815" STREET EXTENDED A
DISTANCE OF 1022.83 FEET,

THENCE S 78°36'47" E, 505.63 FEET;
THENCE S 18°13'09” E, 233.22 FEET;
THENCE N 88°31'58" E, 110.8T1 FEET;
THENCE S 75"54"23" E, 702.07 FEET,
THENCE S 06°15'26" E, 2227.25 FEET TO THE NORTH LINE OF THE NORTH SLIP;

THENCE RUNNING WEST ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF THE NORTH SLIP TO THE NORTHWEST
CORNER OF THE NORTH SLIP;

THENCE RUNNING SOUTH ALONG THE WEST LINE OF THE NORTH SLIP TO THE SOUTHWEST
CORNER OF THE NORTH SLIP;

THENCE RUNNING EAST ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH SLIP ADISTANCE OF 2418.05
FEET,

THENCE S 06°15'26" E, 708.26 FEET;

THENCE S 88°55'23" E, 47.44 FEET;

THENCE S 00°49'53" E, 140.44 FEET;

THENCE N 88°55'23" W, 34.05 FEET;

THENCE S 88°55'23" E, 34.05 FEET TO THE CENTERLINE OF EAST 87™ STREET;

THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE CENTERLINE OF EAST 87™ '‘STREET TO A LINE
EXTENDING S 15°07'23" E FROM ‘A POINT IN THE CENTERLINE OF EAST 87™ STREET BEING
2513.84 FEET EAST OF THE CENTERLINE OF SOUTH DUSABLE LAKE SHORE DRIVE A DISTANCE

OF 1552.33 FEET,;

THENCE S 59°50"14" W, 309.94 FEET;
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THENCE S 30°09'47" E, 150.00 FEET;

THENCE S 59°50'14" W, 2045.26 FEET TO THE EAST LINE OF THE SOUTH SLIP, THENCE
NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE EAST LINE OF THE SOUTH SLIP TO A LINE EXTENDING N
63°25'07" W FROM A POINT OF INTERSECTION OF THE EXTENSION OF THE EASTERLY LINE OF
THE SOUTH SLIP AND A POINT 399.57 FEET EAST OF THE EAST LINE OF SOUTH DUSABLE LAKE
SHORE DRIVE;

THENCE N 63°25'07" W, 106.94 FEET TO A POINT OF CURVATURE;

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY 135.06 FEET ALONG A CURVE, HAVING A RADIUS OF 486.00 FEET,
AND A CHORD BEARING N 55°27'28" W, 134.62 FEET TO THE NORTH LINE OF EAST 89™ STREET
EXTENDED;

THENCE RUNNING WESTERLY ALONG'THE'NORTH LINE OF EAST 89TH STREET EXTENDED TO
A LINE EXTENDING S 07°17'53" E FROM A POINT OF INTERSECTION OF THE NORTH LINE OF
EAST 89TH STREET AND A POINT 52.77 FEET EAST OF THE EAST LINE OF SOUTH DUSABLE
LAKE SHORE BRIVE;

THENCE $.07°17'53"% 80.41 FEET TO A POINT OF CURVATURE;

THENCE SOUTHERLY 61.01 FEET ALONG A CURVE, HAVING A RADIUS OF 453.34 FEET AND A
CHORD BEARING S 11°09"12" E, 60.96 FEET TO A POINT OF COMPOUND CURVATURE;

THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY 69.65 FEET ALONG A CURVE, HAVING A RADIUS OF 478.90 FEET
AND A CHORD BEARING S 19°10'32" E, 69.59 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY;

THENCE S 23°20'31" E, 244.22 FEET TO A POINT OF CURVATURE;

" THENCE SOUTHERLY 166.98 FEET ALONG A CURVE, HAVING A RADIUS OF 440.60 FEET AND A
CHORD BEARING S 12°29'07" E, 165.98 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY;

THENCE'S 01°37°42" E, 537.58 FEET TO A POINT OF CURVATURE;

THENCE -SOUTHWESTERLY 198.38 FEET ALONG A CURVE, HAVING A RADIUS OF 376.60 FEET
AND A CHORD BEARING S 13°27°45" W, 196.10 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY:;,
THENCE S-28°33'12" W, 72.10 FEET,

THENCE S 18°14'53" W, 50.57 FEET,

THENCE N 59°48'00"E, 220.44 FEET;

THENCE S 30°11°59" E, 265.33 FEET;
Pg. 12
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THENCE S 59°48'00" W, 384.83 FEET;

THENCE N 30°11'59" W, 25.00 FEET;

THENCE S 66°01'45" W, 55.33 FEET;,

THENCE N 29°44'33" W, 476 FEET MORE OR LESS TO SOUTH DUSABLE LAKE SHORE DRIVE;

THENCE RUNNING NORTHEASTERLY AND NORTHERLY ALONG SOUTH DUSABLE LAKE SHORE
DRIVE TO EAST 89™ STREET;

THENCE WESTERLY ALONG EAST 89™ STREET TO SOUTH MACKINAW AVENUE;

THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SOUTH MACKINAW AVENUE TO EAST 87™ STREET;

THENCE RUNNING WESTERLY ALONG EAST 87™ STREET TO A LINE EXTENDING FROM.A POINT
IN THE CENTERLINE OF EAST 87™ STREET BEING 131.74 FEET WEST OF THE WEST LINE OF
SOUTH BURLEY AVE TO A POINT IN THE CENTERLINE OF SOUTH 86™ STREET EXTENDED
BEING 131.52 FEET WEST OF THE WEST LINE OF SOUTH BURLEY AVENUE;

THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID LINE A DISTANCE OF 160 FEET;

THENCE N 43°45'00" E, 18.39 FEET;

THENCE N 00°28'19" W, 21 4.0Q FEET,

THENCE N 46°31'18" W, 18.39 FEET;

THENCE N 00°27'19” W, 223.28 FEET TO EAST 86™ STREET EXTENDED;

THENCE RUNNING EASTERLY ALONG EAST 86™ STREET TO SOUTH GREEN BAY AVENUE;
THENCE RUNNING NORTHERLY ALONG SOUTH GREEN BAY AVENUE TO EAST 83RP STREET;
THENCE RUNNING WESTERLY ALONG EAST 83R° STREET TO SOUTH MACKINAW AVENUE;

THENCE RUNNING NORTHERLY ALONG SOUTH MACKINAW AVENUE TO A LINE 330 FEET
NORTHOF AND PARALLEL WITH THE CENTERLINE OF EAST 83R° STREET;

THENCE RUNNING WESTERLY ALONG A LINE 330 FEET NORTH OF AND PARALLEL WITH THE
CENTERLINE LINE OF EAST 83%° STREET TO SOUTH BRANDON AVENUE;

THENCE RUNNING NORTHERLY ALONG SOUTH BRANDON AVENUE TO SOUTH DUSABLE LAKE
SHORE DRIVE AND THE PLACE OF BEGINNING.
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Exhibit D:

Enterprise Zone 3
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EXHIBIT 2

BEGINNING AT THE INTERSECTION OF SOUTH DUSABLE LAKE SHORE DRIVE AND
SOUTH BRANDON AVENUE;

THENCE RUNNING SOUTHEAST ALONG SOUTH DUSABLE LAKE SHORE DRIVE TO THE
NORTH LINE OF EAST 815T STREET EXTENDED;

THENCE RUNNING EAST ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF EAST 815" STREET EXTENDED A
DISTANCE OF 1022.83 FEET,;

THENCE S 78°36'47” E, 505.63 FEET;
THENCE S 18°13'09” E, 233.22 FEET;
THENCE N 88“31'56” E, 110.81 FEET,;
THENCE S 75°54'23" E, 702.07 FEET;
THENCE S 06°15'26” E, 2227.25 FEET TO THE NORTH LINE OF THE NORTH SLIP;

THENCE RUNNING WEST ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF THE NORTH SLIP TO THE
NORTHWEST CORNER OF THE NORTH SLIP;

THENCE RUNNING SOUTH ALONG THE WEST LINE OF THE NORTH SLIP TO THE
SOUTHWEST CORNER OF THE NORTH SLIP;

THENCE RUNNING EAST ALONG THE SOUTH LINE OF THE NORTH SLIP-A DISTANCE OF
2418.05 FEET;

THENCE S 06°15'26" E, 708.26 FEET,;

THENCE S 88°65'23" E, 47.44 FEET,

THENCE S 00°49'53” E, 140.44 FEET,;

THENCE N 88°565'23" W, 34.05 FEET;

THENCE S 88°55'23" E, 34.05 FEET TO THE CENTERLINE OF EAST 87™ STREET;
THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY ALONG THE CENTERLINE OF EAST 87™ STREET TO A LINE
EXTENDING S 15°07°23" E FROM A POINT IN THE CENTERLINE OF EAST 87™ STREET
BEING 2513:84 FEET EAST OF THE CENTERLINE OF SOUTH DUSABLE LAKE SHORE
DRIVE A DISTANCE OF 1552.33 FEET,;

THENCE S 59°50'14" W, 309.94 FEET,



THENCE S.30°09'47” E, 150.00 FEET;

THENCE S 59°50°14” W, 2045.26 FEET TO THE EAST LINE OF THE SOUTH SLIP; THENCE
NORTHWESTERLY ALONG THE EAST LINE OF THE SOUTH SLIP TO A LINE EXTENDING N
63°25'07" W FROM A POINT OF INTERSECTION OF THE EXTENSION OF THE EASTERLY
LINE OF THE SOUTH SLIP AND A POINT 399.57 FEET EAST OF THE EAST LINE OF SOUTH
DUSABLE LAKE SHORE DRIVE;

THENCE N 63°25'07" W, 106.94 FEET TO A POINT OF CURVATURE;,

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY 135.06 FEET ALONG A CURVE, HAVING A RADIUS OF 486.00
FEET, AND A CHORD BEARING N 55°27'28" W, 134.62 FEET TO THE NORTH LINE OF EAST
89™ STREET EXTENDED,;

THENCE RUNNING WESTERLY ALONG THE NORTH LINE OF EAST 89TH STREET
EXTENDED TO A LINE EXTENDING S 07°17'53" E FROM A POINT OF INTERSECTION OF
THE NORTH LINE OF EAST 89TH STREET AND A POINT 52.77 FEET EAST OF THE EAST
LINE OF SOUTH DUSABLE LAKE SHORE DRIVE;

THENCE S 07°17'53", 80.41 FEET TO A POINT OF CURVATURE;

THENCE SOUTHERLY 61.01 FEET ALONG A CURVE, HAVING A RADIUS OF 453.34 FEET
AND A CHORD BEARING S 11°0912” E, 60.96 FEET TO A POINT OF COMPOQUND
CURVATURE;

-

THENCE SOUTHEASTERLY 69.65 FEET ALONG A CURVE, HAVING A RADIUS OF 478.90
FEET AND A CHORD BEARING S 19°10'32” E, 69.59 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY;

THENCE S 23°20'31" E, 244.22 FEET TO A POINT OF CURVATURE;

- THENCE SOUTHERLY 166.98 FEET ALONG A CURVE, HAVING A RADIUS OF 440.60 FEET
AND A CHORD BEARING S 12°29'07” E, 165.98 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY;

THENCE S 01°37'42" E, 537.58 FEET TO A POINT OF CURVATURE;
THENCE SOUTHWESTERLY 198.38 FEET ALONG A CURVE, HAVING A RADIUS OF 376.60
FEET AND A CHORD BEARING 8 13°27'45" W, 196,10 FEET TO A POINT OF TANGENCY;

THENCE S 28°33'12" W, 72.10 FEET;
THENCE S 18°14'563" W, 50.57 FEET,;

THENCE N 59°48'00" E, 220.44 FEET;



THENCE S 30°11'59" E, 265.33 FEET,
THENCE S 59°48'00" W, 384.83 FEET;
TI_-iENCE N 30°11'569" W, 25.00 FEET;
THENCE S 66°01'45” W, 55.33 FEET;

THENCE N 29°44'33" W, 476 FEET MORE OR LESS TO SOUTH DUSABLE LAKE SHORE
DRIVE;

THENCE RUNNING NORTHEASTERLY AND NORTHERLY ALONG SOUTH DUSABLE LAKE
SHORE DRIVE TO EAST 89™ STREET;

THENCE WESTERLY ALONG EAST 89™ STREET TO SOUTH MACKINAW AVENUE;
THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SOUTH ‘MACKINAW AVENUE TO EAST 87™ STREET;
THENCE RUNNING WESTERLY ALONG EAST 87™ STREET TO A LINE EXTENDING FROM
A POINT IN THE CENTERLINE OF EAST 87™ STREET BEING 131.74 FEET WEST OF THE
WEST LINE. OF SOUTH BURLEY AVE TO A POINT IN THE CENTERLINE OF SOUTH 86™
STREET EXTENDED BEING 131.52 FEET WEST OF THE WEST LINE. OF SOUTH BURLEY
AVENUE; -

THENCE NORTHERLY ALONG SAID LINE A DISTANCE OF 160 FEET;

THENCE N 43°45'00" E, 18.39 FEET;

THENCE N 00°28'19" W, 214.00 FEET,

THENCE N 46°31°'18” W, 18.39 FEET;

THENCE N 00°27°19" W, 223.28 FEET TO EAST 86™ STREET EXTENDED:;

THENCE RUNNING EASTERLY ALONG EAST 86™ STREET TO SOUTH GREEN BAY
AVENUE;

THENCE RUNNING NORTHERLY ALONG SOUTH GREEN BAY AVENUE TO EAST 183RD
STREET;. '

THENCE RUNNING WESTERLY ALONG EAST 83%° STREET TO SOUTH MACKINAW
AVENUE;

THENCE RUNNING NORTHERLY ALONG SOUTH MACKINAW AVENUE.TO A LINE 330 FEET
NORTH OF AND PARALLEL WITH THE CENTERLINE OF EAST 83R> STREET;



THENCE RUNNING WESTERLY ALONG A LINE 330 FEET NORTH OF AND PARALLEL WITH
THE CENTERLINE LINE OF EAST 83RP STREET TO SOUTH BRANDON AVENUE;

THENCE RUNNING NORTHERLY ALONG SOUTH BRANDON AVENUE TO SOUTH DUSABLE
LAKE SHORE DRIVE AND THE PLACE OF BEGINNING.



OFFICE OF THE MAYOR

CITY OF CHICAGO

BRANDON JOHNSON
MAYOR

October 9, 2024

TO THE HONORABLE, THE CITY COUNCIL
OF THE CITY OF CHICAGO

Ladies and Gentlemen:

At the request of the Commissioner of Planning and Development, I transmit herewith an
ordinance authorizing the designation of a specified area within the City for a Class 8 MICRO
property tax incentive.

Your favorable consideration of this ordinance will be appreciated.

Very truly yours,

-

gcov



GILBERT VILLEGAS COMMITTEE CHAIRMAN

CLONOMIC, CTAMITAL & TECHNOLOOY DIVELOFMENT

CITY COUNCIL COMMITTEE MEMOLRSHIFS
ZOMING, LAMDMALNS & DUILOING S TANDAHOS

CITY OF CHICAGO 7 " 0 i

-----------

COUNCIL CHAMBER

CATY HALL ~ 2ND FLOOR .
—— 2] NoRTH LASALLE STREECT HOUBING & RCAL E8YAYE
ALDERMAN, 38TH WaARD CHICAGO, ILLINGIG 60002 CaMMITTEDS B [RULER
6560 WeST FULLERTON AVENUE FINANCE

CONTVITACTING
LicENNE A C

UNiT # C15B -~ SUITE A
CHICAGO, ILLINCQIS 60707
WARD3GECITYOFCHICAGD. ORG

(773} 745-4636

October 29, 2024

To the President and Members of the City Council:

Your Committee on Economic, Capital, and Technology Development, for which a
meeting was held on October 29th, 2024, recommends passage of the following item:

02024-0013091 Support of Class 8 MICRO property tax incentive for former U.S.
Steel mill located in 7th and 10th Wards and amendment of

Municipal Code Chapters 2-8 and 2-45 to waive various fees for
Class 8 MICRO projects

Introduction Date: 10/22/24 Sponsor: Mayor Johnson

A recommendation of Do Pass was concurred in a voice vote of all committee members
present, with no dissenting votes.

Respectfully Submitted,

Gilbert Villegas, Chairman
Committee on Economic, Capital, and Technology Development
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