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From the Director of Transportation and Public Works requesting that the County 1 

Board of Supervisors approve Milwaukee County’s 2012-2016 Land and Water 2 

Resource Management Plan, by recommending adoption of the following: 3 

 4 

 5 

A RESOLUTION 6 

 7 

 WHEREAS, the State of Wisconsin in Chapter 92 of the State Statutes requires 8 

counties to develop land and water resource management plans and update these 9 

plans every five years to receive State conservation funding; and 10 

 11 

 WHEREAS, the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors has previously 12 

approved Milwaukee County’s Land and Water Resource Management Plans in 13 

2001 and 2006; and 14 

 15 

 WHEREAS, Milwaukee County has completed an update for the Land and 16 

Water Resource Management Plan for the period 2012 through 2016; and 17 

 18 

 WHEREAS, the Milwaukee County Board must approve the plan before it 19 

goes to the State Land and Water Conservation Board for approval; and 20 

 21 

 WHEREAS, a State-approved Land and Water Resource Management Plan is 22 

required for many State resource management grants; now therefore 23 

 24 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the County Board of Supervisors does hereby approve 25 

Milwaukee County’s 2012-2016 Land and Water Resource Management Plan. 26 

 27 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: January 26, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: 2012 DATCP Staffing and Cost-share Grant for Land Conservation Activities  
  
  
 
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.   

 
 
A.  Adoption of the resolution would constitute County Board approval of the 2012-2016 Land and 
Water Resource Management Plan and would qualify it for State approval. 
 
B.  County Departments will absorb costs associated with implementation of this plan through 
staff costs and current operating expenditures that are earmarked for land and water 
management objectives. Approval of the plan will allow us to continue to receive staffing grants of 
approximately $85,000 annually to offset the costs of the plan.  These funds are already 
accounted for in the operating budget.  
 
C.  No impacts 
 
D. None   
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
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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Department/Prepared By  DTPW-Environmental Services, Tim Detzer, P.E.           
  
 

Approved by: 
 
 
________________________________ ___________________________ 
Jack Takerian, Director Greg High, Director 
Transportation & Public Works DTPW-AE&ES 
 

 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?    Yes      No 
 

     Reviewed With:       
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By Supervisor Broderick 1 

 2 

 3 

A RESOLUTION 4 

 5 

Authorizing and directing the Director of the Department of Transportation and Public 6 

Works to conduct an inventory of decorative art, furniture or other articles of historic or 7 

aesthetic significance owned by Milwaukee County. 8 

 9 

 10 

 WHEREAS, Milwaukee County government possesses numerous works of art, 11 

decorative art including paintings and furniture of historic and aesthetic value, some of 12 

which are displayed in county buildings and others that have been placed in storage; and 13 

 14 

 WHEREAS, many of these pieces depict significant events, places and/or structures 15 

in American, Wisconsin and Milwaukee County history while others were used as 16 

adornments to county buildings; and 17 

 18 

 WHEREAS, over time, the county’s collection of artwork has been loaned out, 19 

stored away or gone missing never to be returned or found; and 20 

 21 

 WHEREAS, therefore, an inventory of these historical and cultural assets is 22 

warranted in order to ensure their preservation for the benefit of county residents now and 23 

into the future; now, therefore, 24 

 25 

 BE IT RESOLVED, the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors hereby authorizes 26 

and directs the Director of the Department of Transportation and Public Works to conduct 27 

an inventory decorative art, furniture or other articles of historic or aesthetic significance 28 

owned by Milwaukee County; and 29 

 30 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Director of the Department of Transportation 31 

and Public Works shall provide a review of the inventory to the County Board in June 32 

2011. 33 

  34 

  35 
 36 
JE 37 
January 11, 2011 38 
H:\Shared\Research Analysts\Esch\Pending Supervisor Approval\Artwork Inventory - Broderick.doc 39 
 40 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: June 30, 2009 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 
SUBJECT: Authorizing and directing the Directors of all County Departments to conduct an 
inventory of art and decorative art, including paintings and furniture or other articles of historic or 
aesthetic significance owned by Milwaukee County. 

 
   
 
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.   

 
 

Adoption of this resolution will not require an expenditure of funds.  However, it will require an 
expenditure of staff time. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Department/Prepared By  Julie Esch, Legislative Research Analyst  
 
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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By Supervisor Thomas 1 

 2 

 3 

A RESOLUTION 4 

 5 
Requesting that the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission, as the 6 
official areawide regional planning agency and designated metropolitan transportation 7 
planning agency for Southeastern Wisconsin, monitors and reviews the Wisconsin 8 
Department of Natural Resources air quality planning process and provide regular 9 

briefings to the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors. 10 
 11 

 12 
WHEREAS, Milwaukee County is in nonattainment for national ozone air quality 13 

standards (along with Kenosha, Ozaukee, Racine, Washington and Waukesha 14 
Counties) and the American Lung Association rates Milwaukee County’s air quality as 15 
“F” on a scale from “A” to “F” for the number of high ozone days and particulate matter 16 
in a 24-hour period, which leads to increased numbers of lung diseases including 17 
asthma, bronchitis and emphysema; and 18 

 19 
 WHEREAS, although ozone monitoring data for 2006-2008 indicates air quality 20 
standards are being achieved, more stringent ozone standards are expected to be 21 
promulgated by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) later this year and 22 
it is expected that Milwaukee County may not be in attainment of the new standards; 23 
and 24 
 25 
 WHEREAS, the new standards will include a schedule for the development of a 26 
new state implementation plan for achieving attainment that would be prepared by the 27 
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (WDNR), as the designated air quality 28 
planning agency for the State of Wisconsin; and 29 
 30 
 WHEREAS, Milwaukee County is also designated as being in nonattainment of 31 
national fine particulate matter air quality standards along with Racine and Waukesha 32 
Counties; and 33 
 34 
 WHEREAS, the WDNR has already initiated a state implementation planning 35 
process for achieving fine particulate matter standards and expects completion will 36 
occur in December of 2012; and 37 
 38 

WHEREAS, it is recommended that SEWRPC, as the official areawide regional 39 
planning agency and designated metropolitan transportation planning agency for 40 
Southeastern Wisconsin, monitors and reviews the WDNR’s air quality planning process 41 
and provide regular briefings to Milwaukee County staff and the County Board; and 42 

 43 
WHEREAS, these briefings will provide county staff and elected officials with the 44 

knowledge and information regarding findings of inventories, analyses and WDNR 45 
planning, and to have input and opportunity to participate in and shape WDNR planning 46 
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for nonattainment of national air quality standards in Milwaukee County, Southeastern 47 
Wisconsin and the State of Wisconsin;  now, therefore, 48 
 49 
 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors hereby 50 
requests that the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission, as the 51 
official areawide regional planning agency and designated metropolitan transportation 52 
planning agency for Southeastern Wisconsin, monitors and reviews the Wisconsin 53 
Department of Natural Resources air quality planning process and provide regular 54 
briefings to the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors.  55 
  56 
 57 
JE 58 
January 10, 2011 59 
H:\Shared\Research Analysts\Esch\Pending Supervisor Approval\Air Quality Monitoring by SEWRPC-Thomas.doc 60 
 61 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: January 10, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 
SUBJECT: Requesting that the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission, as 
the official areawide regional planning agency and designated metropolitan transportation 
planning agency for Southeastern Wisconsin, monitors and reviews the Wisconsin Department of 
Natural Resources air quality planning process and provide regular briefings to the Milwaukee 
County Board of Supervisors. 
 

   
 
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.   

 
 

Adoption of this resolution will not require an expenditure of funds.  Also, it will not require an 
expenditure of staff time  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Department/Prepared By  Julie Esch, Legislative Research Analyst  
 
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.   

 
Parks -  March 8, 2011 - Page 16



 

 

 
COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 

Inter-Office Communication 
 
 
 
DATE:  February 23, 2011 
 
TO: Committee on Parks, Energy and Environment 
 
FROM:  Julie Esch, Legislative Research Analyst 
  John Schapekahm, Principal Assistant, Corporation Counsel 
   
SUBJECT: Milwaukee River Greenway Master Plan Referral 
 
 
Background 
At its September 21, 2010 meeting, the Committee on Parks, Energy and 
Environment considered the attached resolution by Supervisor Broderick 
supporting adoption and implementation of the Milwaukee River Greenway 
Master Plan (Master Plan) for approximately 878 acres of predominantly County-
owned land along the Milwaukee River between the former North Avenue Dam 
and Silver Spring Drive. 
 
Thereafter, Supervisor Sanfelippo made a motion to refer this item to County 
Board staff for review and report back regarding Milwaukee County being a 
partner in this initiative.  The item was also referred to Corporation Counsel to 
address how the adoption of this resolution would affect Milwaukee County’s 
rights and responsibilities as they pertain to the County-owned land 
encompassed by the Milwaukee River Greenway boundaries. 
 
History 
The Milwaukee River Greenway (Greenway) is a seven-mile section of the 
Milwaukee River that is located within the northeast side of the City of 
Milwaukee.  A Master Plan for the Greenway was developed by a diverse group 
of stakeholders, many of which have now become part of the Milwaukee River 
Greenway Coalition.  The stakeholders include the River Revitalization 
Foundation, Milwaukee Riverkeeper, Urban Ecology Center and the Bicycle 
Federation of Wisconsin.  Representatives from the City of Shorewood, City of 
Glendale, City of Milwaukee, UW-Milwaukee, Milwaukee County Parks 
Department and Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission also 
participated in the plan’s development. 
 
The Master Plan sets out a structure for the creation of a corridor-focused 
coalition that would oversee a variety of improvements including expanded public 
access, habitat restoration, environmental protection and recreation as well as 
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sets priorities and establishes a direction for achieving the improvements with 
habitat, recreation and action plans for achieving its goals. 
 
The Milwaukee River Greenway Coalition is asking affected municipalities, 
including Milwaukee County, to adopt the Master Plan.  In addition to adopting 
the Master Plan, the City of Milwaukee’s Common Council adopted an ordinance 
(File No. 081568) in May 2010 that created the Milwaukee River Greenway Site 
Plan Review Overlay Zone.  The resolution also adopted design standards to 
accompany the overlay zone in order to balance the protection of the primary 
environmental corridor along the Milwaukee River and promote high-quality, 
sustainable building development along the upper reaches of the Milwaukee 
River. Originally, the design standards included a forestry component that 
prescribed how Milwaukee County would have had to manage the forested areas 
of the county parks along the Greenway thereby relinquishing operational control 
of the forested areas to the City of Milwaukee.  However, this language was 
removed from the final ordinance, pending further discussions between the City 
of Milwaukee and Milwaukee County. 
 
Issues 
Much of the land within the Greenway is owned by Milwaukee County and is 
already deed restricted for use as green space and for recreation. Over the past 
twenty years, Milwaukee County has worked to achieve greater connectivity 
between county parks along the east and west sides Milwaukee River.  This 
includes the purchase of rail corridors and development of the Beer Line Trail.  
The Milwaukee County River Greenway Coalition, through the Master Plan, is 
trying to solidify this goal and others related to controlling development within the 
Greenway.   
 
The Master Plan is similar to the Milwaukee County Park and Open Space Plan, 
which guides the growth, development and preservation of the Milwaukee County 
Park System.  Therefore, the Master Plan would be another layer of review over 
the property owned by Milwaukee County as it recommends implementation of 
numerous projects and programs within the Greenway (e.g., trail development, 
sediment removal in the Milwaukee River, habitat restoration and signage) that 
could financially commit Milwaukee County to these projects and within an 
established timeframe.   
 
While many of the projects may be consistent with the Park and Open Space 
plan, they may not be as of the same priority level as they are within the Master 
Plan due to funding needs in other areas of the Park System.  Also, much of the 
needed funding is expected to come from state and federal grants and local 
sponsors and matches to these grants are not specified.  These are the same 
funding sources Milwaukee County relies on to fund capital projects identified in 
annual capital budgets.  Because the projects identified for funding in Milwaukee 
County’s capital budgets may not be consistent with those identified in the 
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Master Plan, Milwaukee County would essentially be competing against itself for 
grant funding if it were to fully adopt the Master Plan.   
 
Further, the Master Plan recommends the use of volunteers to implement certain 
projects and programs.  Some of the proposed volunteer projects in the Master 
Plan may violate existing labor union contracts and raise liability concerns that 
need to be addressed before committing to them.  In addition, it is unclear if the 
county would be responsible for oversight of volunteers and contractors as well 
as maintenance and repair of the recommended projects. 
 
Finally, the Milwaukee River Workgroup (Workgroup) essentially is a “friends 
group” to the Milwaukee County Parks System.  There are many friends groups 
throughout the county that have identified projects and programs they deem 
important for the general well-being of the parks and the park patrons they serve.  
Adopting a master plan put forth one friends group will set a precedent for other 
groups wishing for greater investment in other parks throughout the county.  
Instead of prioritizing projects by greatest need or by available grant funding 
opportunities on a county-wide basis, the County would be obligated to fund 
projects within the Greenway regardless of need or level of priority. 
 
 
Recommendation 
It is recommended that the resolution (File No. 10-330) be amended to express 
support for the concepts delineated in the Milwaukee River Greenway Master 
Plan.  By supporting the concepts, Milwaukee County would be indicating a 
general agreement in philosophy behind the Master Plan without committing to 
outcomes that may be unachievable at this time. 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY 

INTER-OFFICE MEMORANDUM 

 

 

DATE:  March 4, 2011 

 

TO:  Julie Esch, Research Analyst, County Board 

  Tim Schoewe, Corporation Counsel 
 

FROM: Linda K. Durham, Committee Clerk 

  Parks, Energy and Environment Committee 

 

SUBJECT: File No. 10-330 - A resolution by Supervisor Broderick, supporting adoption 

and implementation of the Milwaukee River Greenway Master Plan for 

approximately 878 acres along the Milwaukee River from the former North 

Avenue Dam on the south end to Silver Spring Drive on the north end. 

 

 

 

The Committee on Parks, Energy and Environment, at its meeting on September 21, 2010, 

considered the subject file. 

 

Thereafter, Supervisor Sanfelippo made a motion to refer this item to County Board staff for 

review and report back regarding Milwaukee County being a partner in this initiative.  The 

item was also referred to Corporation Counsel to address how the adoption of this 

resolution would affect Milwaukee County’s ownership and responsibility. 

 

This memorandum is to serve as a referral to all parties concerned. 

 

Please forward a copy of your response to me for the official file. 

 

Note:  If you have already complied with this request, please disregard.  Thank you. 
 

Linda K. DurhamLinda K. DurhamLinda K. DurhamLinda K. Durham    
Committee Clerk 

 

cc: Supervisor Gerry Broderick  

 Supervisor Joseph Sanfelippo 

 Julie Esch, Research Analyst 
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By Supervisor Broderick 1 

 2 

 3 

A RESOLUTION 4 

 5 

Supporting adoption and implementation of the Milwaukee River Greenway Master Plan 6 

for approximately 878 acres along the Milwaukee River from the former North Avenue 7 

Dam on the south end to Silver Spring Drive on the north end. 8 

 9 

 10 

 WHEREAS, the Milwaukee River Greenway is a seven-mile section of the 11 

Milwaukee River that cuts through the northeast side of the City of Milwaukee forming a 12 

wide and expansive landscape that provides for a unique natural setting surrounded by 13 

compact urban neighborhoods; and 14 

 15 

 WHEREAS, a master plan for the Milwaukee River Greenway was developed by the 16 

Milwaukee River Greenway Coalition, which included representatives from the River 17 

Revitalization Foundation, Milwaukee Riverkeeper, Urban Ecology Center, the Bicycle 18 

Federation of Wisconsin, City of Shorewood, City of Glendale, City of Milwaukee, UW-19 

Milwaukee, Milwaukee County Parks Department and the Southeastern Wisconsin 20 

Regional Planning Commission; and 21 

 22 

 WHEREAS, the master plan sets out a structure for the creation of a corridor-focused 23 

coalition that will oversee a variety of improvements including public access acquisition, 24 

habitat restoration, environmental protection and recreation as well as priorities and a 25 

direction for achieving the improvements; and 26 

 27 

 WHEREAS, the master plan also includes habitat, recreation and action plans for 28 

achieving its goals; and 29 

 30 

 WHEREAS, in May 2010, the City of Milwaukee’s Common Council adopted an 31 

ordinance creating a Milwaukee River Greenway site plan review overlay zone and design 32 

standards to accompany the overlay zone as it impacts the first, third and sixth aldermanic 33 

districts; now, therefore, 34 

 35 

 BE IT RESOLVED, the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors hereby supports 36 

adoption and implementation of the Milwaukee River Greenway Master Plan as developed 37 

by the Milwaukee River Greenway Coalition and in accordance with legislation as adopted 38 

by the City of Milwaukee Common Council. 39 

 40 

  41 
 42 
JE 43 
September 3, 2010 44 
H:\Shared\Research Analysts\Esch\Milwaukee River Greenway Master Plan - Broderick.doc 45 
 46 
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By Supervisors Jursik and Broderick 1 

 2 

 3 

A RESOLUTION 4 

 5 

Creating the Long Range Lakefront Planning Committee to develop a vision for the 6 

lakefront from Veterans Park south to the Interstate 794 interchange, and from Van 7 

Buren east to Lake Michigan and planning for O’Donnell Park and the Downtown 8 

Transit Center. 9 

 10 

 11 

 WHEREAS, since the failure of a decorative panel on the O’Donnell Park parking 12 

structure in June of 2010, much discussion has occurred within the community over the 13 

future of O’Donnell Park; and 14 

 15 

 WHEREAS, because of the physical connection of O’Donnell Park and location 16 

on the southwest corner of Michigan Street and Lincoln Memorial Drive, alternative uses 17 

for the Downtown Transit Center site have also generated discussion; and 18 

 19 

 WHEREAS, in addition, the Milwaukee Common Council and Mayor approved a 20 

vision to the Downtown Area Comprehensive Plan (Plan) in October of 2010, which 21 

includes recommendations for improvements to the lakefront from Van Buren Street 22 

east to Lake Michigan and specifically at the Downtown Transit Center, O’Donnell Park 23 

and other assets including parkland and lakebed grant properties; and 24 

 25 

 WHEREAS, while many of the City of Milwaukee Plan’s recommendations have 26 

been echoed by various community stakeholders, other stakeholders such as 27 

Milwaukee County, desire a greater discussion about the future of the lakefront, 28 

particularly as the Plan relates to the Downtown Transit Center and O’Donnell Park; and 29 

 30 

 WHEREAS, establishment of a long range, lakefront planning committee would 31 

provide an open forum for representatives of lakefront stakeholders to create a common 32 

vision for the future of the lakefront; now, therefore, 33 

 34 

 BE IT RESOLVED, the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors does hereby 35 

create the Long Range Lakefront Planning Committee that will develop a common 36 

vision for the lakefront from Veterans Park south to the Interstate 794 interchange, and 37 

from Van Buren east to Lake Michigan; and 38 

 39 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, the Long Range Lakefront Planning Committee 40 

shall consider alternative uses of the Downtown Transit Center and O’Donnell Park 41 

among other future uses of the lakefront and preservation of green space; and 42 

 43 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Long Range Lakefront Planning 44 

Committee will be comprised of members from the following organizations/agencies as 45 

follows: 46 
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 47 

• Five government officials to be appointed as follows: (1) by the Mayor of 48 

the City of Milwaukee: Commissioner of the Department of City 49 

Development, or designee; (2) by the Common Council President: a 50 

member of the Milwaukee Common Council; (3) by the County Executive: 51 

Director of the Parks Department and Director of Economic Development; 52 

and (4) by the County Board Chairman: a member of the County Board 53 

• Seven members of the public to be appointed as follows: (1) by the 54 

County Executive: a representative of the War Memorial Center, a 55 

representative of the Milwaukee Art Museum and a representative of 56 

Discovery World; (2) by the County Board Chairman: a representative of 57 

the business community, the chairman of the Lakefront Development 58 

Advisory Commission, a representative of the Betty Brinn Children’s 59 

Museum, and a representative of the UWM School of Architecture and 60 

Urban Planning; (3) by the Mayor of the City of Milwaukee: a 61 

representative of Summerfest 62 

 63 

; and 64 

 65 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Long Range Lakefront Planning 66 

Committee shall provide the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors and the 67 

Milwaukee Common Council with a final report by December of 2012 that shall include 68 

recommendations regarding: (1) site and use of O’Donnell Park and the Downtown 69 

Transit Center and (2) the structure for long range planning for the economic 70 

development of the lakefront (as defined above), including a vision for current and future 71 

stakeholders as well as a long range financial/development implementation plan to 72 

realize the agreed upon vision; and 73 

 74 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Long Range Lakefront Planning 75 

Committee shall provide the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors and the 76 

Milwaukee Common Council with regular updates as to the Committee’s progress; and 77 

 78 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that all appointments to the Committee shall 79 

occur within 30 days of adoption of the resolution and that the Parks Director shall serve 80 

as the committee chairperson. 81 

 82 

 83 

 84 

JE 85 

February 3, 2011 86 

H:\Shared\Research Analysts\Esch\Lakefront Long Range Planning - Jursik.doc 87 

 88 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 25, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 
SUBJECT: Creating the Long Range Lakefront Planning Committee to develop a vision for the 
lakefront from Veterans Park south to the Interstate 794 interchange, and from Van Buren east to 
Lake Michigan and planning for O’Donnell Park and the Downtown Transit Center. 
 
   
 
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.   

 
 
Adoption of this resolution will not require an expenditure of funds.  However, it will require an 
expenditure of staff time. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Department/Prepared By  Julie Esch, Legislative Research Analyst  
 
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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From the Director of Transportation and Public Works requesting authority to apply 1 

for and accept grants offered by The Fund for Lake Michigan, by recommending 2 

adoption of the following: 3 

 4 

 5 

A RESOLUTION 6 

 7 

 WHEREAS, The Fund for Lake Michigan is offering grants to fund projects 8 

that reduce and mitigate water quality impacts to Lake Michigan; and  9 

 10 

 WHEREAS, Milwaukee County is responsible for the administration of a 11 

County-wide stormwater discharge permit issued by the Wisconsin Department of 12 

Natural Resources, which is intended to mitigate water quality impacts to surface 13 

waters located in Milwaukee County; and 14 

 15 

 WHEREAS, Milwaukee County has undertaken and actively participated in 16 

several water quality impact studies, including a streambank erosion study, a pond 17 

and lagoon study, and watershed restoration plans for two rivers, which have 18 

identified specific actions needed to address water quality impacts; and   19 

 20 

  WHEREAS, The Fund for Lake Michigan is seeking projects that can be 21 

implemented in the short term and that involve collaborative efforts; and 22 

 23 

 WHEREAS, the aforementioned studies have identified projects that would 24 

meet the requirements of the grant; and 25 

 26 

 WHEREAS, the projects would not have long-term maintenance obligations; 27 

and 28 

 29 

 WHEREAS, the funds will be awarded in fiscal year 2011 and 2012; now 30 

therefore 31 

 32 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the County Board of Supervisors does hereby 33 

authorize the DTPW Director to have the Department of Transportation and Public 34 

Works—Architects, Engineers and Environmental Services Division apply for and 35 

accept Fund for Lake Michigan grants for fiscal year 2011 and 2012. 36 

 37 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: 2/8/11 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 
SUBJECT: Fund for Lake Michigan Grant  

  
  
 
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  NA  NA 

Revenue  NA  NA 

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.   

 
 
A. The DTPW Director is requesting authorization to have the DTPW A&E&ES Division apply 
for and accept                            at                 project sites. 
B. No net increase or decrease to the current year’s budget.  The grant would be used to 
offset the costs of installing                  systems for             projects initiated in 2011.   
C. This action will not affect the current budget year.   
D. . 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
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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Department/Prepared By  DTPW-Environmental Services, Steve Keith           
  
 

Approved by: 
 
 
________________________________ ___________________________ 
Jack Takerian, Director Greg High, Director 
Transportation & Public Works DTPW-AE&ES 
 

 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?    Yes      No 
 

     Reviewed With:       
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: January 26, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: 2012 DATCP Staffing and Cost-share Grant for Land Conservation Activities  
  
  
 
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    105,000 

Revenue    105,000 

Net Cost     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.   

 
 
A. The DTPW Director is requesting authorization to have the County Conservationist apply 
for and accept a staffing and cost share grant from DATCP to support Milwaukee County Land 
Conservation activities in 2012.  The grant will be for $105,000, $85,000 to support staff 
expenses and $20,000 to support cost share opportunities which help the County meet its 
conservation objectives as stated in the updated LWRMP. 
B. This action will not affect the current budget year.  The grant would be used to offset 
staffing costs of the Land Conservation Department in 2012. 
C. This action will not affect the current budget year.   
D. The grant amount was assumed based on past grants.  An application will be filled out, if 
approved, and the Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer protection will determine the 
exact grant amount. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

                                                 
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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Department/Prepared By  DTPW-Environmental Services, Tim Detzer, P.E.           
  
 

Approved by: 
 
 
________________________________ ___________________________ 
Jack Takerian, Director Greg High, Director 
Transportation & Public Works DTPW-AE&ES 
 

 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?    Yes      No 
 

     Reviewed With:       
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Date:  March 4, 2011 

 

To:  Chairman Lee Holloway, Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors 

 

From:  Sue Black, Director, Department of Parks, Recreation and Culture 

 

Subject: Citation Authority for the Director, Department of Parks, Recreation and Culture, 

and her/his Authorized Designee(s) – Action 

 

 

POLICY 

The Director, Department of Parks, Recreation and Culture (DPRC) respectfully requests that the 

Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors adopt an ordinance/resolution authorizing DPRC’s 

Director to issue citations to any person who violates any of the provisions of Chapter 47 of the 

Milwaukee County General Ordinances, and to delegate that authority to employees under her/his 

supervision in conformity with Wis. Stat. s. 66.0113. 

 

BACKGROUND 

In 2008 DRPC created, with County Board approval, a Park Ranger program dedicated to the 

education of park patrons, public safety, fee compliance, and rule enforcement.  Since then, the 

Park Rangers have been assisting law enforcement by responding to and handling reports of minor 

offenses of Chapter 47 of Milwaukee County General Ordinances (MCGO), which governs conduct 

in Milwaukee County’s parks and parkways.  Examples of some offenses include off-leash dogs, 

parking violations, failure to pay fees, and permit violations. 

 

The current MCGO limits the Parks Rangers’ enforcement authority to verbal warnings only.  With 

the support of the Office of the Sheriff, Corporation Counsel, and the Milwaukee County Clerk of 

Circuit Court (Clerk of Court), DPRC is now seeking authorization from the Milwaukee County 

Board of Supervisors (Board) to issue citations.  Wis. Stat. s. 66.0113(2), Citations for certain 

ordinance violations, provides in part: 

 

the governing body of a county. . . may designate by ordinance or resolution other 

county. . . officials who may issue citations with respect to ordinances which are 

directly related to the official responsibilities of the officials.  Officials granted the 

authority to issue citations may delegate, with the approval of the governing body, 

the authority to employees. 
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DPRC’s authority to issue citations would not diminish the Sheriff’s Office or other local law 

enforcement officials’ authority, duties, or responsibilities but would supplement their efforts and 

allow those agencies to focus on more serious offenses. 

 

To begin the process of issuing citations, after the Board has conferred the authority upon the Parks 

Director to do so, DPRC, the Office of the Sheriff and the Clerk of Court have agreed to the 

following: 

 

1. DPRC will procure batches of citations with a department-specific numerical system. 

2. The Clerk of Court will enter DPRC into its system as a new issuing agency. 

3. DPRC and the Office of the Sheriff will mutually agree upon the ordinance violations for 

which DPRC will issue citations. 

4. The Office of the Sheriff will assist DPRC in entering issued-citations into the County 

Criminal Justice Information System (CJIS). 

a. In 2012 the Sheriff’s Office will be transitioning from CJIS to Phoenix, a web-based 

data entry system.  Because the Phoenix system allows for different users to have 

access to separate databases, DPRC and the Sheriff’s Office will, at that time, 

determine whether DPRC should be responsible for entering its own citation 

information. 

5. The procedure for handling contested citations issued by DPRC will follow the current 

procedure outlined in Wis. Stat. s. 66.0113. 

6. Expand the existing Park Ranger training currently provided by the Office of the Sheriff 

Training Academy to include detailed ordinance review, responsibilities and 

communication skills required for issuing citations. 

7. A list of DPRC employees authorized to issue citations will be kept on file in the 

department and updated annually. 

 

The primary duties of Park Rangers are to educate, and to advocate for voluntary compliance with 

the rules governing parks and parkways.  Under this proposal, the Park Rangers will have an 

additional discretionary duty to enforce ordinances where they believe a person has committed an 

offense and to issue a citation. 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

Adopt a resolution/ordinance authorizing DPRC’s Director to issue citations to any person who 

violates any of the provisions of Chapter 47 of the Milwaukee County General Ordinances, and to 

delegate that authority to employees under her/his supervision in conformity with Wis. Stat. s. 

66.0113. 

 

 

Prepared by: Paul Kuglitsch, Contract Services Officer/DPRC 

 

Recommended by:    Approved by: 

 

 

James Keegan, Chief of Administration and 

External Affairs 

Sue Black, Parks Director 

 

 

cc: County Executive Marvin Pratt 
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E. Marie Broussard, Deputy Chief of Staff, County Executive’s Office 

 Terrence Cooley, Chief of Staff, County Board 

John Ruggini, Interim Fiscal & Budget Administrator, Admin & Fiscal Affairs/DAS 

Supv. Gerry Broderick, Chairman, Parks, Energy & Environment Committee 

Supv. Joe Sanfelippo, Vice-Chair, Parks, Energy & Environment Committee 

Inspector Richard Schmidt, Office of the Sheriff 

Inspector Edward Bailey, Office of the Sheriff 

Sarah Jankowski, Fiscal Mgt. Analyst, Admin & Fiscal Affairs/DAS 

Linda Durham, Parks, Energy & Environment Committee Clerk 

Julie Esch, Research Analyst, County Board 
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 1

File No. 11- 1 

(Journal, ) 2 

 3 

 (ITEM NO.    )  From the Director, Department of Parks, Recreation and Culture (DPRC), 4 

requesting approval of an ordinance authorizing DPRC’s Director to issue citations to any 5 

person who violates any of the provisions of Chapter 47 of the Milwaukee County General 6 

Ordinances, and to delegate that authority to employees under her/his supervision in 7 

conformity with Wis. Stat. s. 66.0113, by recommending adoption of the following: 8 

 9 

A RESOLUTION/ORDINANCE 10 

 11 

 WHEREAS, the Director, Department of Parks, Recreation and Culture is the 12 

Milwaukee County official responsible for the management, operation and supervision of 13 

all Milwaukee County parks and parkways and all land acquired by the County for park 14 

purposes; and 15 

 16 

 WHEREAS, Chapter 47 of the Milwaukee County Code of General Ordinances 17 

regulates conduct in Milwaukee County’s parks and parkways; and 18 

 19 

WHEREAS, counties are specifically empowered by Wis. Stat. s. 66.0113 to enact a 20 

resolution or ordinance designating county officials who may issue citations with respect to 21 

ordinances which are directly related to the official responsibilities of the officials; and 22 

 23 

WHEREAS, under Wis. Stat. s. 66.0113, officials granted the authority to issue 24 

citations may delegate that authority to employees; and 25 

 26 

WHEREAS, DPRC’s Director respectfully requests the authority to issue citations to 27 

any person who violates any of the provisions of Chapter 47 of the Code, and to delegate 28 

that authority to employees under her/his supervision in conformity with Wis. Stat. s. 29 

66.0113; and 30 

 31 

WHEREAS, the authority to issue citation will be of value to the DPRC’s Director 32 

and her/his employees in the discharge of their duties; now therefore, 33 

 34 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors does hereby 35 

approve the following ordinance authorizing the Director of Parks, Recreation and Culture 36 

to issue citations to any person who violates any of the provisions of Chapter 47 of the 37 

Milwaukee County General Ordinances, and to delegate that authority to employees under 38 

her/his supervision in conformity with Wis. Stat. s. 66.0113, accordingly 39 

 40 

AN ORDINANCE 41 

 42 

 To amend Sections 47.023, 47.10, 47.16 of the Milwaukee County General 43 

Ordinances to clean up some minor inconsistencies in the Code, to repeal and re-create 44 
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Section 47.36 and amend Section 63.09 to authorize the Director of Parks, Recreation and 45 

Culture to issue citations to any person who violates any of the provisions of Chapter 47 of 46 

the Milwaukee County General Ordinances, and to delegate that authority to employees 47 

under her/his supervision in conformity with Wis. Stat. s. 66.0113, and to further amend 48 

Section 63.09 of the Milwaukee County General Ordinances, the schedule of cash deposits 49 

and maximum penalties, accordingly, 50 

 51 

 The county Board of Supervisors of the County of Milwaukee does ordain as 52 

follows: 53 

 54 

SECTION 1.  Section 47.023 of the General Ordinances of Milwaukee County is amended 55 

as follows: 56 

 57 

47.023.  Penalties. 58 

 59 

 Any person violating any of the provisions of sections 47.02, 47.021 or 47.022 60 

shall, for each offense, forfeit a penalty not to exceed one hundred dollars ($100.00), the 61 

cash deposit thereof shall be fifty dollars ($50.00) and the penalty assessment shall be six 62 

dollars ($6.00), and in default of payment, thereof, shall be imprisoned in the county jail or 63 

house of correction for a period not to exceed ninety (90) days, in the discretion of the 64 

court.  Violations of this section are not controlled by, or subject to, the procedures set 65 

forth in chapter 63 of the Code. 66 

 67 

SECTION 2.   Section 47.10 of the General Ordinances of Milwaukee County is amended 68 

as follows: 69 

 70 

47.10.  Use of motor vehicles in parks. 71 

 72 

(14) Stipulations for parking violations; procedure.  Persons to whom a summons has 73 

been issued to appear at the office of the county sheriff for violating the provisions of 74 

section 47.10(9) of chapter 47 of the Code may, within seventy-two (72) hours after 6:00 75 

p.m. on the day of the violation, enter into a stipulation with the county as provided in s. 76 

347.27, Wis. Stats.  The violator may stipulate as follows: that the facts of the violation are 77 

true; that he/she pleaded to the violation by entering a plea of guilty or nolo contendere; 78 

that the plea which he/she makes is reduced to writing on the stipulation.  The violator 79 

shall then sign the stipulation, print his/her name, post office address, his/her operator’s 80 

license and the date of his/her birth on the stipulation.  The violator shall then and there 81 

pay to the sheriff the sum of twenty-seven dollars ($27.00).  The violator shall further 82 

stipulate to forfeit said sum of twenty-seven dollars ($27.00) to the county effective upon 83 

the expiration of seventy-two (72) hours after 6:00 p.m. of the day of the violation.  The 84 

sheriff shall remit such sum to the treasurer of the county.  Violators of section 47.10(9) 85 

who do not timely enter into such stipulation shall be punished as provided in section 86 

47.29(1) of the Code.  Violations of this section are not controlled by, or subject to, the 87 

procedures set forth chapter 63 of the Code. 88 
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 89 

SECTION 3.  Section 47.16 of the General Ordinance of Milwaukee County is amended as 90 

follows: 91 

 92 

47.16.  Disorderly conduct; smoking prohibited. 93 

 94 

(4) Any person violating any of the provisions of subsection (1) of this section shall, for 95 

each offense, forfeit a penalty not to exceed two hundred fifty five hundred dollars 96 

($250.00 $500.00); the cash deposit thereof shall be sixty two hundred fifty dollars ($60.00 97 

$250.00) and the penalty assessment shall be seven dollars and twenty cents ($7.20), and 98 

in default of payment thereof, shall be imprisoned in the county jail or house of correction 99 

of the county for a period not to exceed ninety (90) days in the discretion of the court. 100 

 101 

SECTION 4.  Section 47.36 of the General Ordinances of Milwaukee County is repealed 102 

and recreated as follows: 103 

 104 

47.36.  Citation authority. 105 

 106 

(1) In addition to other applicable enforcement procedures and pursuant to the 107 

authority of Wis. Stat. s. 66.0113, the director of the department of parks, recreation and 108 

culture may issue citations in accordance with s. 63.09 of the Code to any person who 109 

violates any of the provisions of chapter 47 of the Code. 110 

 111 

(2) The director of the department of parks, recreation and culture is authorized to 112 

delegate the authority to issue citations as set forth in subsection (1) to any officer or 113 

employee under her/his supervision, provided that such delegation of authority is in writing 114 

and is kept on file in the department. 115 

 116 

SECTION 5.  Sections 63.09(2)(a), 63.09(2)(b), and 63.09(2)(g) of the General Ordinances 117 

of Milwaukee County are amended as follows: 118 

 119 

63.09.  Enforcement procedure. 120 

 121 

(2) Citations. 122 

 123 

 (a) Adoption. 124 

 125 

  (1) To expedite the resolution of ordinance violations, the county board 126 

hereby adopts the citation enforcement procedure authorized by s. 66.119 66.0113, Wis. 127 

Stats., to enforce designated sections of the Code. 128 

 129 

 (b) Effect of citation.  The citation shall have legal effect specified in s. 66.119 130 

66.0113, Wis. Stats., and a duly issued citation shall confer subject matter jurisdiction 131 

upon the circuit court for the county. 132 
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 133 

 (g) Persons authorized to issue citations.  Any law enforcement officer 134 

employed by the county, the county district attorney, his/her deputies or assistant, may 135 

issue citations for those violations of the general ordinances for which the citation method 136 

is approved.  The director of the department of parks, recreation and culture and her/his 137 

designee may issue citations to any person who violates any of the provisions of chapter 47 138 

of the Code in conformity with Wis. Stat. s. 66.0113. 139 

 140 

SECTION 6.  Section 63.09(2)(d) of the Milwaukee County General Ordinances (schedule 141 

of cash deposits and penalties) is amended as follows, which the clerk shall insert in the 142 

appropriate location: 143 

 144 

Section  Subject Matter  Amount of Cash  Maximum 145 

Number           Deposit     Penalty 146 

 147 

Chapter 47 148 

47.02  (2) Noise Parades and processions             $50.00  $500.00 149 

  (3) (b)(4)  Interference with permittees         $50.00  $500.00 150 

    prohibited 151 

  (4) (b)(5)  Interference by permittees         $50.00  $500.00 152 

  (5)  Parades and processions         $50.00  $500.00 153 

47.021 Cards, handbills, sign, etc.           $20.00  $500.00 154 

47.022 Noise              $50.00  $500.00 155 

47.04  (1)  Sales and solicitation of sales       $75.00  $500.00 156 

  (2)  Cards, handbills, signs, etc.         $20.00  $500.00 157 

47.07  (1)  Fish            $20.00  $500.00 158 

  (2)  Waterfowl; game birds         $50.00  $500.00 159 

 160 

SECTION 8.  The provisions of this ordinance shall be effective upon passage and 161 

publication. 162 

 163 

  164 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 22, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 
SUBJECT: Adopt a Resolution/Ordinance Authorizing the Parks Director to Issue Citations for 
Violations of Chapter 47 of the Milwaukee County General Ordinances 
  
  
 
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.   

 
A.  The Parks Director is requesting authorization to issue citations for violations of Chapter 47 of 
the Milwaukee County General Ordinances, and to delegate that authority to employees under 
her/his supervision in conformity with Wis. Stat. s. 66.0113.  The authority may be conferred upon 
the Parks Director by resolution or ordinance adopted by the Milwaukee County Board of 
Supervisors. 
 
B.  It is anticipated that the Parks Department will receive a minimal amount of additional revenue 
from issuing citations.  Most of the revenue will be used to offset the additional costs associated 
with the Park Ranger program (costs associated with printing of tickets, etc.).  The main objective 
of obtaining citation authority is to assist in ensuring compliance with the rules by Park users.  
After completing the first year the Department will have a better indication of the amount of 
revenue that will be generated. 
 
C.  The Department does not anticipate any impacts on the current year budget. 
 
D.  None 
 
 
Department/Prepared By  Paul Kuglitsch/DPRC  
 
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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Date:  March 4, 2011 

 

To:  Chairman Lee Holloway, Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors 

 

From:  Sue Black, Director, Department of Parks, Recreation and Culture 

 

Subject: Village of Menomonee Falls Request for a Roadway Easement – Action 

 

 

POLICY  

The Director, Department of Parks, Recreation and Culture (DPRC) respectfully requests 

authorization to grant a permanent easement to the Village of Menomonee Falls to construct, 

operate, restore and maintain drainage facilities and related improvements in the Menomonee River 

Parkway. 

 

BACKGROUND 

The Village of Menomonee Falls (Village) will begin reconstructing Mill Road from the Menomonee 

River on the east to Lily Road on the west in July 2011.  The eastern terminus of this project is 

adjacent to the Menomonee River Parkway (please see attachment).  The project will convert the 

existing two lane rural roadway with ditches into an urban section roadway with curb and gutter.  

The project also calls for a new multi-use recreational trail located along the north side of the road.  

In coordination with DPRC Staff the new trail is designed to connect to the proposed north-south 

extension of the Oak Leaf Trail through the parkway in the future.  The Village has requested that 

Milwaukee County grant it a permanent easement to construct, operate, restore and maintain 

drainage facilities and related improvements in the Menomonee River Parkway.  These 

improvements would occupy approximately 0.07 acres of park property (please see attachment).  

The proposed compensation for granting the easement is $3,000, approximately $43,000 per acre.  

 

By granting this easement, the County would provide the Village the land rights needed to 

implement this portion of the roadway reconstruction project.  DPRC has reviewed the Village’s 

plans for their proposed improvements and finds them consistent with its present and future plans 

for the Parkway, with minimal impacts to the surrounding area.  The project is scheduled to be 

complete in the fall of 2011.  All areas disturbed by the construction, operation or maintenance of 

the drainage facilities will be restored to DPRC specifications at no cost to the County.  Appropriate 

County staff will review and approve all documents as required prior to execution. 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

The Parks Director respectfully recommends that DPRC, Department of Transportation and Public 

Works, Corporation Counsel and Risk Management staff be authorized to negotiate, prepare, 

Parks -  March 8, 2011 - Page 109

nancysebastian
Typewritten Text

nancysebastian
Typewritten Text
11



review, approve, and record all documents and perform all actions required to grant a permanent 

easement to the Village of Menomonee Falls for the construction, operation, restoration and 

maintenance of the proposed drainage improvements, and to execute the required permits for work 

within the Menomonee River Parkway.  It is further recommended that the County Executive and 

County Clerk be authorized to execute the easement and required documents. 

 

 

Prepared by: Kevin Haley, Landscape Architect/DPRC 

 

Recommended by:    Approved by: 

 

 

Jim Keegan, Chief of Administration and 

External Affairs 

Sue Black, Parks Director 

 

Attachments: Project location map, Easement location map, GJMA offer letter 

 

cc: County Executive Marvin Pratt 

E. Marie Broussard, Deputy Chief of Staff, County Executive’s Office 

 Terrence Cooley, Chief of Staff, County Board 

John Ruggini, Interim Fiscal & Budget Administrator, Admin & Fiscal Affairs/DAS 

Supervisor Gerry Broderick, Chairman, Parks, Energy & Environment Committee 

Supervisor Joe Sanfelippo, Vice-Chair, Parks, Energy & Environment Committee 

Supervisor Johnny Thomas, District 18 

Sarah Jankowski, Fiscal Mgt. Analyst, Admin & Fiscal Affairs/DAS 

Linda Durham, Parks, Energy & Environment Committee Clerk 

Julie Esch, Research Analyst, County Board 
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 1

File No. 11- 1 

(Journal, ) 2 

 3 

 4 

(ITEM NO.    )  From the Director, Department of Parks, Recreation and Culture (DPRC), 5 

seeking authorization to grant a permanent easement to the Village of Menomonee Falls to 6 

construct, operate, restore and maintain drainage facilities and related improvements in the 7 

Menomonee River Parkway, by recommending adoption of the following: 8 

 9 

A RESOLUTION 10 

 11 

 WHEREAS, the Village of Menomonee Falls (Village) will begin reconstructing Mill 12 

Road from the Menomonee River on the east to Lily Road on the West in July 2011; and 13 

 14 

WHEREAS, the eastern terminus of this project is adjacent to the Menomonee River 15 

Parkway; and 16 

 17 

WHEREAS, the project will convert the existing two lane rural roadway with ditches 18 

into an urban section roadway with curb and gutter; and 19 

 20 

WHEREAS, the project calls for a new multi-use recreational trail located along the 21 

north side of the road; and 22 

 23 

WHEREAS, in coordination with DPRC Staff the new trail is designed to connect to 24 

the proposed north-south extension of the Oak Leaf Trail through the parkway in the future; 25 

and 26 

 27 

WHEREAS, the Village has requested that Milwaukee County grant it a permanent 28 

easement to construct, operate, restore and maintain drainage facilities and related 29 

improvements in the Menomonee River Parkway; and 30 

 31 

WHEREAS, these improvements would occupy approximately 0.07 acre of 32 

Parkland; and 33 

 34 

 WHEREAS, the Village has offered compensation of $3,000 for this easement, 35 

approximately $43,000 per acre; and 36 

 37 

 WHEREAS, the proposed easement will provide the land rights needed to 38 

implement this portion of the roadway reconstruction project; and 39 

 40 

 WHEREAS, DPRC has reviewed the Village’s plans for their proposed improvements 41 

and finds them consistent with its present and future plans for the Parkway, with minimal 42 

impacts to the surrounding area; and 43 

 44 
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 2

 WHEREAS, the road and all areas disturbed by the construction, operation or 45 

maintenance of the drainage facilities will be constructed and restored to DPRC 46 

specifications at no cost to the County; and 47 

 48 

WHEREAS, appropriate County staff will review and approve all documents as 49 

required prior to execution; and 50 

 51 

 WHEREAS, the Parks Director has recommended that the authority to prepare, 52 

review, approve, execute and record all documents as required to execute the requested 53 

easement be granted to DPRC, the Department of Transportation and Public Works, 54 

Corporation Counsel, Risk Management, County Clerk, Register of Deeds, and the County 55 

Executive; now, therefore, 56 

 57 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors hereby 58 

authorizes the Parks Director, the Department of Transportation and Public Works, Risk 59 

Management, Corporation Counsel and Register of Deeds to negotiate, prepare, review, 60 

approve, execute and record all documents, and perform all actions as required to grant, 61 

execute and implement the required permits and easements to the Village of Menomonee 62 

Falls for the construction, operation, restoration and maintenance of the proposed road and 63 

drainage improvements within the Menomonee River Parkway; and 64 

 65 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the County Executive and County Clerk are 66 

authorized to execute the easement and required documents. 67 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 22, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: Authorization to Grant a Permanent Easement to the Village of Menomonee 
Falls to Construct, Operate, Restore and Maintain Drainage Facilities and Related 
Improvements in the Menomonee River Parkway  
  
  
 
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 3,000 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.   

 
A.  The Village of Menomonee Falls is reconstructing Mill Rd. from the Menomonee River to Lily 
Road in July 2011.  Part of this project is adjacent to the Menomonee River Parkway.  The 
Village has requested that Milwaukee County grant it a permanent easement to construct, 
operate, restore and maintain drainage facilities and related improvements in the Menomonee 
River Parkway.  These improvements would occupy approximately 0.07 acre of Parkland.  DPRC 
has reviewed the Village’s plans for their proposed improvements and finds them consistent with 
its present and future plans for the Parkway, with minimal impacts to the surrounding area. 
Appropriate County staff will review and approve all documents as required prior to execution. 
 
B.  The Village has offered $3,000 for this easement, approximately $43,000 per acre. 
 
C.  All road construction and areas disturbed by the construction, operation or maintenance of 
the road and drainage facilities will be restored to DPRC specifications at no cost to the County. 
 
D.  None. 
 
 
Department/Prepared By  Kevin Haley/DPRC  
 
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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Date:  March 4, 2011 

 

To:  Willie Johnson, Jr., Chair, Judiciary, Safety and General Services 

Gerry Broderick, Chair, Parks, Energy and Environment Committee 

   

From:  Sue Black, Director, Department of Parks, Recreation and Culture 

 

Subject: Renegotiation of the Farm and Fish Hatchery Lease between Milwaukee County 

and Hunger Task Force - Informational 

 

 

ISSUE 

The 2011 Adopted Operating Budget provided that the Director of the Department of Parks, 

Recreation and Culture (DPRC), Corporation Counsel and County Board staff will renegotiate the 

Farm and Fish Hatchery (FFH) lease with Hunger Task Force (HTF). 

 

BACKGROUND 

The 2010 Adopted Budget transferred FFH Operations from the Office of the Sheriff to DPRC as of 

July 1, 2010.  The transfer of FFH did take place and is complete.  Since the transition, DPRC has 

worked closely with HTF and the Office of the Sheriff to ensure that FFH operates effectively. 

 

The 2011 Adopted Operating Budget provided that DPRC, Corporation Counsel and County Board 

staff are to renegotiate the FFH lease with HTF, and include, as part of the renegotiations, moving 

away from the use of inmate labor at FFH to the hiring of job training program participants (e.g. 

New Hope and the Wisconsin Regional Training Partnership).  DPRC, Corporation Counsel and 

County Board staff have met with HTF to begin renegotiating the lease.  Also, the Office of the 

Sheriff has been informed that lease negotiations with HTF are taking place and that any concerns 

the Sheriff’s Office might have with the negotiations will be included in the discussions.  HTF has 

informed DPRC that as of 2011 HTF will no longer use inmate labor at FFH, instead HTF will 

employ transitional workers, in line with the County’s request it move away from the use of inmate 

labor at FFH in favor of job training participants. 

 

This effort continues to be a work in progress and we will report to the committee again after an 

agreement is reached. 

 

RECOMMENDATION 

No action requested.  Informational item unless further action required. 
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Prepared by: Paul Kuglitsch, Contract Services Officer/DPRC 

 

Recommended by:    Approved by: 

 

 

James Keegan, Chief of Administration and 

External Affairs 

Sue Black, Parks Director 

 

 

cc: County Executive Marvin Pratt 

E. Marie Broussard, Deputy Chief of Staff, County Executive’s Office 

 Terrence Cooley, Chief of Staff, County Board 

John Ruggini, Interim Fiscal & Budget Administrator, Admin & Fiscal Affairs/DAS 

Supv. Willi Johnson, Jr., Chairman, Judiciary, Safety and General Services Committee 

Supv. Lynne De Bruin, Vice-Chair, Judiciary, Safety and General Services Committee 

Supv. Gerry Broderick, Chairman, Parks, Energy & Environment Committee 

Supv. Joe Sanfelippo, Vice-Chair, Parks, Energy & Environment Committee 

Inspector Richard Schmidt, Office of the Sheriff 

Josh Fudge, Fiscal Mgt. Analyst, Admin & Fiscal Affairs/DAS 

Sarah Jankowski, Fiscal Mgt. Analyst, Admin & Fiscal Affairs/DAS 

Linda Durham, Judiciary, Safety and General Services Committee Clerk 

Rick Ceschin, Research Analyst, County Board 

Julie Esch, Research Analyst, County Board 
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By Supervisor Weishan 1 

 2 

 3 

A RESOLUTION 4 

 5 

Authorizing and directing the Director of the Department of Parks, Recreation and 6 

Culture to negotiate an agreement with the University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee that 7 

would continue student parking at the lakefront. 8 

 9 

 10 

WHEREAS, Milwaukee County provides parking at various lots and drives along 11 

the lakefront for University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee (UWM) students to use during the 12 

school year, consistent with an existing lease; and 13 

 14 

 WHEREAS, the lease expires at the end of the 2010-2011 school year; and 15 

 16 

 WHEREAS, the Parks Director indicated to UWM officials that the lease would 17 

not be renegotiated at the end of its term; and 18 

 19 

 WHEREAS, as a result, UWM secured parking for students at the former 20 

Columbia Hospital site for a $4/day fee, which students feel is financially more onerous 21 

than paying the current segregated fees for parking at the lakefront; and 22 

 23 

 WHEREAS, the Parks Department receives approximately $95,000 in annual 24 

revenue from the lease arrangement, which is critical at a time when the Department is 25 

losing revenue from the closure of the O’Donnell Park parking structure;  now, therefore, 26 

 27 

 BE IT RESOLVED, the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors hereby 28 

authorizes and directs the Director of the Department of Parks, Recreation and Culture 29 

to negotiate an agreement with the University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee that would 30 

continue student parking at the lakefront.  31 

 32 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: January 7, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 
SUBJECT: Authorizing and directing the Parks Director to negotiate an agreement with the 
University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee for shuttle bus service and student parking at the lakefront. 
 
   
 
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.   

 
 

Adoption of this resolution will not require an expenditure of funds; however, it will require an 
expenditure of staff time. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Department/Prepared By  Julie Esch, Legislative Research Analyst  
 
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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