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concluding that the oversight and involvement of the Kenosha Housing Authority
satisfied the lessee identity condition. The Kenosha Housing Authority does not
own or control the property in question and its relationship to the property cénnot
be characterized as pervasive.

Columbus Park contends that the langavage in Deutsches Land is only
applicable when an exempt organization leases its property to a for-profit entity
and that the limitation in the § 70.11 preamble would only apply if ﬂ:e tenants
were for-profit entities. See Colombus Park Brief at p. 24. Columbus Park claims
that if Deutsches Land and the preamble to § 70.11 are held applicable in a
situation like that here, to the tenants’ leases, then that will represent a dramatic
shift in the law and nursing homes and retirement homes will suddenly find
themselves without an exemption from general property taxes because the lessees
(tenants or residents) would not themselves be exempt under § 70.11(4), Stats.

This is clearly incorrect and not a cause for concern. These entities have
been expressly granted exemptions by the legislature and as the City of Kenosha
and the City of Milwaukee clearly explain in their briefs, there is no basis for such
a concern. The residents of these institutions are not lessees in the typical
landlord-fenant sense. See Kenosha Reply Brief at pp. 6-10; Milwaukee amicus
brief at p. 13.

THE COURT OF APPEALS ERRED WHEN IT CONCLUDED THAT THE
RENT USE CONDITION CAN BE MET BY LOOKING AT AN ENTITY’S

LEASEHOLD PROPERTY ON AN AGGREGATE RATHER THAN A
PROPERTY-BY-PROPERTY BASIS.



