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City of Racine, Wisconsin 1 

Common Council 2 

AGENDA BRIEFING MEMORANDUM 3 

 4 

INTRO TO COUNCIL DATE:  June 17, 2025 5 

STANDING COMMITTEE DATE:  June 23, 2025 6 

FINAL ACTION COUNCIL DATE:  July 1, 2025 7 
_____________________________________________________________________________________ 8 

DEPARTMENT: City Attorney’s Office 9 

       Prepared By: Deputy City Attorney Marisa L. Roubik 10 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 11 

SUBJECT: Communication sponsored by Alder Land on behalf of the City Attorney’s Office submitting 12 
the claim of Albert Dunn for consideration for disallowance. 13 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 14 

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY: 15 

Albert Dunn, by and through his attorney, claims reimbursement in the amount of $68,000.00 for 16 
damages arising from a purported injury he incurred when he was allegedly struck by a City of Racine bus 17 
in the 1900 block of North Main Street in Racine on or about September 7, 2022.  The City denies that the 18 
Claimant was stuck by a City bus on the date in question.  As such, the City disputes the damages claimed 19 
and its liability therefor.  For these reasons, it is the recommendation of the City Attorney’s Office that this 20 
claim be disallowed. 21 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 22 

BACKGROUND & ANALYSIS: 23 

The Claimant, Albert Dunn, of 30 Coolidge Avenue, Racine, Wisconsin 53403, by and through his 24 
attorney, Gregory A. Pitts of Schoone, Leuck, Kelley, Pitts & Pitts, S.C., 6800 Washington Avenue, Post 25 
Office Box 085600, Racine, Wisconsin 53408, claims reimbursement in the amount of $68,000.00 for 26 
damages arising from a purported injury he incurred when he was allegedly struck by a City of Racine bus 27 
in the 1900 block of North Main Street in Racine on or about September 7, 2022. 28 

The City denies that the Claimant was stuck by a City bus on the date in question.  As such, the 29 
City disputes the damages claimed and its liability therefor. 30 



2 

For these reasons, it is the recommendation of the City Attorney’s Office that this claim be 31 
disallowed. 32 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 33 

BUDGETARY IMPACT: 34 

 Assuming the recommendation to disallow this claim is adopted, this item would have a $0.00 35 
impact on the City’s budget. 36 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 37 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 38 

That the disallowance of this claim be recommended for approval. 39 

_____________________________________________________________________________________ 40 


