ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY (EDA) AGENDA
DATE: AUGUST 15, 2022

Darek Vetsch, President
Christine Husom, Vice-President
Mark Daleiden
Mary Wetter
Michael Kaczmarek
Phil Kern
Josh Gehlen

TIME: 8:30 AM
MEETING LOCATION: County Board Room & Teams
AGENDA ITEMS
I.

Approve Previous Meeting Minutes
a. July 18, 2022

II.

Approve Claims

III.

Minnesota Manufacturing Month – October 2022
a. Declare October as Manufacturing Month
b. Tour of manufacturing facility

IV.

City/Township Update – City of Clearwater

V.

Government Center Redevelopment RFP
a. Schedule Steering Committee Review of Proposals

VI.

Tax Abatement Policy

VII.

Closed Session to Develop and Consider Offers and Counteroffers for the Sale of Real Property,
Minn. Stat. 13D.05 Subd. 3. PIDs: 103026002011, 103026001061, 103026002010, 103026001050,
103026001040, and 103026001010.

VIII.

Action items / agenda for next meeting
a. City/Township updates
b. Review Government Center Redevelopment Proposals

cc:

County Board
Lee Kelly
Clay Wilfahrt
Elizabeth Karels
Greg Kryzer
Heather Lemieux
Jolene Foss
David Kelly
Laureen Bodin
Stephen Grittman
Phil Kern
Josh Gehlen
Frank Petitta

Minutes:
POST

Administration

07-18-2022 ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY

MEETING MINUTES

Darek Vetsch, President
Christine Husom, Vice-President

ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
JULY 18, 2022

Mark Daleiden
Mary Wetter
Michael Kaczmarek marek

DATE APPROVED: [ ]

Phil Kern
Josh Gehlen

Members Present:

Darek Vetsch, Christine Husom, Mark Daleiden, Mary Wetter, Mike Kaczmarek, Phil Kern

Members Absent:

Josh Gehlen

Others Present:

Clay Wilfahrt, Elizabeth Karels, Andi Gayner, Heather Lemieux
(Remote): Lindsey Meyer

THESE MINUTES ARE IN DRAFT FORMAT AND REQUIRE APPROVAL BY THE EDA

Economic Development Authority (EDA) President Darek Vetsch called the meeting to order at 8:30 a.m.
I. Approve Previous Meeting Minutes
A. June 20, 2022 / June 29, 2022
EDA Member Christine Husom moved to approve the EDA minutes from Monday, June 20. The motion was seconded
by EDA Member Mark Daleiden. The motion carried 6-0, EDA Member Josh Gehlen being absent.
EDA Member Michael Kaczmarek moved to approve the EDA minutes from the Wednesday, June 29. The motion was
seconded by Daleiden. The motion carried 6-0.
Vetsch asked if there were any modifications to the Agenda. Project Administrator Elizabeth Karels requested Agenda
Item 9 be removed as there were no updates to share at that time.
Daleiden moved to approve the Agenda with the removal of Item 9. The motion was seconded by Husom. The motion
carried 6-0, Gehlen being absent.
*Item removed from the Agenda.
II. Approve Claims
Kaczmarek asked that the miscellaneous revenue be explained. Assistant Finance Director Heather Lemieux said the
$1,834 was money that came into the EDA checking account, but that she and her staff did not know where the funds had
come from. She explained that although they did not know where the money had come from it was addressed to the
EDA, and it was not common practice to turn away money. Lemieux said if the funds were able to be claimed she would
reassign the funds accordingly. Vetsch asked if it was a refund check. Lemieux confirmed that it was not.
Kaczmarek asked if more investigation needed to be done into the origination of the check. Lemieux said she had done
her due diligence but that there was no indication of where it had come from. She said it came via Automated Clearing
House (ACH) into the EDA account and had a description of “EDA Checking”.
Daleiden moved to approve the claims. The motion was seconded by Husom. The motion carried 6-0, Gehlen being
absent.
III. Reschedule September 19 Meeting
Vetsch said that there were a number of conflicts for the September meeting from the EDA board members. He asked the
board members if they had a preference of whether the meeting was cancelled or rescheduled for another date in
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September. Karels said the Request for Proposal (RFP) responses were due Monday, August 22 and ideally wanted the
responses to be discussed at the September EDA meeting if the Steering Committee was able to meet beforehand. Vetsch
agreed that this was something to be mindful of as cancelling a meeting could push that conversation off until late
October.
Vetsch suggested the Steering Committee meet sometime between Monday, August 22 and Friday, September 9.
Kaczmarek and Daleiden were available on Monday, September 12 for the EDA meeting. EDA Board Member Phil Kern
said he was unavailable on Monday, September 12 and Vetsch said he was unavailable as well. Kaczmarek asked if the
board could extend the deadline for the RFP application. Assistant County Administrator Clay Wilfahrt said if there were
not enough applicants the deadline could be extended, or a special meeting of the EDA could be scheduled. Vetsch
recommended cancelling the Monday, September 19 EDA meeting and prepare to schedule a special EDA meeting as
necessary.
Daleiden moved to cancel the Monday, September 19 EDA meeting. The motion was seconded by Kaczmarek. The
motion carried 6-0.
IV. Approve Letter of Support for the City of South Haven’s Border-to-Border Broadband Grant Application
Daleiden asked who the company doing the project would be. Karels said it was Hometown Fiber doing the design work
and assisting in the facilitation of the construction. Karels requested that the letter be updated and have Charter Spectrum
removed as the Internet Service Provider (ISP).
Husom moved to approve the Letter of Support for the City of South Haven’s Border-to-Border Broadband Grant
application with the elimination of references to Charter Spectrum. The motion was seconded by Kern. The motion
carried 6-0.
V. Government Center RFP Updates
Karels wanted the opportunity to discuss processes and see if the board wanted to make any amendments to the RFP.
Ehlers Inc. Vice President Bruce Kimmel had also received feedback from a developer, and Karels was waiting to
discuss this with him. Karels said the biggest frustration the community had was with the rendering. It was intended to be
a concept not an exact replica of what the space would be. She said individuals who saw the RFP were getting stuck on
the front-page rendering and not reading the rest of the proposal due to the confusion over the rendering. Karels
suggested posting a Frequently Asked Questions (FAQ) document on the Wright County EDA webpage to address
concerns and clarify the intention of the rendering.
Kaczmarek recommended sending a picture of what the space currently looked like in order to allow individuals to create
their own ideas for what it could be. Vetsch pointed out that there were no issues with the language of the proposal, only
issues with the rendering. Daleiden suggested putting the word “Concept” across the artwork similar to the watermark
across draft documents. Karels pointed out that there was a note on the RFP that indicated it was a conceptual drawing.
Husom thought development companies could recognize the idea behind the rendering, but that it was more difficult for
the general public to recognize at first look. Kern agreed with Daleiden that having verbiage that indicated it was a
conceptual drawing would help clarify.
Vetsch thought that would be helpful for contractors because then they can hear the public opinions before the start of a
project. Kern reminded the board members that the board was the seller, and the City of Buffalo was the buyer and
should be steering the ideas for how it would be used. If a concept did not meet Buffalo’s land use, the board would lose
its buyer. Karels said she would have Communications Specialist John Holler repost the RFP and address any questions
or concerns, clarifying that the drawing was a concept. There was agreement among the board members for this plan of
action.
RECOMMENDATION: To have Communications Specialist John Holler repost the RFP with a “Concept”
watermark across the rendering and publish an FAQ to address any questions or concerns that had arisen from the
publication of the RFP.
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VI. 2023 Budget
Karels talked about the Board Action Request that had been sent out with the agenda as she thought it outlined well the
notes and assumptions from the prior year. She said that this would be the first time there was an official budget done for
the EDA and that the document she sent out was not a draft but rather a starting point for discussion on how to structure
the 2023 budget for the EDA.
Vetsch did not know if there would be any funding requests for 2023 as construction was set to begin in 2024. Lemieux
said that the $25,000 from the General Fund was to fund expenses. Karels said that even if the EDA did not spend the
$2.5 million, the board would still want to earmark this amount. She added that if the board needed to bring in
consultants or vendors, $25,000 may not be enough to cover the work. Karels said she did not know if the $1.25 million
from the sale of the Health and Human Services (HHS) Center would stay in the EDA account. Kaczmarek asked what
would be left in the account after professional services were be paid from the $25,000. Karels said that the estimate for
2023 was $119,500, which exceeded the designated $100,000. She said if the board moved the $25,000, it would leave it
around $6,000. Vetsch asked if there would ever need to be legal services that would need to be paid associated with the
RFPs or the Government Center. Karels expected to work with Rupp, Anderson, Squires, Waldspurger & Mace, P.A. to
create the purchase agreement. Lemieux clarified that this was just a ballpark amount for the EDA.
Vetsch recommended transferring $35,000 to be sure there was enough to cover these expenses. Daleiden recommended
transferring $50,000 as he thought that amount would cover the EDA comfortably and added any unused funds could be
transferred back into the General Fund. Kaczmarek asked if the $50,000 would come out of the $2.5 million designated
for loans. Lemieux thought the $50,000 would come out of the General Fund but added that this was a discussion the
board needed to have amongst itself. Vetsch thought a number of the expenses would be one-time expenses and there
would be a return on investments seen.
Kaczmarek said he had thought the applicants applying for the RLF would use the funds closer to 2023 than 2024.
Vetsch clarified that the applicants would be applying in 2022, but the projects would be starting the bulk of the work
and fiscal draw in 2024. Lemieux clarified that none of the $2.5 million had been transferred, that transfer needed to be
recommended by the EDA and then subsequently go before the County Board for approval. Vetsch wanted to amend the
proposed draft to increase the 2023 request to $50,000.
Daleiden moved to approve the 2023 Draft EDA Budget with the 2023 requests to be increased to $50,000. The motion
was seconded by Husom.
Kaczmarek said he would rather see the $50,000 come out of the $2.5 million designated in the 2021-2022 Remaining
Forecast rather than the General Fund. Husom said she appreciated the separation from the $2.5 million because that had
been earmarked already for other considerations. Kaczmarek thought the additional $50,000 would just add to the
county’s debt and have nothing to show for it. Vetsch noted that there was a cost to selling and the return would take
some time to see. Lemieux said the funds would not transfer until 2023 and by then the General Fund would in theory
increase. Vetsch noted that with the sale of the HHS building, there would be an increase in funds coming into the
county. Vetsch said he was okay with the $50,000 coming out of the $2.5 million. Daleiden pointed out that there was no
guarantee the $50,000 would be spent, however it would be nice for the EDA to have available if it was needed in the
future.
Daleiden changed his motion to indicate that the $50,000 would be taken out of the $2.5 million designated in the 20212022 Remaining Forecast coming out of the General Fund. Husom seconded the motion. The motion carried 6-0.
RECOMMENDATION: To have staff update the 2023 Draft EDA Budget to increase the 2023 Requests allocation to
$50,000 and indicate that this amount will come out of the $2.5 million in the 2021-2022 Remaining Forecast
allocation.
VII. Tax Abatement Policy
Wilfahrt said he had reviewed a number of tax abatement policies from other communities and had taken what the board
has said it would like to see. The majority of the information in the policy was what was statutorily required but added in
language about scoring criteria. He explained that the idea behind the scoring criteria would allow tax abatement to have
a larger impact on items that would create jobs and help create a larger ratio of public to private investment. The goal
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was to create an economic benefit to the whole community and not just beneficial to the investor and property owner. He
wanted to have an open discussion regarding this policy and be available to answer any questions.
Vetsch wanted to make sure any municipality would be the primary abatement and not the county. He wanted it to be a
requirement of applicants to be a primary abatement. Kern suggested making it a mandatory requirement that the other
taxing jurisdictions participate in order to be considered. Wilfahrt said that there was language in the new policy to allude
to requirement but said he would change the language to Kern’s recommendation of making the participation mandatory.
Husom noted that a county could abate a proposal that a city or school district did not abate. Kern asked how Wilfahrt
saw the points system working and weighing into a rolling application system. Wilfahrt thought it would be helpful to
bring in an application and scoring sheet so the EDA board members could see how it worked. Wilfahrt said the points
system would be a distinguishing matter of whether an applicant would move on to the next portion of the application
process rather than specifically distinguishing between other applicants. Vetsch said the points system was a definitive
way to score rather than leaving it up for subjective opinion. Husom thought the scoring was an objective way to look at
applicants. Kern warned that this points system made sense in theory but had tendencies to favor bigger industries. He
noted that the EDA was trying to assist smaller businesses that would not have been typically considered. Vetsch
suggested a percentage of growth rather than hard numbers as a scoring system for applicants. Kern pointed out that the
objective measures were good, but there needed to be a way to subjectively measure applicants too.
Vetsch said a lot of applicants for the abatement would not typically qualify for Tax Increment Financing (TIF). He said
the county would not typically abate a grocery store, but if it was in an area considered a food desert the county would
consider this for an abatement. Wilfahrt clarified that the board was looking for an application, a scoring system,
thresholds of scoring, and how projects will be evaluated. Vetsch confirmed this and was looking for the train of thought
behind the considerations. Kern gave a few examples of businesses that would not qualify for TIFs but could potentially
be considered for abatements. Wilfahrt said he would include specific examples in the information he brought back to the
EDA board to show how specific situations could be scored. Kern recommended sending this document out to cities and
townships to receive and consider their feedback. Vetsch agreed that getting feedback would be helpful.
RECOMMENDATION: To have staff produce an application, scoring system, and thresholds of scoring for how
abatement projects will be evaluated. To have staff bring specific examples of situations that would qualify for
abatement and how those circumstances would be scored. To have staff send these documents out to the cities and
townships for feedback.
VIII. Human Services Center Update
Karels said the due diligence period was at that point still ongoing and there were no updates. The start of the 60-day
closing period would be Sunday, September 4. Karels said if she learned more before the next meeting, she would bring
it back before the board.
* IX. Closed Session to Develop and Consider Offers and Counteroffers for the Sale of Real Property, Minn.
Stat. 13D.05 Subd. 3. PIDs: 103026002011, 103026001061, 103026002010, 103026001050, 103026001040, and
103026001010.
X. Action items / agenda for next meeting – August 15, 2022
A. City/Township updates
Vetsch noted that if there was no comment from cities or townships in regard to the Tax Abatement Policy by the August
meeting, it could be held off until the October Meeting.
Meeting adjourned Wednesday, July 18 at 9:18 a.m.
Economic Development Authority Minutes submitted by Laine Stephan, Office Manager.
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Authorization to ratify the attached claims in the amount of $195.58 that was paid according to the County's
Financial Policy Manual.
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Elizabeth Karels

%RDUG$FWLRQ5HTXHVWHG

Adopt a resolution proclaiming October 2022 as Manfacturing Month.

%DFNJURXQG-XVWLILFDWLRQ

October 2022 is Manufacturing Month.

EDA RESOLUTION #22-02
WRIGHT COUNTY
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
DATE ADOPTED:

Darek Vetsch, President
Christine Husom, Vice-President
Mark Daleiden
Mary Wetter
Michael Kaczmarek
Phil Kern
Josh Gehlen

EDA RESOLUTION #22-02
Page 1 of 2

Add Page

WHEREAS, Manufacturing is a dynamic and robust industry, crucial to the health and strength of
Minnesota’s diverse economy; and
WHEREAS, Manufacturing added $50.8 billion to Minnesota’s economy in 2020, representing the second
largest contribution (14%) to the state’s gross domestic product by any industry; and
WHEREAS, Workers took home $21.9 billion in wages from Minnesota manufacturing jobs in 2020, the
second-largest total payroll among private sector industries; and
WHEREAS, Manufactured exports brought $19 billion into the Minnesota economy in 2020; and
WHEREAS, Manufacturing in Minnesota pays an average annual wage of $70,860, which is 10% higher than
the state's overall average wage; and
WHEREAS, Manufacturing provides over 309,000 highly skilled, well-paying jobs, which significantly
contribute to Minnesota’s high standard of living and economic vitality.

Motion by
Commissioner

Seconded by
Commissioner
YES

Roll Call Vote:

ABSENT

NO

ABSTAIN

VETSCH
HUSOM
DALEIDEN
WETTER
KACZMAREK
GEHLEN
KERN
STATE OF MINNESOTA)
ss.
County of Wright

)

Witness my hand and official seal at Buffalo, Minnesota, this

Lee Kelly, Executive Director

EDA RESOLUTION #22-02
WRIGHT COUNTY
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT AUTHORITY
DATE ADOPTED:

Darek Vetsch, President
Christine Husom, Vice-President
Mark Daleiden
Mary Wetter
Michael Kaczmarek
Phil Kern
Josh Gehlen

EDA RESOLUTION #22-02
Page 2 of 2

Delete Page

Add Page

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Wright County EDA does hereby proclaim the month
of October 2022 as Manufacturing Month.
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Elizabeth Karels

%RDUG$FWLRQ5HTXHVWHG

Allow staff to coordinate tour of manufacturing facility in October 2022. Staff will post a notice of the tour date
if a majority of the EDA board will be in attendance.

%DFNJURXQG-XVWLILFDWLRQ

October 2022 is Manufacturer Month. The EDA board has previously expressed interest in touring a local
manufacturing facility in October.

5(48(67)25%2$5'$&7,21
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Elizabeth Karels

%RDUG$FWLRQ5HTXHVWHG

Allow staff to schedule Government Center Steering Committee meeting to review and score Government Center
redevelopment proposals.

%DFNJURXQG-XVWLILFDWLRQ

Government Center Redevelopment proposals are due August 22. Staff will review proposals to ensure they are
responsive. Responsive proposals will be reviewed by the Government Center Steering Committee with
recommendations for next steps coming to the full EDA.

5(48(67)25%2$5'$&7,21
%RDUG0HHWLQJ'DWH 08/15/2022
5HTXHVWHU V1DPH

Clay Wilfahrt

%RDUG$FWLRQ5HTXHVWHG

Approve Tax Abatement Policy.

%DFNJURXQG-XVWLILFDWLRQ

Staff was directed to develop a tax abatement policy for consideration.

TAX ABATEMENT POLICY

BACKGROUND
The Wright County Economic Development Authority (EDA) is committed to encouraging
economic growth as a cornerstone of a strong community and will partner with local jurisdictions
to help them achieve economic success. The EDA will also promote flourishing industries,
entrepreneurial success, high local employment levels, and income opportunities. With a targeted
and quantified approach that follows state laws, the EDA aims to use tax abatement as a tool to
shepherd economic growth.
AUTHORIZATION AND STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS
Duration
Under state law, the EDA may grant tax abatements with a duration of 15 years with the
exception of projects eligible for 20-year abatements pursuant to Minnesota Statutes Section
469.1813, subs. 6(b) and 6b. The duration of the tax abatement shall be the minimum amount
necessary to meet the financial goals of the project.
Limits on amount of abatement
In any year, the total amount of property taxes abated may not exceed ten percent of the net tax
capacity of Wright County for the taxes payable year to which the abatement applies, or
$200,000, whichever is greater. The limit under this subdivision does not apply to:
•

an uncollected abatement from a prior year that is added to the abatement levy; or

•

a taxpayer whose real and personal property is subject to valuation under Minnesota
Rules, chapter 8100

The EDA may limit the amount of the abatement provided to:
•

to a specific dollar amount per year or in total;

•

to the increase in property taxes resulting from improvement of the property;

•

to the increases in property taxes resulting from increases in the market value or tax
capacity of the property;

•

in any other manner the governing body of the subdivision determines is appropriate; or

•

to the interest and penalty that would otherwise be due on taxes that are deferred.

•

The EDA may not abate tax attributable to the areawide tax under chapter 276A or 473F,
except as provided in this subdivision.

Updated July 19, 2022
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TAX ABATEMENT POLICY

Public Interest
The EDA finds that the property tax abatement is in the public interest because it will accomplish
one or more of the following objectives:
•

increase or preserve tax base;

•

provide employment opportunities in the political subdivision;

•

provide or help acquire or construct public facilities;

•

help redevelop or renew blighted areas;

•

help provide access to services for residents of the political subdivision;

•

finance or provide public infrastructure;

•

phase in a property tax increase on the parcel resulting from an increase of 50 percent or
more in one year on the estimated market value of the parcel, other than increase
attributable to improvement of the parcel; or

•

stabilize the tax base through equalization of property tax revenues for a specified period
of time with respect to a taxpayer whose real and personal property is subject to valuation
under Minnesota Rules, chapter 8100.

Other Requirements
• The County will not issue bonds to provide up-front abatement. Abatement will only be
provided on a pay-as-you-go basis.
•

Requests for abatement must be made in advance of any improvements being made to the
property.

ELIGIBLE RECIPIENTS
Eligible recipients must be in a city or township that has opted into the EDA. Under state law,
county EDAs may operate only in cities and townships that have adopted resolutions electing to
participate in the EDA. A list of current participants is available online: Cities and Townships
Participating in Wright County EDA.

Updated July 19, 2022
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TAX ABATEMENT POLICY

SCORING CRITERIA
The EDA will consider using tax abatement to achieve one or more of the following objectives.
•

Creation of jobs and the wage level of those jobs

•

Economic impact of development

•

To create additional unsubsidized private investment in Wright County

•

To facilitate site development that would not occur without a business subsidy

•

To redevelop blighted sites or to aid in the costs of redevelopment above the costs normally
incurred in development (e.g. contaminated site clean-up)

•

To achieve another policy goal of the County
Criteria
Creation of jobs and wage level of jobs
Creation of additional unsubsidized investment
Ratio of public to private investment
Costs of redevelopment of blighted property above and beyond costs
normally incurred in development
Property tax impact
Addition of infrastructure of value to areas outside of project area
Maximum Points

1.
2.
3.
4.
5.
6.

Max Points
30 Points
10 points
25 points
10 points
20 Points
5 points
100 points

Additional Considerations
The EDA will also consider the following factors when determining whether to grant the
abatement.
•

Whether or not the proposed project maximizes the use of the proposed site.

•

The impact that the proposed project will have on infrastructure including pollution
control, roads and traffic management, as well as government services such as law
enforcement, human services, etc.

•

The impact that the project will have on natural resources.

•

The County will only consider application also receiving support from the City or
Township in which the business is located.
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TAX ABATEMENT POLICY

APPLICATION AND REVIEW PROCESS
Applications are available on the Wright County EDA’s website. Applications are received on
an ongoing basis.
Applications will be received and reviewed by Wright County staff. A staff team of at least three
members will score each application and develop a recommendation for the Wright County
EDA. Recommendations will be presented at EDA board meetings, and the EDA board will
vote whether to recommend each application. Recommended applications will move forward for
a public hearing and consideration by the County Board.
Nothing in this policy shall require the EDA to provide abatement to for a project that is eligible
under this program. Each application will be reviewed on a case-by-case basis.
SUBSIDY AGREEMENT
All tax abatement projects will be required to enter into a business subsidy agreement with the
County. Subsidy agreement will lay out the responsibilities of the abatement recipient.
Abatement recipients shall comply with annual reporting requirements stipulated in Minnesota
Statute 116J.993-116J.995.

Updated July 19, 2022
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TAX ABATEMENT POLICY

Tax Abatement Finance Application
Business Information
Legal name of Business:____________________________________
Address_______________________________________________
City:____________

State:____________

Phone Number:___________________

Zip:_____________
Email:___________________

Project Information
Land Use:

__Industrial

__Retail

__Housing

__Other

Is this a redevelopment project of a blighted area?
Yes__ No__

What is the address of the proposed project?
____________________________________________________________________________

Has the municipality that this projected is located in agreed to provide Tax Abatement?
__Yes __No

When are the anticipated dates of commencement and completion of construction?
Commencement: _________________________
Completion: ___________________
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Is a site plan attached to this application that includes a floor plan and square footage of
the project?
__Yes __No

How much Tax Abatement is being requested?
City:

Annual $___________

Total $__________

County: Annual $__________

Total $__________

School: Annual $__________

Total $__________

Please list any other incentives or contributions that are expected from any other
government entity.
_____________________________________________________________________
_____________________________________________________________________
Which of the following does the project accomplish?
__

increase or preserve tax base;

__

provide employment opportunities in the political subdivision;

__

provide or help acquire or construct public facilities;

__

help redevelop or renew blighted areas;

__

help provide access to services for residents of the political subdivision;

__

finance or provide public infrastructure;

__

phase in a property tax increase on the parcel resulting from an increase of 50 percent or
more in one year on the estimated market value of the parcel, other than increase
attributable to improvement of the parcel; or

__

stabilize the tax base through equalization of property tax revenues for a specified period
of time with respect to a taxpayer whose real and personal property is subject to valuation
under Minnesota Rules, chapter 8100.
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Attachments to include:
__

Schedule of jobs created and wages for each job

__

Site plan to include floor plan

__

Financial statements for the past three years to include profit and loss and balance
statements

__

Sources and uses of funds as well as projections for the next two years of the project

__

Personal financial statements for all major owners of the business

__

Letter of commitment from lending sources to include amount to be borrowed and terms
of the loan
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Tax Abatement Scoring Worksheet
1. Job Creation
Jobs created per $10,000 in county abatement
.5-1 job created

6 points

1-1.5 jobs created

12 points

1.5-2 jobs created

18 points

2-2.5 jobs created

24 points

2.5+ jobs created

30 points

Points Awarded ________

2. Private to public investment – what amount of private money will be invested
directly into this development vs. the amount of public money invested.
Points Awarded _________
5:1
6:1
7:1
8:1
9:1

5 points
10 points
15 points
20 points
25 points

3. Creation of unsubsidized investment – Can this project reasonably be expected to
spur additional development that will create additional taxable market value?

Yes___
No___
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4. Blighted property remediation – How much money is spent remediating blight on
the property to prepare it for development
Points Awarded _________
Up to $100,000
$100,000-500,000
$500,000-1million
$1million+

2.5 points
5 points
7.5 points
10 points

5. What percent of the maximum abatement is being requested?
0-25%

20 points

26-50%

15 points

51-75%

10 points

76%+

5 points

6. Infrastructure development – The project will create infrastructure that will benefit
a larger portion of the community than just the proposed development
Points Awarded _________
Yes_____

5 points

No_____

0 points

Scoring Thresholds – in order to be considered for abatement the project must score
at least “Low”
75%+

75+ points

High

50%-75%

50-75 points

Medium

25%-50%

25-50 points

Low
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