
By Supervisor Broderick Journal, 1 

 File No. 11- 2 

A RESOLUTION 3 

Authorizing the Chief Judge of Milwaukee County to collaborate with the 4 

University of Wisconsin – Milwaukee to develop Shakespeare in the Courts as a 5 

pilot alternative to incarceration option for sentencing of juvenile offenders.     6 

WHEREAS, the city of Pittsfield, MA implemented a Shakespeare in the 7 

Courts program in 2001 where youth offenders aged 13-17 are sentenced en lieu 8 

of incarceration or other programming for offenses such as assault, battery, 9 

breaking and entering, truancy and chronic school offenses; and 10 

WHEREAS, in the Pittsfield, MA program adjudicated juvenile offenders 11 

work with Shakespeare & Company artists and participate in classes, rehearsals, 12 

and performances of scenes from Shakespeare's plays; and 13 

WHEREAS, because of the structural, yet collegial environment of theater 14 

productions, participating youth learn to break down social barriers, increase their 15 

self-esteem and confidence, learn to meet individual and team responsibilities, 16 

and work collaboratively with diverse groups toward a positive outcome; and 17 

WHEREAS, the Theatre Department at the Peck School of the Arts at the 18 

University of Wisconsin – Milwaukee, as the recipient of the assets of the 19 

dissolved Milwaukee Shakespeare Company, is uniquely positioned to implement 20 

Shakespeare productions; and 21 

WHEREAS, the Milwaukee County Delinquency and Court Services 22 

Division of the Department of Health and Human Services (DCSD) is charged 23 

$284 per day - $103,660 annualized – by the State for each youth sentenced to 24 

incarceration at Wisconsin’s secure juvenile detention center; and  25 

WHEREAS, Shakespeare in the Courts would be an additional option for 26 

judges at the Vel Phillips Juvenile Justice Center to complement existing programs 27 

and services designed to help youth offenders rehabilitate rather than being 28 

incarcerated; and 29 

WHEREAS, due to unavoidable delays in implementing Universal 30 

Screening until late in 2011, some of the funding allocated for that pilot project is 31 

available for reallocation prior to year end to help launch the Shakespeare in the 32 

Courts program, with the understanding that the Chief Judge and/or DCSD will 33 

pursue grant funding ; now, therefore, 34 

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Chief Judge of Milwaukee County is authorized 35 

to collaborate with the Theatre Program at the Peck School of the Arts at the 36 
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University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee to develop a Shakespeare in the Courts pilot 37 

program as a sentencing alternative for youth offenders; and 38 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Chief Judge is authorized to 39 

encumber up to $65,000 of the unexpended 2011 allocation for Universal 40 

Screening for the pilot program; and 41 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Chief Judge and the Director, 42 

Department of Health and Human Services are authorized to apply for grants for 43 

the future underwriting of Shakespeare in the Courts programming. 44 

 45 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: November 17, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: A RESOLUTION 
Authorizing the Chief Judge of Milwaukee County to collaborate with the University of Wisconsin 
– Milwaukee to develop Shakespeare in the Courts as a pilot alternative to incarceration option 
for sentencing of juvenile offenders. 
  
  
 
FISCAL EFFECT: 
 

 No Direct County Fiscal Impact  Increase Capital Expenditures 
   
  Existing Staff Time Required 
   Decrease Capital Expenditures 

 Increase Operating Expenditures 
 (If checked, check one of two boxes below)  Increase Capital Revenues  
 
  Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget  Decrease Capital Revenues 
 
  Not Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget  
  

 Decrease Operating Expenditures  Use of contingent funds 
 

 Increase Operating Revenues 
 

 Decrease Operating Revenues 
 
Indicate below the dollar change from budget for any submission that is projected to result in 
increased/decreased expenditures or revenues in the current year. 
 
 
 Expenditure or 

Revenue Category 
Current Year Subsequent Year 

Operating Budget Expenditure  0  0 

Revenue  0   0 

Net Cost  0   0 

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

Expenditure               

Revenue               

Net Cost               
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DESCRIPTION OF FISCAL EFFECT  
 
In the space below, you must provide the following information.  Attach additional pages if 
necessary. 
 
A. Briefly describe the nature of the action that is being requested or proposed, and the new or 

changed conditions that would occur if the request or proposal were adopted. 
B. State the direct costs, savings or anticipated revenues associated with the requested or 

proposed action in the current budget year and how those were calculated. 1  If annualized or 
subsequent year fiscal impacts are substantially different from current year impacts, then 
those shall be stated as well. In addition, cite any one-time costs associated with the action, 
the source of any new or additional revenues (e.g. State, Federal, user fee or private 
donation), the use of contingent funds, and/or the use of budgeted appropriations due to 
surpluses or change in purpose required to fund the requested action.   

C. Discuss the budgetary impacts associated with the proposed action in the current year.  A 
statement that sufficient funds are budgeted should be justified with information regarding the 
amount of budgeted appropriations in the relevant account and whether that amount is 
sufficient to offset the cost of the requested action.  If relevant, discussion of budgetary 
impacts in subsequent years also shall be discussed.  Subsequent year fiscal impacts shall be 
noted for the entire period in which the requested or proposed action would be implemented 
when it is reasonable to do so (i.e. a five-year lease agreement shall specify the costs/savings 
for each of the five years in question).  Otherwise, impacts associated with the existing and 
subsequent budget years should be cited.  

D. Describe any assumptions or interpretations that were utilized to provide the information on 
this form.   

 
 
Adoption of this resolution will re-allocate up to $65,000 of the $250,000 of 2011 property tax levy 
funding allocated for universal screening to a new pilot program called Shakespeare in the 
Courts.  Courts staff has indicated that, due to unexpected and unavoidable delays in 
implementing universal screening in 2011, the full 2011 allocation for universal screening will not 
be expended prior to the end of the year.  Following the recommended reallocation, staff expects 
to have sufficient funding remaining for 2011 universal screening activities.  If the resolution is not 
adopted, the balance of the unexpended funds will lapse to the bottom-line and will be used to 
reduce the overall 2011 deficit in the Combined Court Related Operations. 
 
This resolution will not increase 2011 or 2012 property tax levy. 
  
 
 
 
 
 
 
Department/Prepared By  County Board/Ceschin  
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  

                                                 
1 If it is assumed that there is no fiscal impact associated with the requested action, then an explanatory statement that justifies that 

conclusion shall be provided.  If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.   
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File No. -                     

(Journal,            2011) 

 

From the Chief Judge requesting authorization to create a trust fund for the 

Milwaukee County Drug Treatment Court, and to have such funds separately 

banked from the County Treasurer, by recommending adoption of the 

following:  

 

A RESOLUTION 

 

 WHEREAS, the Chief Judge has requested approval to create a trust fund 

to be utilized for the receipt and disbursement of funds associated with the 

Milwaukee County Drug Treatment Court ; and 

 

 WHEREAS, establishment of a Trust Fund requires approval of the County 

Board per Resolution File No. 86-779 (a)(a); and 

 

 WHEREAS, the Wisconsin Attorney General has distributed $25,000 to 

the Milwaukee County Drug Treatment Court to be used to support the 

services and activities of the Drug Treatment Court; and  

 

 WHEREAS the County Board previously granted authority to the Chief 

Judge to receive and disburse these funds; and  

 

 WHEREAS, it is estimated time that the fund would be active for two 

years; and  

 

 WHEREAS, Chapter 15.18 of the County’s General Ordinances governing 

departmental bank accounts must be revised to authorize the Chief Judge to 

establish the required accounts and to disburse funds from these accounts; 

now, therefore, 

 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors 

authorizes the Director, Department of Administrative Services, to create a 

trust fund for the purposes of receiving and disbursing revenues received 

from the State for purposes of supporting the services and activities of  the 

Drug Treatment Court; and 

 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the disbursal of such funds is subject alone 

to the rules of a cash disbursement procedure prepared by the Courts and 

provided to the Director, Department of Administrative Services, and  

 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Milwaukee County Board of 

Supervisors does hereby adopt the following ordinance: 
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AN ORDINANCE 

 To amend Section 15.18 of the General Ordinances of Milwaukee 

County relating to disbursement by other than the County Treasurer of other 

than department imprest funds. 

 

 The County Board of Supervisors of the County of Milwaukee does 

ordain as follows: 

 

 Section 1.  Section 15.18 of the General Ordinances of Milwaukee 

County is amended by adding the following: 

 

 Department and Account  Checks Signed By 

 

(16) Courts – Drug Treatment Court        Chief Judge of Milwaukee County 

Courts 

 

 SECTION 2: This ordinance shall become effective upon passage and 

publication. 
 

FISCAL NOTE:  An amount of $25,000 was received by the courts to be used 

for the Drug Treatment Court. The Chief Judge is requesting 

approval to create a trust fund to be utilized for the receipt 

and disbursement of funds associated with this amount 

received from the Wisconsin Department of Justice.  
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-1- 

   File No.  1 

   (Journal,   2011) 2 

 
(ITEM  )  From the Sheriff requesting to grant an extension to Aramark Correctional 3 

Services, Inc. for Food Service provision at the County Correctional Facilities 4 

from January 1, 2012 to December 31, 2012:     5 

 
A RESOLUTION 6 

 
WHEREAS, the CCFS, formerly the HOC, began contracting for food services in 2003 7 

with Aramark Correctional Services, Inc. with an initial five-year contract that was completed on 8 

December 31, 2008; and  9 

 10 

WHEREAS, in the fall of 2008, the CCFS issued an RFP for food service provision 11 

and Aramark was selected as the provider; and  12 

 13 

WHEREAS, in December of 2008, County Board File No. 08-428 was approved which 14 

granted the CCFS the authority to enter into a contract with Aramark Correctional Services, Inc. 15 

for food service provision at the County Correctional Facilities; and  16 

 17 

WHEREAS, the term of the contract approved by County Board File No. 08-428 was 18 

from January 1, 2009 until December 31, 2010 with an additional three one-year extensions 19 

subject to the approval of the County Board’s Judiciary Committee; and  20 

 21 

WHEREAS, the total term of the contract is not to exceed a total of five years; and    22 

 23 

WHEREAS, this amendment to the contract is for January 1, 2012 to December 31, 24 

2012; now, therefore,    25 

 26 

BE IT RESOLVED, the Sheriff is hereby authorized to execute an extension to the 27 

Contract with Aramark Correctional Services, Inc. for Food Services provision at the Office of 28 

the Sheriff.  29 

 30 

FISCAL NOTE 31 

 32 

The 2012 Adopted Budget for the Office of the Sheriff includes funding of $3,434,449 for 33 

food service provision which will be sufficient for the contract costs for 2012.    34 

 35 

 36 
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-1- 

   File No.  1 

   (Journal,   2011) 2 

 
(ITEM  )  From the Sheriff requesting to apply for and accept, if awarded, Homeland Security 3 

grants that may be made available to Milwaukee County in 2012:     4 

 
A RESOLUTION 5 

 
WHEREAS, under Chapter 99 of the County Ordinances and Wisconsin State Statute 6 

323, County Emergency Management has certain responsibilities in the preparation, mitigation, 7 

response, and recovery of emergency situations; and  8 

 9 

WHEREAS, the state annually offers opportunities for counties to apply for federal 10 

and state homeland security grant dollars to assist with meeting these responsibilities; and  11 

 12 

WHEREAS, there is no local match to the funding and therefore no tax levy impact; 13 

and  14 

 15 

WHEREAS, upon receipt of grant funds, an appropriation transfer request will be 16 

prepared to recognize the grant revenue and establish expenditure authority and will be 17 

submitted to the Committee on Finance and Audit for review; now, therefore,    18 

 19 

BE IT RESOLVED, the Sheriff is hereby authorized to apply for and accept, if 20 

awarded, homeland security grant funding from the State of Wisconsin Office of Justice 21 

Assistance during 2012.     22 

 23 

FISCAL NOTE 24 

 25 

Upon receipt of grant funds, an appropriation transfer request will be prepared to recognize the 26 

grant revenue and establish expenditure authority and will be submitted to the Committee on 27 

Finance and Audit for review.  There is no local match to the funding and therefore no tax levy 28 

impact.   29 

 30 
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   File No.  1 

   (Journal,   2011) 2 

 
(ITEM  )  From the Sheriff requesting to Execute Contracts for Dialysis and Dental 3 

Services at the County Correctional Facilities for the Office of the Sheriff:     4 

 
A RESOLUTION 5 

 
WHEREAS, the 2012 Requested Budget for the Office of the Sheriff included a 6 

provision for outsourcing the Inmate Medical and Mental Health Programs and the 2012 7 

Adopted Budget calls for the review of the program with the potential for transfer of the Inmate 8 

Medical and Mental Health Programs to the Behavioral Health Division effective July 1, 2012; 9 

and    10 

 11 

WHEREAS, the state annually offers opportunities for counties to apply for federal 12 

and state homeland security grant dollars to assist with meeting these responsibilities; and  13 

 14 

WHEREAS, due to the intended plan of the Office of the Sheriff to contract with an 15 

outside entity for the provision of these services, there are two contracts for medical services that 16 

are expiring at the end of 2011 which would have been put out for RFP if the outsourcing proposal 17 

had not been pursued; and  18 

 19 

WHEREAS, the following contracts are in need of approval to be extended on a month-20 

to-month basis to ensure that the services continue to be offered while the work group is analyzing 21 

the best method in which to provide inmate medical and mental health services at the County 22 

Correctional Facilities:  Dialysis services with Frensenius at a 2012 cost of $50,000 and Dental 23 

Services with One Call Dental at a cost of $330,000; now, therefore,    24 

 25 

BE IT RESOLVED, the Sheriff is hereby authorized to Execute Contracts for Dialysis 26 

and Dental Services at the County Correctional Facilities for the Office of the Sheriff.     27 

 28 

FISCAL NOTE 29 

 30 

The estimated annual cost of the contracts is $380,000 and will be paid for by existing 31 

resources within the Office of the Sheriff 2012 Adopted Budget.  32 

 33 
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901 NORTH 9TH STREET, ROOM 303, COURTHOUSE • MILWAUKEE, WI 53233 • TELEPHONE (414) 278-4300 • FAX (414) 223-1249 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
On August 15, 2011, Bonnie Katzman was stopped for traffic at the intersection of Air 
Cargo Way and Howell Avenue, waiting to turn right onto Howell Avenue.  Ms. 
Katzman pulled forward to see around the poles to check if traffic was clear, as she 
stopped she was hit from behind by an airport maintenance tractor being operated by a 
county employee.  The employee was cited for inattentive driving. 
 
Ms. Katzman’s 2005 Honda Accord had damage to the trunk, bumper and rear body 
panel.  The vehicle damage totals $3,478.29, including Ms. Katzman’s $250 deductible.   
TransPaC Solutions presented this claim on behalf of Auto Owners Insurance Company, 
Ms. Katzman’s insurer.  Ms. Katzman separately has a claim for rental car and fuel 
expenses totaling $792.20.   
 
It is the recommendation of Midwestern Adjustment Company’s adjustor that we settle 
the subrogation claim of Auto Owners Insurance Company for an amount not to exceed 
$3478.29 and settle Ms. Katzman’s claim for rental car and fuel expenses for an amount 
not to exceed $792.20.  The total payments are $4270.49.  Both the county’s adjustor and 
Corporation Counsel support this agreement. 
 
Please refer this matter to the Judiciary Committee to be placed on the agenda for its next 
meeting.  At that time we will appear seeking approval of the agreement.  Thank you. 
 
 
_______________________ 
MAG/kpe 
 
Cc: Linda Durham 

Milwaukee County 

OFFICE OF CORPORATION COUNSEL 

 

KIMBERLY R. WALKER 
Corporation Counsel 

 
MARK A. GRADY 

Deputy Corporation Counsel 
 

JOHN F. JORGENSEN 
JOHN E. SCHAPEKAHM 

TIMOTHY R. KARASKIEWICZ 
JEANEEN J. DEHRING 
ROY L. WILLIAMS 
COLLEEN A. FOLEY 

LEE R. JONES 
MOLLY J. ZILLIG 
ALAN M. POLAN 
Principal Assistant 
Corporation Counsel 

Date: October 25, 2011 

 

To: Mr. Lee Holloway, Chairman 
 Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors 
 
From: Mark Grady, Deputy Corporation Counsel 
 Milwaukee County Corporation Counsel 
 
Subject: Claim filed by: Bonnie Katzman (Auto Owners Ins.) 
  760 Karen Lane, Horicon, WI  
 Date of Loss: August 15, 2011 
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On January 27, 2011, while responding to a call, a Milwaukee County fire truck drove 
into a van parked in the employee parking lot at General Mitchell International Airport.   
A Milwaukee County employee, Robert Wojczulis, owned the van.   
 
The van was a 2000 Dodge B150.  Three estimates were done on the vehicle with the cost 
to repair the damage ranging from $4,913.78 to $6,186.47.  An auto appraiser determined 
the value of the vehicle to be around $2,895.00.  An agreement was reached with Mr. 
Wojcczulis to settle this claim for $2,770.00 and Mr. Wojczulis gets to keep the damaged 
van which has an approximate salvage value of $125.00. 
 
It is the recommendation of Midwestern Adjustment Company’s adjustor that we settle 
this claim for the agreed upon amount of $2,770.00.  Corporation Counsel supports this 
agreement. 
 
Please refer this matter to the Judiciary Committee to be placed on the agenda for its next 
meeting.  At that time we will appear seeking approval of the agreement.  Thank you. 
 
 
_______________________ 
MAG/kpe 
 
Cc: Linda Durham 
 Rick Ceschin 
 Amber Moreen 

Milwaukee County 

OFFICE OF CORPORATION COUNSEL 

 

KIMBERLY R. WALKER 
Corporation Counsel 

 
MARK A. GRADY 

Deputy Corporation Counsel 
 

JOHN F. JORGENSEN 
JOHN E. SCHAPEKAHM 

TIMOTHY R. KARASKIEWICZ 
JEANEEN J. DEHRING 
ROY L. WILLIAMS 
COLLEEN A. FOLEY 

LEE R. JONES 
MOLLY J. ZILLIG 
ALAN M. POLAN 
Principal Assistant 
Corporation Counsel 

Date: November 10, 2011 

 

To: Mr. Lee Holloway, Chairman 
 Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors 
 
From: Mark Grady, Deputy Corporation Counsel 
 Milwaukee County Corporation Counsel 
 
Subject: Claim filed by: Robert Wojczulis 
  5420 S. Tuckaway Lane, Milwaukee, WI  
 Date of Loss: January 27, 2011 
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On February 4, 2011, a Milwaukee County Highway Maintenance employee was 
operating a ½ ton pick-up truck southbound on 9th Street just past Wells Street when he 
approached Courtney Endres’ vehicle.  As her vehicle slowed to a stop due to traffic in 
front of her, the Milwaukee County maintenance vehicle rear-ended Ms. Endres’ vehicle. 
The maintenance employee applied his brakes but due to slippery road conditions, the 
maintenance vehicle was unable to stop.    
     
Courtney Endres’ vehicle was a 2006 Ford Explorer.  Damage was located on the rear 
bumper of the vehicle.  Progressive Insurance has submitted subrogation documents 
verifying repair costs in the amount of $972.03, which includes Ms. Endres’ $500.00 
deductible.   
 
It is the recommendation of Milwaukee County’s insurance adjustor that we settle this 
claim for an amount not to exceed $972.03.  Corporation Counsel supports this 
agreement. 
 
Please refer this matter to the Judiciary Committee to be placed on the agenda for its next 
meeting.  At that time we will appear seeking approval of the agreement.  Thank you. 
 
 
_______________________ 
MAG/kpe 
 
Cc: Linda Durham 
 Rick Ceschin 
 Amber Moreen 

Milwaukee County 

OFFICE OF CORPORATION COUNSEL 

 

KIMBERLY R. WALKER 
Corporation Counsel 

 
MARK A. GRADY 

Deputy Corporation Counsel 
 

JOHN F. JORGENSEN 
JOHN E. SCHAPEKAHM 

TIMOTHY R. KARASKIEWICZ 
JEANEEN J. DEHRING 
ROY L. WILLIAMS 
COLLEEN A. FOLEY 

LEE R. JONES 
MOLLY J. ZILLIG 
ALAN M. POLAN 
Principal Assistant 
Corporation Counsel 

Date: November 10, 2011 

 

To: Mr. Lee Holloway, Chairman 
 Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors 
 
From: Mark Grady, Deputy Corporation Counsel 
 Milwaukee County Corporation Counsel 
 
Subject: Claim filed by: Artisan and Truckers Casualty Company, 
  A division of Progressive Insurance 
  Their Insured: Courtney Endres  
 Date of Loss: February 4, 2011 
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On February 8, 2011, Kelly Janikowski was traveling southbound on Grant Park Drive in 
South Milwaukee, WI when a Milwaukee County plow truck that was traveling 
northbound on Grant Park Drive struck her vehicle.  The plow truck slid on the snow-
covered roadway into the Ms. Janikowski’s lane of travel and struck her vehicle with the 
plow.  The South Milwaukee Police report notes that the plow driver was driving too fast 
for conditions.     
     
Ms. Janikowski was driving a 2008 Toyota Camry.  American Family Insurance has 
submitted subrogation documents regarding their payment of $8,551.31, which includes 
Ms. Janikowski’s $500.00 deductible.  The estimate on damages covers the front bumper, 
hood, and right front fender, along with a majority of the right side of the Toyota.     
 
It is the recommendation of Milwaukee County’s insurance adjustor that we settle this 
claim for an amount not to exceed $8,551.31.  Corporation Counsel supports this 
agreement. 
 
Please refer this matter to the Judiciary Committee to be placed on the agenda for its next 
meeting.  At that time we will appear seeking approval of the agreement.  Thank you. 
 
 
_______________________ 
MAG/kpe 
 
Cc: Linda Durham 
 Rick Ceschin 
 Amber Moreen 

Milwaukee County 

OFFICE OF CORPORATION COUNSEL 

 

KIMBERLY R. WALKER 
Corporation Counsel 

 
MARK A. GRADY 

Deputy Corporation Counsel 
 

JOHN F. JORGENSEN 
JOHN E. SCHAPEKAHM 

TIMOTHY R. KARASKIEWICZ 
JEANEEN J. DEHRING 
ROY L. WILLIAMS 
COLLEEN A. FOLEY 

LEE R. JONES 
MOLLY J. ZILLIG 
ALAN M. POLAN 
Principal Assistant 
Corporation Counsel 

Date: November 10, 2011 

 

To: Mr. Lee Holloway, Chairman 
 Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors 
 
From: Mark Grady, Deputy Corporation Counsel 
 Milwaukee County Corporation Counsel 
 
Subject: Claim filed by: American Family 
  Their Insured: Kelly Janikowski  
 Date of Loss: February 8, 2011 
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RESOLUTION 

 
 
 Re: Claim filed by American Family for their insured Kelly Janikowski 
 Date Claim Filed:  February 15, 2011 
 Date of Loss: February 8, 2011 
 
WHEREAS, On February 8, 2011, Kelly Janikowski was traveling southbound on Grant Park 
Drive in South Milwaukee, WI when a Milwaukee County plow truck that was traveling 
northbound on Grant Park Drive struck her vehicle, and, 
 
WHEREAS, The plow truck slid on the snow-covered roadway into the Ms. Janikowski’s lane of 
travel and struck her vehicle with the plow, and,   
 
WHEREAS, The South Milwaukee Police report notes that the plow driver was driving too fast 
for conditions, and, 
 
WHEREAS, Ms. Janikowski was driving a 2008 Toyota Camry.    Her vehicle incurred damage 
to the front bumper, hood, and right front fender, along with a majority of the right side of the 
Toyota., and, 
 
WHEREAS, American Family Insurance has submitted subrogation documents regarding their 
payment of $8,551.31, which includes Ms. Janikowski’s $500.00 deductible. 
 
WHEREAS, the County’s adjustor and the Office of Corporation Counsel recommend the 
payment of $8,551.31 to American Family in full settlement of any property damage claim 
arising out of the February 8, 2011, motor vehicle accident, and, 
 
WHEREAS, the Committee on Judiciary, Safety and General Services at its meeting on 
December 1, 2011 approved the recommended settlement (vote:         ); now, therefore; 
 
BE IT RESOLVED, that Milwaukee County approves the payment of $8,551.31 to American 
Family to settle in full all property damage claims arising out of the February 8, 2011 motor 
vehicle accident. 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: 11/17/2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: Claim filed by: American Family (Insured: Kelly Janikowski) 
  
  
 
FISCAL EFFECT: 
 

 No Direct County Fiscal Impact  Increase Capital Expenditures 
   
  Existing Staff Time Required 
   Decrease Capital Expenditures 

 Increase Operating Expenditures 
 (If checked, check one of two boxes below)  Increase Capital Revenues  
 
  Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget  Decrease Capital Revenues 
 
  Not Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget  
  

 Decrease Operating Expenditures  Use of contingent funds 
 

 Increase Operating Revenues 
 

 Decrease Operating Revenues 
 
Indicate below the dollar change from budget for any submission that is projected to result in 
increased/decreased expenditures or revenues in the current year. 
 
 
 Expenditure or 

Revenue Category 
Current Year Subsequent Year 

Operating Budget Expenditure  0  0 

Revenue  0   0 

Net Cost  0   0 

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

Expenditure  0   0 

Revenue  0   0 

Net Cost  0   0 
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DESCRIPTION OF FISCAL EFFECT  
 
In the space below, you must provide the following information.  Attach additional pages if 
necessary. 
 
A. Briefly describe the nature of the action that is being requested or proposed, and the new or 

changed conditions that would occur if the request or proposal were adopted. 
B. State the direct costs, savings or anticipated revenues associated with the requested or 

proposed action in the current budget year and how those were calculated. 1  If annualized or 
subsequent year fiscal impacts are substantially different from current year impacts, then 
those shall be stated as well. In addition, cite any one-time costs associated with the action, 
the source of any new or additional revenues (e.g. State, Federal, user fee or private 
donation), the use of contingent funds, and/or the use of budgeted appropriations due to 
surpluses or change in purpose required to fund the requested action.   

C. Discuss the budgetary impacts associated with the proposed action in the current year.  A 
statement that sufficient funds are budgeted should be justified with information regarding the 
amount of budgeted appropriations in the relevant account and whether that amount is 
sufficient to offset the cost of the requested action.  If relevant, discussion of budgetary 
impacts in subsequent years also shall be discussed.  Subsequent year fiscal impacts shall be 
noted for the entire period in which the requested or proposed action would be implemented 
when it is reasonable to do so (i.e. a five-year lease agreement shall specify the costs/savings 
for each of the five years in question).  Otherwise, impacts associated with the existing and 
subsequent budget years should be cited.  

D. Describe any assumptions or interpretations that were utilized to provide the information on 
this form.   

 
 
Approval of this Resolution will result in the amount of $8,551.31 to be applied to Milwaukee 
County's 2011 deductible with Wisconsin County Mututal Insurance Corporation. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Department/Prepared By  Corporation Counsel  
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  

                                                 
1 If it is assumed that there is no fiscal impact associated with the requested action, then an explanatory statement that justifies that 

conclusion shall be provided.  If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.   
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