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1

File No.  1 

(Journal March 17, 2011) 2 

 3 

(ITEM     )  From the Manager of Real Estate Services recommending the lease of 4 

freeway land located at the rear of 6635 South 13
th
 Street in the City of Milwaukee with 5 

Giuffre Bros. Cranes, Inc. 6 

 7 

WHEREAS, the Real Estate Section of the Department of Transportation and Public 8 

Works is responsible for leasing and managing freeway lands, subject to the approval 9 

of the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors, Wisconsin Department of 10 

Transportation (WDOT), and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA); and 11 

 12 

WHEREAS, Giuffre Bros. Cranes, Inc. (Giuffre) owns and operates a sales and 13 

services center at 6635 South 13
th
 Street in the City of Milwaukee; and 14 

 15 

WHEREAS, Giuffre has requested the use of a small strip of freeway land measuring 16 

490 feet in length with an average width of 13.25 feet (6,511 square feet). The subject 17 

strip of land is located to the rear of their property and will serve as an extension of their 18 

display area of commercial cranes and lifts; and 19 

 20 

WHEREAS, the Real Estate staff has been in contact with the real estate staff of 21 

WDOT and they concur with leasing the area to Giuffre by means of a standard five (5) 22 

year Air Space lease; and 23 

 24 

WHEREAS, pursuant to standard procedures, staff obtained an appraisal to determine 25 

the fair market rental of the subject land area for the standard five (5) year lease period. 26 

The appraiser concluded a fair market rental of $65.00 per month and WDOT has 27 

approved the appraiser’s conclusion of value. Giuffre will be relocating the freeway 28 

fence at their expense; and 29 

 30 

WHEREAS, the Committee on Transportation, Public Works, and Transit at their 31 

meeting on March 2, 2011 recommended approval of a standard five (5) year lease 32 

commencing May 1, 2011 with Giuffre Bros. Cranes, Inc. and/or assigns at a monthly 33 

rental of $65.00. This recommendation is subject to the approval of the WDOT and 34 

FHWA; now, therefore, 35 

 36 

BE IT RESOLVED, that the County Executive and the County Clerk are hereby 37 

authorized to enter into the standard five year lease agreement with Giuffre Bros. 38 

Cranes, Inc. and/or assigns at a monthly rental of $65.00 for the use of the above 39 

described strip of freeway land. 40 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 14, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: From the Manager of Real Estate Services recommending the lease of freeway land 
located at the rear of 6635 South 13th Street in the City of Milwaukee with Giuffre Bros. Cranes, Inc.. 
  
  
 
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  260  390 

Revenue  520   780 

Net Cost  -260   -390 

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.   

 
 Current year revenue reflects eight months of the $65 per month rental revenue ( 8 months X 
$65 per month = $520). Current year expenditure represents State's one-half share of monthly 
revenue ( 8 months X $65 per month X 1/2 = $260). Subsequent year revenue reflect twelve 
months of the $65 per month rental revenue ( 12 months X $65 per month = $780). Subsequent 
expenditure represents State's one-half share of monthly revenue ( 12 months X $65 per month X 
1/2 = $390). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Department/Prepared By  Transportation & Public Works/Gerald A. Baker  
 
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. ____________ 1 

 Journal ____________ 2 

 3 

 4 

(ITEM) From Director of the Department of Public Works, requesting 5 

authorization to amend an agreement with Weiss & Company to include an update of 6 

the 2005 economic impact study of Milwaukee County’s General Mitchell International 7 

and Lawrence J. Timmerman Airports by recommending adoption of the following 8 

resolution: 9 

 10 

A RESOLUTION 11 

 12 

 WHEREAS, as part of the Airport’s adopted 2011 budget, funding was included 13 

to conduct an economic impact study update of General Mitchell International and 14 

Lawrence J. Timmerman Airports; and, 15 

 16 

 WHEREAS, Weiss & Company, a certified DBE, was contracted in January 2009 17 

to provide marketing and public relations services for the Airport, with a contract value 18 

of $125,000 annually for a four-year term; and, 19 

 20 

WHEREAS, Weiss & Company will use results of the economic impact study 21 

update in its marketing, public relations and communications efforts on behalf of the 22 

Airport; and 23 

 24 

 WHEREAS, Weiss & Company has proposed to partner with Martin Associates, 25 

an economic research firm, on the study update; and, 26 

 27 

 WHEREAS, the Committee on Transportation & Public Works, after due 28 

consideration, concurs with the staff recommendation to amend the contract of Weiss & 29 

Company to include an update of the 2005 economic impact study of General Mitchell 30 

International and Lawrence J. Timmerman Airports; now, therefore, 31 

 32 

 BE IT RESOLVED; that the Director of the Department of Public Works and the 33 

County Clerk are hereby authorized to amend, by $80,000, the January 2009 34 

agreement with Weiss & Company to conduct an update of the 2005 economic impact 35 

study of General Mitchell International and Lawrence J. Timmerman Airports at a total 36 

cost of $205,000. 37 

 38 

FISCAL NOTE: Funding for this work was included in the Airport Division’s 2011 39 

Professional Services Budget.  There is no tax levy impact.  40 

 41 

 42 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February  7, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 

SUBJECT: ECONOMIC IMPACT STUDY OF MILWAUKEE COUNTY’S GENERAL 

MITCHELL INTERNATIONAL AND LAWRENCE J. TIMMERMAN 

AIRPORTS 

 
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.   

 
Funding for this work was included in the Airport Division’s 2011 Professional 

Services Budget.  There is no tax levy impact.  

 

Department/Prepared by:  Patricia Rowe, Airport Public Relations & Marketing Manager 
 
 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
Reviewed by: 
 
 
 
H:\Private\Clerk Typist\Aa01\TPW&T 11\FISCAL NOTE - EconomicImpactStudy.doc 

                                                 
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.    1 

Journal,     2 

 3 

 (ITEM     ) From the Director of Transportation and Public Works, requesting 4 

authorization to approve the sale of the Signature Flight Support hangar facility at 5 

General Mitchell International Airport to Air Cargo Carriers, LLC and to amend 6 

Airport Agreement No. BO-1180 between Signature Flight Support and Milwaukee 7 

County, by recommending adoption of the following. 8 

 9 

RESOLUTION 10 

 11 

WHEREAS, on October 30, 1997, Milwaukee County entered into a lease 12 

(Airport Agreement No. BO-1180) with Signature Flight Support for the lease of land 13 

and buildings at GMIA on which to operate a fixed base operator; and 14 

 15 

WHEREAS, the agreement has a term of twenty-five (25) years, commencing 16 

June 1, 1998; and 17 

 18 

WHEREAS, Signature Flight Support has requested that Milwaukee County 19 

approve the sale of the hangar facility within its leasehold under Airport No. BO-20 

1180 to Air Cargo Carriers, LLC, and amend its leasehold agreement through the 21 

relinquishment of land associated with the hangar facility; and 22 

 23 

 WHEREAS, the Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee at its 24 

meeting of March 2, 2011 recommended approval (vote          ) of the sale of the 25 

Signature Flight Support hangar facility to Air Cargo Carriers, LLC and to amend 26 

Airport Agreement No. BO-1180 between Signature Flight Support and Milwaukee 27 

County, now, therefore, 28 

 29 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation and Public Works and 30 

the County Clerk are hereby authorized to approve of the sale of the Signature Flight 31 

Support hangar facility to Air Cargo Carriers, LLC and to amend Airport Agreement 32 

No. BO-1180 between Signature Flight Support and Milwaukee County. 33 

 34 

 35 

 36 
H:\Private\Clerk Typist\Aa01\TPW&T 11\RESOLUTION - SFS to ACC.doc 37 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 8, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 
SUBJECT: SALE OF HANGAR FROM SIGNATURE FLIGHT SUPPORT TO AIR CARGO 

CARRIERS, LLC, AND AMENDMENT TO AIRPORT AGREEMENT NO. BO-1180 
 

 
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.   

 
Ground rental paid by Signature Flight Support will be picked up by Air Cargo 
Carriers.  There will be no impact to the tax levy of Milwaukee County. 

 
Department/Prepared by:  Steve Wright, A.A.E., Airport Properties Manager 
 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
Reviewed by: 
 
 
H:\Private\Clerk Typist\Aa01\TPW&T 11\FISCAL NOTE - SFS to ACC.doc 

                                                 
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.    1 

Journal,     2 

 3 

 (ITEM     ) From the Director of Transportation and Public Works 4 

requesting authorization to approve the purchase of the Signature Flight Support 5 

hangar by Air Cargo Carriers, LLC and for Milwaukee County to enter into a new 6 

lease agreement with Air Cargo Carriers, LLC at General Mitchell International 7 

Airport, by recommending adoption of the following. 8 

 9 

RESOLUTION 10 

 11 

WHEREAS, Air Cargo Carriers, LLC (Air Cargo Carriers) is requesting to 12 

enter into an agreement for the lease of approximately 99,279 square feet of land 13 

at GMIA on which to operate and maintain an aircraft hangar upon County Board 14 

consent to the sale of an aircraft hangar from Signature Flight Support; and 15 

 16 

WHEREAS, the land is a combination of land previously leased under 17 

Airport Agreement Nos. BO-1180 and OL-1333; and 18 

 19 

WHEREAS, Air Cargo Carriers is a current tenant of GMIA, which owns 20 

and leases land in the Northwest Hangar Area to support its air freight operation; 21 

and 22 

 23 

 WHEREAS, the Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee at its 24 

meeting of March 2, 2011 recommended approval (vote          ) of the purchase 25 

of the Signature Flight Support hangar by Air Cargo Carriers and for Milwaukee 26 

County to enter into a new lease agreement with Air Cargo Carriers, LLC, now, 27 

therefore, 28 

 29 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation and Public Works 30 

and the County Clerk are hereby authorized to approve the purchase of the 31 

Signature Flight Support hangar by Air Cargo Carriers and for Milwaukee County 32 

to enter into a new lease agreement with Air Cargo Carriers, LLC under the 33 

standard terms and conditions as other hangar plot lease agreements at General 34 

Mitchell International Airport, inclusive of the following: 35 

 36 

1. The term of the agreement shall be for five (5) years, effective on the 37 

date of sale with an option to renew the agreement for an additional 38 

term of five (5) years. 39 

 40 

2. Rental for the 99,279 square feet of land on which the hangar is 41 

located shall be at $0.3033 per square foot per annum (based upon 42 

the latest appraised fair market value), subject to adjustment each July 43 

1 based on the Consumer Price Index (All Urban Consumers) for the 44 

Milwaukee area, which is computed by comparing the then-current 45 

January index with the index of the preceding January. 46 

 47 

3. The agreement shall contain the current standard insurance and 48 

environmental language for similar hangar land lease agreements. 49 

 50 
H:\Private\Clerk Typist\Aa01\TPW&T 11\RESOLUTION - ACC Purchase of SFS Hangar.doc 51 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 8, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 

SUBJECT: PURCHASE OF SIGNATURE FLIGHT SUPPORT HANGAR BY AIR CARGO 
CARRIERS, LLC AND NEW LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN MILWAUKEE 

COUNTY AND AIR CARGO CARRIERS, LLC 
 

 
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  

 
 

TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 34



 
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.   

 
Airport revenue will be $30,111.32 year year. 

 
Department/Prepared by:  Steve Wright, A.A.E., Airport Properties Manager 
 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
Reviewed by: 
 
 
H:\Private\Clerk Typist\Aa01\TPW&T 11\FISCAL NOTE - ACC Purchase of SFS Hangar.doc 

                                                 
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.    1 

Journal,     2 

 3 

 (ITEM     ) From the Director of Transportation and Public Works requesting 4 

authorization to approve the sale of the hangar owned by Dr. Ted Silver at General 5 

Mitchell International Airport to Charles F. Zens and to terminate the lease between 6 

Milwaukee County and Dr. Ted Silver, by recommending adoption of the following. 7 

 8 

RESOLUTION 9 

 10 

WHEREAS, On February 20, 1996, Milwaukee County entered into a lease 11 

agreement (Airport Agreement No. HP-1151) with Dr. Ted Silver for the lease of 12 

approximately 5,100 square feet of land at GMIA on which to build and maintain an 13 

aircraft hangar; and 14 

 15 

WHEREAS, the agreement was for an initial term of five (5) years, 16 

commencing September 16, 1993, with Dr. Silver having the option to renew the 17 

agreement for three (3) additional five (5) year terms; and 18 

 19 

WHEREAS, Dr. Ted Silver is now requesting that Milwaukee County approve 20 

the sale of his hangar facility to Charles F. Zens and approve the termination of 21 

Airport Agreement HP-1151; and 22 

 23 

 WHEREAS, the Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee at its 24 

meeting of March 2, 2011 recommended approval (vote          ) of the sale of the 25 

hangar owned by Dr. Ted Silver at General Mitchell International Airport to Charles 26 

F. Zens and to terminate the lease between Milwaukee County and Dr. Ted Silver, 27 

now, therefore, 28 

 29 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation and Public Works and 30 

the County Clerk are hereby authorized to approve the sale of the hangar owned by 31 

Dr. Ted Silver at General Mitchell International Airport to Charles F. Zens and to 32 

terminate the lease between Milwaukee County and Dr. Ted Silver 33 

 34 
H:\Private\Clerk Typist\Aa01\TPW&T 11\RESOLUTION - Silver to Zens.doc 35 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 8, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 

SUBJECT: SALE OF HANGAR FROM DR. TED SILVER TO CHARLES F. ZENS AND 

TERMINATION OF LEASE BETWEEN MILWAUKEE COUNTY AND TED 

SILVER 

 

 
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.   

 
Ground rental paid by Ted Silver will be picked up by Charles Zens. 
There will be no impact to the tax levy of Milwaukee County. 

 
Department/Prepared by:   Steven Wright, A.A.E., Airport Properties Manager 
 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
Reviewed by: 
 
 
H:\Private\Clerk Typist\Aa01\TPW&T 11\FISCAL NOTE - Silver to Zens.doc 

                                                 
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.   

 
TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 39



TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 40

nancysebastian
Typewritten Text
11



TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 41



File No.    1 

Journal,     2 

 3 

 (ITEM     ) From the Director of Transportation and Public Works requesting 4 

authorization to approve the purchase of the hangar owned by Dr. Ted Silver at 5 

General Mitchell International Airport by Charles F. Zens and enter into a new lease 6 

agreement between Milwaukee County and Charles F. Zens, by recommending 7 

adoption of the following. 8 

 9 

RESOLUTION 10 

 11 

WHEREAS, Charles F. Zens is requesting to enter into a lease agree-ment for 12 

approximately 5,100 square feet of land at GMIA on which to operate and maintain 13 

an aircraft hangar upon County Board approval to the sale of an aircraft hangar from 14 

Dr. Ted Silver to Charles F. Zens; and 15 

 16 

WHEREAS, Mr. Zens has requested that the agreement be made coterminous 17 

with his other airport agreement Airport No. HP-1907, commencing on the date of 18 

sale; and 19 

 20 

WHEREAS, HP-1907 terminates October 14, 2013; and 21 

 22 

WHEREAS, Charles Zens is a current tenant of GMIA and owns and leases 23 

several hangars in the northeast hangar area of GMIA to support his air freight 24 

operation, now therefore, 25 

 26 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation and Public Works and 27 

the County Clerk are hereby authorized to approve the purchase of the Ted Silver 28 

hangar by Charles F. Zens and for Milwaukee County to enter into a new lease 29 

agreement with Charles F. Zens under the standard terms and conditions as other 30 

hangar plot lease agreements at General Mitchell International Airport, inclusive of 31 

the following: 32 

 33 

1. The term of the agreement shall be coterminous with Airport No. 34 

HP-1907, effective on the date of sale. 35 

 36 

2. Rental for the 5,100 square feet of land on which the hangar is 37 

located shall be at $0.2528 per square foot per annum (based upon the latest 38 

appraised fair market value), subject to adjustment each July 1 based on the 39 

Consumer Price Index (All Urban Consumers) for the Milwaukee area, which 40 

is computed by comparing the then-current January index with the index of 41 

the preceding January. 42 

 43 

3. The agreement shall contain the current standard insurance and 44 

environmental language for similar hangar land lease agreements. 45 

 46 

 WHEREAS, the Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee at its 47 

meeting of March 2, 2011 recommended approval (vote          ) of the purchase of 48 
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the hangar owned by Dr. Ted Silver at General Mitchell International Airport by 49 

Charles F. Zens and to enter into a new lease agreement between Milwaukee 50 

County and Charles F. Zens, now, therefore, 51 

 52 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation and Public Works and 53 

the County Clerk are hereby authorized to approve the purchase of the hangar 54 

owned by Dr. Ted Silver at General Mitchell International Airport by Charles F. 55 

Zens and to enter into a new lease agreement between Milwaukee County and 56 

Charles F. Zens. 57 

 58 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 8, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 

SUBJECT: PURCHASE OF DR. TED SILVER HANGAR BY CHARLES F. ZENS AND 

ENTRANCE OF NEW LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN MILWAUKEE 

COUNTY AND CHARLES F. ZENS 
 

 
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.   

 
Airport revenue will be $1,289.28 per year. 

 
Department/Prepared by:   Steven Wright, A.A.E., Airport Properties Manager 
 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
Reviewed by: 
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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.    1 

Journal,     2 

 3 

 (ITEM     ) From the Director of Transportation and Public Works, requesting 4 

authorization to approve the sale of the Everbrite Investment Co. hangar facility at 5 

General Mitchell International Airport to Freight Runners Express, Inc., and terminate 6 

the lease agreement between Milwaukee County and Everbrite Investment Co., by 7 

recommending adoption of the following. 8 

 9 

RESOLUTION 10 

 11 

WHEREAS, On July 13, 2006, Milwaukee County entered into Lease Agreement 12 

No. HP-1557 with Everbrite Investment Co. (Everbrite) for the lease of approximately 13 

10,000 square feet of land on which to operate and maintain an aircraft hangar at GMIA; 14 

and 15 

 16 

WHEREAS, the agreement was for an initial term of five (5) years, commencing 17 

June 1, 2006, with Everbrite having the option to renew the agreement for one (1) 18 

additional term of five (5) years; and 19 

 20 

WHEREAS, Everbrite is now requesting that Milwaukee County approve the sale 21 

of its hangar facility to Freight Runners Express, Inc. (Freight Runners), and consent to 22 

the termination of its Lease Agreement No. HP-1557; and 23 

 24 

 WHEREAS, the Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee at its 25 

meeting of March 2, 2011 recommended approval (vote          ) of the sale of the 26 

Everbrite Investment Co. hangar facility at General Mitchell International Airport to 27 

Freight Runners Express, Inc., and terminate the lease agreement between 28 

Milwaukee County and Everbrite Investment Co.,, now, therefore, 29 

 30 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation and Public Works and 31 

the County Clerk are hereby authorized to approve the sale of the Everbrite 32 

Investment Co. hangar facility at General Mitchell International Airport to Freight 33 

Runners Express, Inc., and terminate the lease agreement between Milwaukee 34 

County and Everbrite Investment Co. 35 

 36 

 37 
H:\Private\Clerk Typist\Aa01\TPW&T 11\Resolution - Everbrite to Freight Runners Express.doc 38 

TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 47



 
MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 10, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 

SUBJECT: SALE OF HANGAR AND TERMINATION OF LEASE AGREEMENT  

NO. HP-1557 BY EVERBRITE INVESTMENT CO., TO FREIGHT RUNNERS 

EXPRESS, INC. 

 

 
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.   

 
                 Ground rent paid by Everbrite Investment Co. will be picked  
                 up by Freight Runners. 
 
Department/Prepared by:   Steve Wright, A.A.E., Airport Properties Manager 
 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
Reviewed by: 
 

                                                 
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. 1 

  Journal 2 

 3 

(ITEM      ) From the Director of Transportation and Public Works recommending 4 

that Milwaukee County approve the purchase of the Everbrite Investment Co. hangar by 5 

Freight Runners Express Inc., and to enter into a new lease agreement with Freight 6 

Runners Express, Inc., by recommending adoption of the following. 7 

 8 

RESOLUTION 9 

 10 

WHEREAS, Freight Runners Express, Inc. (Freight Runners) is requesting to 11 

enter into a new agreement for the lease of approximately 10,000 square feet of land at 12 

GMIA on which to operate and maintain an aircraft hangar upon County Board approval 13 

of the sale of the aircraft hangar from Everbrite Investment Co. (Everbrite) to Freight 14 

Runners; and 15 

 16 

WHEREAS, the new agreement shall be for an initial term of fifteen (15) years, 17 

commencing upon the date of sale between Everbrite and Freight Runners; and 18 

 19 

WHEREAS, Freight Runners is a current tenant of GMIA, which owns and leases 20 

several hangars in the northeast hangar area to support its air freight operations; and 21 

 22 

 WHEREAS, the Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee, at its 23 

meeting on March 2, 2011, recommended approval (vote          ) for Freight Runners to 24 

purchase the Everbrite hangar and for Milwaukee County to enter into a new lease 25 

agreement with Freight Runners, now, therefore, 26 

 27 

 BE IT RESOLVED that the Director of Transportation and Public Works and the 28 

County Clerk are hereby authorized to approve the purchase of the Everbrite 29 

Investment Co. hangar by Freight Runners Express, Inc., and 30 

 31 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Director of Transportation and Public 32 

Works and the County Clerk are hereby authorized to enter into a new lease agreement 33 

with Freight Runners Express, Inc., under the standard terms and conditions as other 34 

hangar plot lease agreements at General Mitchell International Airport, inclusive of the 35 

following: 36 

 37 

1. The term of the agreement shall be for fifteen (15) years, effective on the 38 

date of sale. 39 

 40 

2. Rental for the 10,000 square feet of land on which the hangar is located 41 

shall be at $0.2528 per square foot per annum (based upon the latest 42 

appraised fair market value), subject to adjustment each July 1 based on 43 

the increase or decrease in the Consumer Price Index (All Urban 44 

Consumers) for the Milwaukee area, which is computed by comparing the 45 

then-current January index with the index of the preceding January. 46 

 47 

3. The agreement shall contain the current standard insurance and 48 
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environmental language for similar hangar land lease agreements. 49 

 50 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 10, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 

SUBJECT: PURCHASE OF EVERBRITE INVESTMENT CO. HANGAR BY FREIGHT 

RUNNERS EXPRESS, INC., AND NEW LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN 

MILWAUKEE COUNTY AND FREIGHT RUNNERS EXPRESS, INC. 

 
 

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.   

 
          Airport ground rental revenue will be $2,528.00 per year. 
 
Department/Prepared by:   Steve Wright, A.A.E., Airport Properties Manager 
 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
Reviewed by: 
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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.   
 

TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 55



TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 56

nancysebastian
Typewritten Text
14



TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 57



File No.    1 

Journal,     2 

 3 

 (ITEM     ) From the Director of Transportation and Public Works requesting 4 

authorization for Milwaukee County to enter into a new land lease agreement with 5 

Freight Runners Express, Inc., at General Mitchell International Airport, by 6 

recommending adoption of the following: 7 

 8 

RESOLUTION 9 

 10 

WHEREAS, on January 16, 1989, Milwaukee County entered into Airport 11 

Agreement No. HP-980 with Mechanical Industries for the lease of land on which to 12 

construct an aircraft hangar at GMIA; and 13 

 14 

WHEREAS, the initial term of the agreement was for five (5) years beginning 15 

December 1, 1988, and ending November 30, 1993, with the option to renew the 16 

agreement for three (3) additional five (5) year terms; and 17 

 18 

WHEREAS, HP-980 was then assigned per an Assignment of Lease document 19 

to Freight Runners Express, Inc. (Freight Runners) effective February 16, 1995; and 20 

 21 

WHEREAS, Freight Runners subsequently exercised a five-year renewal 22 

option of the agreement on July 15, 1994; and 23 

 24 

WHEREAS, HP-980 expired on November 30, 2010; and 25 

 26 

WHEREAS, a month-to-month extension was entered into in order to 27 

accommodate this transaction; and 28 

 29 

WHEREAS, Freight Runners is now requesting that the 19,533 square feet of 30 

land leased under HP-980 be included in a new land lease commencing December 31 

1, 2010, and ending November 30, 2025; and 32 

 33 

WHEREAS, Freight Runners is currently a tenant of GMIA and owns and 34 

leases several hangars in the northeast hangar area to support its air freight 35 

operation; and 36 

 37 

WHEREAS, Freight Runners has requested to expand its commercial 38 

aeronautical services by offering aircraft management services as well as airframe 39 

and engine maintenance and repair and/or modification services; and 40 

 41 

 WHEREAS, the Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee at its 42 

meeting of March 2, 2011 recommended approval (vote          ) for Milwaukee 43 

County to enter into a new land lease agreement with Freight Runners Express, Inc., 44 

now therefore, 45 

 46 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation and Public Works and 47 

the County Clerk are hereby authorized to enter into a new land lease agreement 48 
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with Freight Runners Express, Inc., under the standard terms and conditions as other 49 

hangar plot lease agreements at General Mitchell International Airport, inclusive of 50 

the following: 51 

 52 

1. The term of the agreement shall be for fifteen (15) years, effective December 53 

1, 2010. 54 

 55 

2. Rental for the 19,533 square feet of land on which the hangar is located shall 56 

be at $0.2528 per square foot per annum (based upon the latest appraised 57 

fair market value), subject to adjustment each July 1 based upon the 58 

Consumer Price Index (All Urban Consumers) for the Milwaukee area, which 59 

is computed by comparing the then-current January index with the index of 60 

the preceding January. 61 

 62 

3. The agreement shall contain the current standard insurance and 63 

environmental language for similar hangar land lease agreements. 64 

 65 

 66 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 9, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 

SUBJECT: NEW LAND LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN MILWAUKEE COUNTY 
GENERAL MITCHELL INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT AND FREIGHT 

RUNNERS EXPRESS, INC. 
 

 
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.   

 
Airport revenue will be $4,937.94 per year. 

 
Department/Prepared by:   Steven Wright, A.A.E., Airport Properties Manager 
 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
Reviewed by: 
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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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1 

  File No. 1 

  Journal 2 

 3 

(Item      ) From the Director of Transportation & Public Works requesting the 4 

amendment of Section 4.05.04 of the Milwaukee County Code of General Ordinances, 5 

to establish a fee structure for courtesy vehicles to regulate commercial curbside 6 

operations at General Mitchell International Airport, by recommending adoption of the 7 

following: 8 

 9 

RESOLUTION/ORDINANCE 10 

 11 

WHEREAS, County Ordinance 4.05.04 defines “Courtesy Vehicle” as those 12 

vehicle(s) operated to and from General Mitchell International Airport incident to 13 

revenue-producing commercial or private activities of hotels, motels, parking lots or 14 

automobile rental offices or facilities located off of airport premises and not under 15 

contract at the airport. Courtesy Vehicles must be owned and operated by the specific 16 

company transporting its patron(s), without cost to its patron(s), and must be clearly 17 

indentified with its company name painted on both exterior sides of each vehicle(s); and 18 

 19 

WHEREAS, over the past year there has been a significant increase in 20 

passenger traffic at General Mitchell International Airport (GMIA), which has translated 21 

into a significant increase in passenger and vehicle traffic at the commercial curbside; 22 

and 23 

 24 

WHEREAS, the Airport is limited to 148 feet of curb space to accommodate the 25 

parking requirements of fifty-four (54) hotels operating sixty-three (63) Courtesy 26 

Vehicles and three (3) off-airport commercial parking lots operating twelve (12) 27 

Courtesy Vehicles; and 28 

 29 

WHEREAS, Airport staff’s observation of the operations in this area has led 30 

Airport Staff to conclude that significant problems stem from the large number of 31 

Courtesy Vehicles using the curbside and the amount of time that some of those 32 

vehicles spend parked at the curbside; and 33 

 34 

WHEREAS, the volume and duration of Courtesy Vehicle traffic present an 35 

access problem at the curbside; and 36 

 37 

WHEREAS, Airport Staff has also found that in the past five (5) years there have 38 

been fourteen (14) hotels/motels built within five (5) miles of the Airport, most of which 39 

offer transportation to and from GMIA. A number of new hotels are planned to be 40 

constructed in the area with plans for additional off-airport parking operations; and 41 

 42 

WHEREAS, the 2010 Airport Ground Transportation Association Survey shows 43 

that many of the nation’s airports have installed Automated Vehicle Identification (AVI) 44 

Systems that require courtesy vehicles to pay a use fee as well as dwell time fees as a 45 

method for regulating and relieving traffic congestion at their curbsides. Airports have 46 
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found that when hotels and parking companies are charged use and dwell time fees, 47 

both the number of trips into an airport and the duration of those trips are reduced, thus 48 

creating less congestion at the curbside; and 49 

 50 

WHEREAS, by allowing the installation of a full AVI system at GMIA, Airport Staff 51 

would be able to make incremental changes to use and dwell time fees in order to better 52 

use the commercial curb space and monitor revenue more efficiently with no increase in 53 

manpower requirements and 54 

 55 

WHEREAS, the Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee, at its 56 

meeting of March 2, 2011, recommended approval (vote _______) of the request to 57 

amend Section 4.05.04 of the Milwaukee County Code of General Ordinances, to 58 

establish a fee structure for courtesy vehicles to regulate commercial curbside 59 

operations at General Mitchell International Airport, now therefore, 60 

 61 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation and Public Works and the 62 

Airport Director are hereby authorized to amend Section 4.05.04 of the Milwaukee 63 

County Code of General Ordinances, to establish a fee structure for courtesy vehicles to 64 

regulate commercial curbside operations at General Mitchell International Airport, with 65 

such amendments to become effective one year from passage: 66 

 67 

AN ORDINANCE 68 

 69 

To amend Section 4.05.04 of the General Ordinances of Milwaukee County, 70 

relating to Courtesy Cars at County Airports. 71 

 72 

SECTION 1.  Section 4.05.04 of the General Ordinances of Milwaukee County, is 73 

hereby revised to read: 74 

 75 

4.05.04.   Courtesy cars. 76 

 77 

(1)   Definition.  "Courtesy car," under this section, means those vehicle(s) 78 

operated to and from General Mitchell International Airport as an incident to 79 

revenue producing commercial or private activities of hotels, motels, parking lots 80 

or automobile rental offices or facilities located off of airport premises and not 81 

under contract at the airport. Courtesy car(s) must be owned and operated by the 82 

specific company transporting its patron(s), without cost to its patron(s), and must 83 

be clearly identified with company name painted on both exterior sides of each 84 

vehicle(s). 85 

 86 

(2)   Licenses, permits, fees. 87 

 88 

(a)   All applications for courtesy car permit(s) shall be made to the airport 89 

director and be accompanied by the payment of a nonrefundable 90 

application fee of twenty-five dollars ($25.00). The annual permit fee shall 91 

be five hundred dollars ($500.00) per vehicle for all courtesy cars except 92 
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those owned by an Off-Airport Car Rental Company which shall pay an 93 

annual permit fee of one hundred fifty dollars ($150.00) per vehicle. The fee 94 

for permits applied for after April 1 of any year shall be prorated for the 95 

remaining portion of that year. Payment of the fee shall be made to the 96 

airport director who will then issue a decal for each vehicle. The Ddecal 97 

shall be mounted on the inside lower left-hand corner of the windshield, the 98 

left-hand corner being on the driver's left when seated behind the wheel. 99 

This permit shall be issued for each vehicle and is not transferable to any 100 

other vehicle. If a vehicle is replaced, which has previously been permitted, 101 

the permit shall be cancelled and application shall be made to the airport 102 

director for a replacement permit at an additional fee of ten dollars ($10.00). 103 

 104 

(b) In addition to purchasing and displaying an airport courtesy car 105 

permit, all courtesy cars shall purchase one (1) Radio Frequency 106 

Identification Device (RFID) tag in the amount of thirty dollars ($30.00) per 107 

vehicle, to be displayed in an area of the vehicle that is easily read by 108 

Airport Automated Vehicle Identification System (AVI) Equipment. Having 109 

purchased and installed the hang tag an operator can only pick up in the 110 

area designated by the airport director or his designated representative.  All 111 

courtesy cars shall be charged a user fee of $2.00 per circuit through the 112 

baggage claim drive.  Any vehicle that dwells on the baggage claim 113 

roadway for more than fifteen (15) minutes shall be subject to the following 114 

charges:  Twenty-five cents (.25) for the first fifteen (15) minutes and fifteen 115 

cents (.15) for each three (3) minute increment thereafter. 116 

 117 

(c) Any hotel courtesy or off-airport parking shuttle vehicle operator 118 

found picking up patrons in an area other than the area designated by the 119 

airport director or his designated representative for such activity shall be 120 

fined one hundred dollars ($100.00) per occurrence. Any hotel or off-airport 121 

parking vehicle operator caught making any route deviations to circumvent 122 

detection by AVI equipment shall be fined one hundred dollars ($100.00) 123 

per occurrence. 124 

 125 

(d) Non payment of the above fines within thirty (30) days of said fine 126 

will result in the deactivation of the assigned AVI tag. The offending 127 

company shall be notified by certified mail of the AVI tag deactivation within 128 

two (2) working days of said action. Once a hang tag has been deactivated 129 

it shall not be reactivated for a period of fifteen (15) working days. When 130 

notified of the deactivation the offending company shall not make any 131 

passenger pickups on airport property until AVI tag(s) have been 132 

reactivated. If the offending company continues to operate after hang tag 133 

deactivation the company’s courtesy car operating permit(s) to operate an 134 

airport courtesy car on airport premises shall be revoked for a period of one 135 

(1) year.  136 

 137 
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(e) The airport director shall be permitted to adjust user fees in twenty-138 

five (25) cent increments and dwell time fees in five (5) cent increments to 139 

regulate curb space utilization in the Hotel and Off-Airport Courtesy Car 140 

parking area. Rate increases cannot exceed seventy-five (75) cents in a 141 

twelve (12) month period without County Board Approval. 142 

 143 

(bf) Any person or business entity who is not in possession of the 144 

necessary licenses, or permits, or RFID tags required under this section or 145 

by any other law, rule, or regulation, or any operator of a courtesy car(s), 146 

and who operates at General Mitchell International Airport in such a manner 147 

as to constitute doing business, or who attempts to do business thereon 148 

shall, without limitation because of enumeration, be deemed to be in 149 

violation of chapter 4 of the Code and shall be subject to a fine or forfeiture 150 

for such violation in the amount of one hundred dollars ($100.00) per 151 

occurrence. 152 

 153 

(cg) The airport director may approve or deny any application for a 154 

permit as described in this subsection. 155 

 156 

(dh) A temporary courtesy car permit, for a period not exceeding ten 157 

(10) days, may be issued by the airport director. The temporary airport 158 

permit fee shall be ten dollars ($10.00). Said temporary permit cannot be 159 

renewed. All rights and privileges granted herein for the annual permit, 160 

being replaced by said temporary permit, shall be suspended for the 161 

duration of the temporary permit. 162 

 163 

SECTION 2.  This ordinance shall become effective one year from passage. 164 

 165 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 9, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: ESTABLISHMENT OF A FEE STRUCTURE IN MILWAUKEE COUNTY 

ORDINANCE 4.05 FOR COURTESY VEHICLES AT GENERAL MITCHELL 

INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT TO REGULATE COMMERCIAL CURBSIDE 

 

 
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 $200,000 0 

Revenue $200,000       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.   

 
An estimated $180,000 per year will be generated by courtesy vehicle fees.  The 
initial cost of the system is estimated at $200,000.   
 

 
Department/Prepared by:  John V. Moore, Airport Operations Manager - Landside 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
Reviewed by: 
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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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1 

  File No. 1 

  Journal 2 

 3 

(Item     ) From the Director of Transportation & Public Works requesting Airport 4 

Agreement No. OL-1954 between Milwaukee County and Tug Service Centers Network 5 

(Georgia), LLC be amended to continue on a month-to-month basis at General Mitchell 6 

International Airport (GMIA) by recommending adoption of the following: 7 

 8 

RESOLUTION 9 

 10 

WHEREAS, Milwaukee County General Ordinance 4.31(a)(6) authorizes the Airport 11 

Director to enter into month-to-month agreements not to exceed one year; and 12 

 13 

WHEREAS, on June 19, 2009, the Airport Director entered into Airport Agreement 14 

No. OL-1954 with Tug Service Centers Network (Georgia), LLC for the month-to-month 15 

rental of approximately 5,919 square feet of space in GMIA Air Cargo Building No. 3-02; 16 

and 17 

 18 

WHEREAS, the Agreement began on April 1, 2009, and ends March 31, 2011 per 19 

Amendment No. 1 to OL-1954; and 20 

 21 

WHEREAS, Tug Service Centers Network is requesting to continue the Agreement 22 

beyond March 31, 2011; and 23 

 24 

WHEREAS, the Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee, at its meeting 25 

on ____________________,  recommended that the Airport Director amend Airport 26 

Agreement No. OL-1954 between Milwaukee County and Tug Service Centers Network 27 

(Georgia), LLC to continue the agreement on a month-to-month basis at General Mitchell 28 

International Airport, effective April 1, 2011; now therefore, 29 

 30 

BE IT RESOLVED that the Airport Director is hereby authorized to amend Airport 31 

Agreement No. OL-1954 between Milwaukee County and Tug Service Centers Network 32 

(Georgia), LLC to continue the agreement on a month-to-month basis at General Mitchell 33 

International Airport, effective April 1, 2011. 34 

 35 
H:\Private\Clerk Typist\Aa01\TPW&T 11\RESOLUTION - Tug Technologies Agreement Extension.doc 36 

TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 78



 
MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 8, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 

SUBJECT: CONTINUATION OF AIRPORT AGREEMENT NO. OL-1954 WITH TUG 

SERVICE CENTERS NETWORK (GEORGIA) LLC AT GENERAL MITCHELL 

INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT 
 

 
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.   

 
The current rental is $4,932.50 per month.  There is no effect 
on the tax levy of Milwaukee County. 

 
Department/Prepared by:   Steve Wright, A.A.E., Airport Properties Manager 
 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
Reviewed by: 
 

                                                 
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.   
 

TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 80



TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 81

nancysebastian
Typewritten Text
17



TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 82



File No.    1 

Journal     2 

 3 

 (ITEM      ) From the Director of Transportation and Public Works requesting that 4 

Milwaukee County enter into a building and parking lease agreement with ACC Holding, 5 

Inc. (Air Cargo Carriers) at the former 440th Air Force Reserve Station (ARS) at General 6 

Mitchell International Airport (GMIA) by recommending adoption of the following. 7 

 8 

RESOLUTION 9 

 10 

 WHEREAS, ACC Holding, Inc. is a cargo airline headquartered in Milwaukee with 11 

its main base of operations at General Mitchell International Airport. It was established in 12 

1986 and is the largest civilian operator of Shorts aircraft in the world; and 13 

 14 

 WHEREAS, Currently ACC Holding, Inc. occupies two hangers at GMIA as well as 15 

off-site office space. Their intent is to consolidate much of their office operations in one 16 

location. The north half of the first level and entire second floor of the second level of the 17 

wing headquarters building (building 102) at the former 440th ARS lends itself perfectly to 18 

meet their office space needs; now, therefore 19 

 20 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation and Public Works and the 21 

Airport Director are hereby authorized to enter into a lease agreement with ACC 22 

HOLDING, Inc., effective May 1, 2011, for the lease of:  approximately 23,675 square feet 23 

of office space (building 102); and approximately one hundred twenty-five (125) spaces of 24 

paved parking at the former 440th Air Force Reserve Base, under the following terms and 25 

conditions: 26 

 27 

1. The term of the triple net lease agreement shall be for three (3) years, effective May 1, 28 

2011, and ending April 30, 2014, with one (1) two-year mutual renewal option. 29 

2. Any furniture, office equipment or any other material identified will be inventoried in 30 

the office building and made available to ACC Holding, Inc. at no charge, to be 31 

returned at the conclusion of the lease. 32 

3. Rental for the approximately 23,675 square feet of office space will be established at 33 

$5.06/sq. ft. for a total of $119,795 for the first year of the lease; $6.08/sq. ft. for an 34 

approximate total of $143,944 for the second year of the lease; and, $7.08/sq. ft. for an 35 

approximate total of $167,619 for the third year of the lease. An option to extend the 36 

lease term for an additional two years shall be at the fair market value lease rate to be 37 

determined. 38 

4. Approximately one hundred twenty-five (125) spaces of paved parking area will be 39 

provided at no charge for the duration of the lease. 40 

5. The lease agreement shall contain the current standard insurance and environmental 41 

language for similar agreements. Under these terms of this triple net lease agreement 42 

ACC Holding, Inc. will be responsible for the cost of insurance, utilities and common 43 

area maintenance charges. 44 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 9, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: BUILDING AND PARKING LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN MILWAUKEE 

COUNTY AND ACC HOLDINGS, INC. (AIR CARGO CARRIERS, INC.) 
 
 
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 $119,795.00 $143,944.00 

Revenue $119,795.00 $143,944.00 

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.   

 
The airport will receive total rental revenues of $119,795.00 for 
the first year of the agreement.  

 
 
Department/Prepared by:  Ted J. Torcivia, Airport Business Manager 
 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
 
Reviewed by: 
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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.    1 

Journal     2 

 3 

 (ITEM      ) From the Director of Transportation and Public Works requesting that 4 

Milwaukee County enter into a building and parking lease agreement with ACC Holding, 5 

Inc. (Air Cargo Carriers) at the former 440th Air Force Reserve Station (ARS) at General 6 

Mitchell International Airport (GMIA) by recommending adoption of the following. 7 

 8 

RESOLUTION 9 

 10 

 WHEREAS, ACC Holding, Inc. is a cargo airline headquartered in Milwaukee with 11 

its main base of operations at General Mitchell International Airport. It was established in 12 

1986 and is the largest civilian operator of Shorts aircraft in the world; and 13 

 14 

 WHEREAS, Currently ACC Holding, Inc. occupies two hangers at GMIA as well as 15 

off-site office space. Their intent is to consolidate much of their operations in one location. 16 

The jet propulsion shop (building 208) at the former 440th ARS lends itself perfectly to meet 17 

their warehouse space needs; now, therefore 18 

 19 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation and Public Works and the 20 

Airport Director are hereby authorized to enter into a lease agreement with ACC 21 

HOLDING, Inc., effective May 1, 2011, for the lease of:  approximately 13,151 square feet 22 

of warehouse space (building 208); and approximately twenty (20) spaces of paved parking 23 

at the former 440th Air Force Reserve Base, under the following terms and conditions: 24 

 25 

1. The term of the triple net lease agreement shall be for three (3) years, effective May 1, 26 

2011, and ending April 30, 2014, with one (1) two-year mutual renewal option. 27 

2. Any furniture, office equipment or any other material identified will be inventoried in 28 

the office building and made available to ACC Holding, Inc. at no charge, to be 29 

returned at the conclusion of the lease. 30 

3. Rental for the approximately 13,151 square feet of space in the building will be 31 

established at: $2.75/sq. ft. for an approximate total of $27,288 for the first year of the 32 

lease; $3.00/sq. ft. for an approximate total of $39,453 for the second year of the lease; 33 

and, $3.15/sq. ft. for an approximate total of $41,425 for the third year of the lease. An 34 

option to extend the lease term for an additional two years shall be at the fair market 35 

value lease rate to be determined. 36 

4. Approximately twenty (20) spaces of paved parking area will be provided at no charge 37 

for the duration of the lease. 38 

5. The lease agreement shall contain the current standard insurance and environmental 39 

language for similar agreements. Under these terms of this triple net lease agreement 40 

ACC Holding, Inc. will be responsible for the cost of insurance, utilities and common 41 

area maintenance charges. 42 

 43 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 9, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: BUILDING AND PARKING LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN MILWAUKEE 

COUNTY AND ACC HOLDINGS, INC. (AIR CARGO CARRIERS, INC.) 
 
 
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 $27,288.00 $39,453.00 

Revenue $27,288.00 $39,453.00 

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.   

 
The airport will receive total rental revenues of $27,288.00 for the 
first year of the agreement.  

 
 
Department/Prepared by:  Ted J. Torcivia, Airport Business Manager 
 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
 
Reviewed by: 
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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.    1 

Journal     2 

 3 

 (ITEM      ) From the Director of Transportation and Public Works requesting that 4 

Milwaukee County enter into a building lease agreement with ACC Holding, Inc. (Air 5 

Cargo Carriers) at the former 440th Air Force Reserve Station (ARS) at General Mitchell 6 

International Airport (GMIA) by recommending adoption of the following. 7 

 8 

RESOLUTION 9 

 10 

 WHEREAS, ACC Holding, Inc. is a cargo airline headquartered in Milwaukee with 11 

its main base of operations at General Mitchell International Airport. It was established in 12 

1986 and is the largest civilian operator of Shorts aircraft in the world; and 13 

 14 

 WHEREAS, Currently ACC Holding, Inc. occupies two hangers at GMIA as well as 15 

off-site office space. Their intent is to consolidate much of their operations in one location. 16 

The life support storage facility (building 225) at the former 440th ARS lends itself perfectly 17 

to meet their warehouse storage space needs; now, therefore 18 

 19 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation and Public Works and the 20 

Airport Director are hereby authorized to enter into a lease agreement with ACC 21 

HOLDING, Inc., effective May 1, 2011, for the lease of:  approximately 2,232 square feet 22 

of warehouse space (building 225) at the former 440th Air Force Reserve Base, under the 23 

following terms and conditions: 24 

 25 

1. The term of the triple net lease agreement shall be for three (3) years, effective May 1, 26 

2011, and ending April 30, 2014, with one (1) two-year mutual renewal option. 27 

2. Any furniture, office equipment or any other material identified will be inventoried in 28 

the office building and made available to ACC Holding, Inc. at no charge, to be 29 

returned at the conclusion of the lease. 30 

3. Rental for the approximately 2,232 square feet of space in the building will be 31 

established at: $2.75/sq. ft. for an approximate total of $6,138 for the first year of the 32 

lease; $3.00/sq. ft. for an approximate total of $6,696 for the second year of the lease; 33 

and, $3.15/sq. ft. for an approximate total of $7,030 for the third year of the lease. An 34 

option to extend the lease term for an additional two years shall be at the fair market 35 

value lease rate to be determined. 36 

4. The lease agreement shall contain the current standard insurance and environmental 37 

language for similar agreements. Under these terms of this triple net lease agreement 38 

ACC Holding, Inc. will be responsible for the cost of insurance, utilities and common 39 

area maintenance charges. 40 

 41 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 9, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: BUILDING LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN MILWAUKEE COUNTY AND ACC 

HOLDINGS, INC. (AIR CARGO CARRIERS, INC.) 
 
 
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 $6,138.00 $6,696.00 

Revenue $6,138.00 $6,696.00 

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.   

 
The airport will receive total rental revenues of $6,138.00 for the 
first year of the agreement.   

 
 
Department/Prepared by:  Ted J. Torcivia, Airport Business Manager 
 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
 
Reviewed by: 
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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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1 

  File No. 1 

  Journal 2 

 3 

(Item     ) From the Director of Transportation & Public Works requesting an extension of 4 

the lease execution deadline for US Airways, Inc., at General Mitchell International Airport 5 

(GMIA) by recommending adoption of the following: 6 

 7 

RESOLUTION 8 

 9 

WHEREAS, the County Board of Supervisors approved entering into a new airline-10 

airport use and lease agreement (File No. 10-299) for the term commencing October 1, 11 

2010, through December 31, 2015; and 12 

 13 

WHEREAS, the Board further approved assessing Signatory rates to incumbent 14 

Signatory Airlines for the period of October 1, 2010 through December 31, 2010, with the 15 

proviso that incumbent airlines that have not signed a new Airline-Airport Use and Lease 16 

Agreement by December 31, 2010 be assessed the appropriate three-month, 25% non-17 

signatory surcharge on fees and charges assessed between October 1, 2010 and December 18 

31, 2010; and 19 

 20 

WHEREAS, airlines that executed agreements prior to December 31, 2010 include 21 

AirTran Airways, Inc.; American Eagle Airlines, Inc.; Continental Airlines, Inc.; Delta Air 22 

Lines, Inc.; Frontier Airlines, Inc.; and SkyWest Airlines, Inc. (operating for United Airlines, 23 

Inc.); and 24 

 25 

WHEREAS, US Airways is the only incumbent signatory airline that did not execute 26 

its lease before the deadline of December 31, 2010; and 27 

 28 

WHEREAS, US Airways submitted a request to Airport staff for an extension for the 29 

signatory rate provision since US Airways executed the agreement on January 5, 2011; and 30 

 31 

WHEREAS, Airport staff responded to US Airways that if US Airways could get 32 

approval from all of the other incumbent signatory carriers, then Airport staff would make a 33 

request to the County Board of Supervisors for the exemption from the lease execution 34 

deadline and its associated penalty; and  35 

 36 

WHEREAS, subsequently, all of the incumbent signatory airlines listed above 37 

support an extension so US Airways can remain at signatory rates through the period 38 

October 1, 2010 through December 31, 2010; and 39 

 40 

WHEREAS, the Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee, at its meeting 41 

on March 2, 2011, recommended approval (vote ________) for the extension of the lease 42 

execution deadline for US Airways, Inc., at General Mitchell International Airport, now, 43 

therefore, 44 

 45 
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 BE IT RESOLVED that the Director of Public Works and Transportation and 46 

the County Clerk are hereby authorized to extend the lease execution deadline for US 47 

Airways, Inc., at General Mitchell International Airport. 48 

 49 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 8, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 
SUBJECT: EXTENSION OF LEASE EXECUTION DEADLINE FOR US AIRWAYS, INC. 
 

 
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.   

 
Budgeted airline fees assumed signatory rates.  There is no 
impact to the tax levy of Milwaukee County. 

 
Department/Prepared by:   Steve Wright, A.A.E., Airport Properties Manager 
 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
Reviewed by: 
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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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COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 

INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION 

 

 

DATE:  February 10, 2011 

 

TO:  Lee Holloway, Chairman, County Board of Supervisors 

  Michael Mayo, Sr., Chairman, Transportation, Public Works & Transit Committee 

  

FROM: Jack Takerian, Director of Transportation and Public Works 

 

SUBJECT: Establishment of an Off Airport Parking Privilege Fee in the Ordinances of 

Milwaukee County 

 

POLICY ISSUE  
 

Changes to County Ordinances require County Board approval. 

 

BACKGROUND 

 

All users of General Mitchell International Airport are required to pay a user fee in the 

form of lease or rental payments, landing fees, gallonage fees, or a percentage of gross 

revenues for the opportunity to conduct business with the tenants and passengers who 

travel through or use the Airport.  This policy is further embodied in County Ordinance 

4.02(1). 

 

Many of the nation’s airports have already adopted ordinances to require that off-airport 

parking companies pay a percentage of gross receipts to the airport operator for the 

opportunity and privilege of conducting business and earning revenue that is generated 

from the airport. 

 

Table II-12 is a compilation of the results of two surveys conducted by Airport Ground 

Transportation in 2010 and Airports Council International – North America (ACI-NA) in 

2005.  Table II-12 lists 58 airports that assess one or more types of fees on off-airport 

parking operators.  The surveys show: 

 

• Types of fees collected from off-airport parking operators:  (1) percentage of gross 

revenue, (2) annual fee per shuttle vehicle, (3) fee per trip, (4) annual fee per 

parking space, and (5) annual permit fee by company. 

 

• The most common practice is the assessment of fee as a percentage of gross 

revenue (Figure II-5).  Thirty-three of the 58 airports in Table II-12 collected a 

percentage of gross revenue, ranging from 2% to 10%.  Figure II-6 shows how 

many airports in the combined sample collected a particular percentage:  13 

airports collected 10%; 8 airports, 8-9%; 7 airports 6-7%; and 6 airports, 1-5%. 

 

• A number of airports collect more than one type of fee.  Of the 16 airports that 

collect more than one type of fee, 11 collect two fees, four collect three fees, and 

one collects four fees.  An annual permit fee and a per trip fee is the most popular 

combination of fees. 
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Lee Holloway, Chairman, County Board of Supervisors 

Michael Mayo Sr., Chairman TPW&T Committee 

February 10, 2011 

Page 2 
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Lee Holloway, Chairman, County Board of Supervisors 

Michael Mayo Sr., Chairman TPW&T Committee 

February 10, 2011 

Page 3 
 

 

 

 
 

TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 105



Lee Holloway, Chairman, County Board of Supervisors 

Michael Mayo Sr., Chairman TPW&T Committee 

February 10, 2011 

Page 4 
 

 

 

 
 

The County currently assesses off-airport parking operators at GMIA an annual fee of 

$500 per shuttle vehicle. 

 

For some time now, airport staff has been considering an ordinance to assess a percent-of-

gross privilege fee for off-airport parking operators.  Similar percent-of-gross fees are 
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Lee Holloway, Chairman, County Board of Supervisors 

Michael Mayo Sr., Chairman TPW&T Committee 

February 10, 2011 

Page 5 
 

 

already being assessed by County Ordinance to the off-airport rent-a-car companies and 

off-airport catering companies.   

 

The City of Oak Creek is negotiating a fee proposal with a developer which is proposing 

building hotel(s) and a large off-airport parking lot to generate revenue for Oak Creek 

(see attachment 1).   

 

Toward the goal of initiating such an off-airport parking operator privilege fee, airport 

staff met with the operators on February 3, 2011.  At that meeting Airport staff provided a 

draft County Ordinance which, in addition to defining off airport parking operators and 

their requirements for providing service to the airport, included subparagraph (d) Charges 

Fees and Accounting which indicated that “in addition, pursuant to the exercise of the 

privileges identified herein, said Off-Airport Parking Operator will pay to the Airport a 

Privilege Fee for the privilege and opportunity of using the Airport and the business 

benefit it derives there from, said Privilege Fee to be in the amount of eight percent (8%) 

in 2011 of the gross revenues that are received as a result of Airport patrons parking in 

Off-Airport parking lots; that percentage privilege fee is to increase by ½% each calendar 

year thereafter and would maximize at, and not exceed, ten percent 10% in 2015, payable 

monthly as defined in (d)(ii) below.”   

 

At the meeting the Airport Director answered numerous questions from the operators and 

offered to consider any counter proposal.  Corporation Counsel was present at the 

meeting and explained that Courts have upheld fees similar to the one proposed here.  

The off-airport parking operators opposed the ordinance, and offered no counter 

proposals for consideration. 

 

RECOMMENDATION 
 

Airport staff recommends that Section 4.33(3) be established and that Section 

4.05.04(2)(a) of the General Ordinances of Milwaukee County be amended to initiate an 

Off Airport Parking Operator Privilege Fee in recognition of the operators’ use of General 

Mitchell International Airport for its revenues.  

 

FISCAL NOTE 

 

In 2011, an estimated $320,000 will be generated by the collection of 8% of off-

airport parking revenue, with a projected increase of ½% each calendar year 

thereafter and would maximize at, and not exceed 10% in 2015. 

 

 

____________________________  _______________________________ 

Jack H. Takerian, Director   C. Barry Bateman 

  Transportation and Public Works  Airport Director 
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 1 

File No. 1 

 2 

(Journal,) 3 

 4 

(ITEM NO.      ) From the Director of Transportation and Public Works, requesting that the 5 

County Board amend Milwaukee County Ordinance Section 4.05.04(2)(a) and create Section 6 

4.33(3) to provide for an Off-Airport Parking Operator Privilege Fee, by recommending 7 

adoption of the following: 8 

 9 

RESOLUTION/ORDINANCE 10 

 11 

WHEREAS, all users of General Mitchell International Airport are required to pay a user 12 

fee in the form of lease or rental payments, landing fees, gallonage fees, or a percentage of 13 

gross revenues for the opportunity to conduct business with the passengers and tenants who 14 

travel through or use the Airport; and 15 

 16 

WHEREAS, this policy is further embodied in County Ordinance 4.02(1); and 17 

 18 

WHEREAS, many of the nation’s airports have already adopted ordinances to require 19 

that off-airport parking companies pay a percentage of gross receipts to the airport operator for 20 

the opportunity and privilege of conducting business and earning revenue that is generated 21 

from the airport; 22 

 23 

WHEREAS, the following types of fees are collected from off-airport parking operators:  24 

(1) percentage of gross revenue, (2) annual fee per shuttle vehicle, (3) fee per trip, (4) annual 25 

fee per parking space, and (5) annual permit fee by company; and 26 

 27 

WHEREAS, the most common practice is the assessment of fee as a percentage of 28 

gross revenue.  Thirty-three of 58 airports collected a percentage of gross revenue ranging 29 

from 2% to 10%, 13 airports collected 10%, 8 airports collected 8-9%, 7 airports collected 6-30 

7%, and 6 airports collected 1-5%; and 31 

 32 

WHEREAS, a number of airports collect more than one type of fee.  Of the 16 airports 33 

that collect more than one type of fee, 11 collect two fees, four collect three fees, and one 34 

collects four fees.  An annual permit fee and a per trip fee is the most popular combination of 35 

fees; and 36 

 37 

WHEREAS, the County currently assesses off-airport parking operators at GMIA an 38 

annual fee of $500 per shuttle vehicle; and 39 

 40 

WHEREAS, similar percent-of-gross fees are already being assessed by County 41 

Ordinance to the off-airport rent-a-car companies and off-airport catering companies; and 42 

 43 

WHEREAS, toward the goal of initiating such an off-airport parking operator privilege 44 

fee, airport staff met with the operators on February 3, 2011; and 45 

 46 
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 2 

WHEREAS, the Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee, at its meeting of 47 

March 2, 2011 recommended approval (vote ______) to create Section 4.33(3) and amend 48 

Section 4.05.04(2)(a) to provide for an Off-Airport Parking Operator Privilege Fee at General 49 

Mitchell International Airport, now therefore, 50 

 51 

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation and Public Works and the Airport 52 

Director are hereby authorized to create Section 4.33 (3) and amend Section 4.05.04(2)(a) to 53 

provide for an Off-Airport Parking Operator Privilege Fee at General Mitchell International 54 

Airport, to become effective upon passage and publication: 55 

 56 

AN ORDINANCE 57 

 58 

 To create Section 4.33(3) of the General Ordinances of Milwaukee County relating to an 59 

Off-Airport Privilege Fee. 60 

 61 

 SECTION 1.  Section 4.33(3) of the General Ordinances of Milwaukee County, as 62 

amended to and including December 18, 1996, is created to read as follows: 63 

 64 

 Section 4.33(3).  Off-Airport Parking Operator Privilege Fee  65 

 66 

 (a) Purpose. It is the intent of this subsection that for and in consideration of the use 67 

of the facilities of General Mitchell International Airport ("Airport") and the business 68 

generated by the Airport, and further, in and for consideration of the business benefits 69 

received by the Off-Airport Parking Operators from their use of Airport facilities, the 70 

Airport agrees to allow and authorizes the Off-Airport Parking Operators to do business 71 

at the Airport under the terms, conditions and restrictions identified herein, including 72 

imposition of a fee upon the Off-Airport Parking Operators for the privileges, opportunity, 73 

benefits and authorization provided for in this subsection. 74 

 75 

 (b) Definitions. 76 

 77 

  (i) Airport Customer. For the purpose of this Section 4.33(3) only, Airport 78 

Customer is defined as any customer arriving at the airport terminal intending to 79 

travel by air and using the Airport for such purpose, or patrons and tenants of the 80 

Airport, any of whom use the vehicle parking and related services of an Off-81 

Airport Parking Operator. 82 

 83 

  (ii) Courtesy Vehicle.  A Courtesy Vehicle is a motor vehicle transporting 84 

Airport Customers and which is further identified and defined in Section 4.01(13) 85 

and Section 4.05.04 of these Milwaukee County Ordinances. 86 

 87 

  (iii) Off-Airport Parking Operator. An Off-Airport Parking Operator is a 88 

business association, entity or enterprise which operates a parking business off 89 

or outside of the Airport premises and, without being party to a concession or 90 

other agreement with the Airport, transports Airport Customers by means of a 91 
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Courtesy Vehicle to or from Off-Airport facilities or the Airport for the purpose of 92 

providing vehicle parking or related services for said Airport Customer. 93 

 94 

  (iv) Off-Airport Facility means any business establishment located within a five 95 

(5) mile radius of the Airport Terminal owned, operated or used by an Off-Airport 96 

Parking Operator to conduct its business. 97 

 98 

  (c) Privileges. 99 

 100 

  (i) The Off-Airport Parking Operator is authorized to do business at the 101 

Airport, to provide vehicle parking or related services, to arrange for and operate 102 

its Courtesy Vehicles on the public roadway at the Airport by the most direct 103 

route authorized by the Airport Director, and to pick up and deliver Airport 104 

Customers, all in accordance with Chapter 4 of Milwaukee County Ordinances, 105 

as well as all other rules, regulations and procedures of the Airport. 106 

 107 

  (ii) The Off-Airport Parking Operator will provide pickup and delivery service 108 

only for Off-Airport Parking Customers. Courtesy Vehicles are expressly 109 

prohibited from transporting customers for any reason other than to take them to 110 

Off-Airport Parking Facilities for the sole purpose of vehicle parking.  The Off-111 

Airport Parking Operator’s Courtesy Vehicles (and drivers of same), which are 112 

operated by the Off-Airport Parking Operator shall, at all times, comply with and 113 

be regulated by Section 4.01(13), Section 4.05.04, and all other applicable 114 

Milwaukee County Ordinances. 115 

 116 

  (iii) The Off-Airport Parking Operator shall operate on the airport in a safe and 117 

orderly fashion and shall not allow its agents, servants or employees to solicit, in 118 

any way, any business on the airport. The Off-Airport Parking Operator will not 119 

allow its agents, servants or employees to engage in any open or public disputes 120 

or conflicts tending to be incompatible with the best interests of the traveling 121 

public.  The Airport shall have the right to resolve all such disputes or conflicts by 122 

the same procedure as that identified in Section 4.05.04(8) applicable to permit 123 

revocations. 124 

 125 

  (iv) The authority and permission identified herein and granted to an Off-126 

Airport Parking Operator is not exclusive and shall in no way establish or vest 127 

any priority use of the facilities relative to other commercial users of the Airport, 128 

nor does it restrict the Airport from assigning exclusive or priority use of airport 129 

facilities to others. 130 

 131 

  (v) This subsection authorizes an Off-Airport Parking Operator to pick up and 132 

discharge its Airport Customers at the Airport in an area designated by the 133 

Airport Director or his designated representative and to enjoy the benefits derived 134 

from use of the related Airport facilities in the operation of the Off-Airport Parking 135 

Operator’s business. The Off-Airport Parking Operator shall not operate an office 136 

or conduct any other kind of vehicle parking or any other business on the Airport 137 
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without the written express authorization of the Airport Director or otherwise 138 

entering into a separate concession or lease agreement with the Airport. 139 

 140 

  (d) Charges, Fees and Accounting. 141 

 142 

  (i) During the term and time period that the Off-Airport Parking Operator is 143 

operating, the Operator shall operate its Courtesy Vehicle in accordance with the 144 

terms and conditions identified in Section 4.05.04(2)(a) of the Milwaukee County 145 

Ordinances.  In addition, pursuant to the exercise of the privileges identified 146 

herein, said Off-Airport Parking Operator will pay to the Airport a Privilege Fee for 147 

the privilege and opportunity of using the Airport and the business benefit it 148 

derives therefrom, said Privilege Fee to be in the amount of eight percent (8%) in 149 

2011 of the gross revenues that are received as a result of Airport patrons 150 

parking in Off-Airport parking lots; that percentage privilege fee is to increase by 151 

one-half percent (½%)  each calendar year thereafter to  ten percent (10%) in 152 

2015, payable monthly as defined in (d)(ii) below. 153 

 154 

  (ii) Within twenty (20) days after the close of each calendar month, the Off-155 

Airport Parking Operator shall submit to the Airport, in a form and with details 156 

satisfactory to the Airport, a statement of its gross receipts during the then-157 

preceding month from its Off-Airport Parking Operator business as defined 158 

herein, upon which the percentage payments to be made to the County are 159 

computed, such statement to be signed by a responsible officer or manager of 160 

the Off-Airport Parking Operator.  All remittances for privilege fees shall be made 161 

payable to the Milwaukee County Department of Public Works-Airport Division 162 

and remitted to the Office of the Airport Director, General Mitchell International 163 

Airport, Drawer No. 979, Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53278-0979.   164 

 165 

  (iii) The term “gross receipts” as identified herein, shall be construed to mean 166 

the aggregate amount of all charges for parking services including parking, 167 

vehicle maintenance, cleaning, fueling and related services and shall be further 168 

construed to mean, for the purposes of the amount of such charges paid in cash, 169 

by credit or otherwise originating as a result of the Off-Airport Parking Operator 170 

transporting its Airport Customers by means of Courtesy Vehicles in connection 171 

with the parking services contracted for or delivered to such Airport customer 172 

regardless of when or where, paid or not, excluding credits, refunds and rebates 173 

given to the Airport Customer. 174 

 175 

  (iv) The following shall not be considered as part of the Off-Airport Parking 176 

Operator’s gross receipts: 177 

 178 

   A. Federal, state or municipal excise, sales or other similar taxes 179 

separately stated and collected from the Airport Customer as now exists 180 

or may hereafter be imposed; 181 

 182 
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   B. Any funds received by the Off-Airport Parking Operator for 183 

insurance or otherwise for physical damage to vehicles or other property 184 

of the Off-Airport Parking Operator or for the loss, conversion or 185 

abandonment of automobiles or motor vehicles; 186 

 187 

 (e) Statements, Books and Records. 188 

 189 

  (i) The Off-Airport Parking Operator shall keep accurate books and records in 190 

accordance with generally accepted accounting principles (GAAP) as approved 191 

by Milwaukee County Director of Audit. The Off-Airport Parking Operator shall 192 

operate its business at its Off-Airport Facility in a manner and method acceptable 193 

to the Airport Director such that those vehicle parking and related services or 194 

transactions entered into by Airport Customers can be identified. 195 

 196 

  The Off-Airport Parking Operator shall keep full and accurate books and records 197 

showing all of its gross receipts pertaining to its Off-Airport operations, as 198 

identified herein, and Airport shall have the right, through its representatives at all 199 

reasonable times to inspect such books and records including sales tax returns. 200 

All such records and documents will be made available for at least a three (3) 201 

year period. 202 

 203 

  (ii) The Off-Airport Parking Operator shall employ an independent certified 204 

public accountant who shall furnish within sixty (60) days after the close of each 205 

year, or portion thereof, a written statement to the Airport certifying that in their 206 

opinion the percentage fee paid off by the Off-Airport Parking Operator during the 207 

preceding year was made in accordance with the terms and conditions of this 208 

ordinance. 209 

 210 

  (iii) Milwaukee County may prescribe or change reporting forms, the method 211 

or time of their submission, and the payment schedule. Milwaukee County shall 212 

first submit in writing to the off-airport parking company any desired changes. 213 

 214 

 (f) Audit. 215 

 216 

  (i) Milwaukee County may, at its own expense, audit the Off-Airport Parking 217 

Operator’s books and records of receipts at any time for the purpose of verifying 218 

the gross receipts. If, as a result of such audit, it is established that the Off-219 

Airport Parking Operator has understated the gross receipts by five (5) percent or 220 

more, the entire expense of the audit shall be borne by the Off-Airport Parking 221 

Operator. 222 

 223 

 (g) Delinquent Charges of Fees. 224 

 225 

  (i) Interest.  Unless waived by the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors, 226 

the Off-Airport Parking Operator shall be responsible for payment of interest on 227 

amounts not remitted in accordance with the terms of this Ordinance.  The rate of 228 
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interest shall be the statutory rate in effect for all delinquent county property 229 

taxes (presently one (1) percent per month or fraction of a month) as described in 230 

subsection. 74.80(1) Wis. Stats. The obligation for payment and calculation 231 

thereof, shall commence upon the day following the due date established herein. 232 

 233 

  (ii) Penalty.  In addition to the interest described above, the Off-Airport 234 

Parking Operator may be responsible for payment of penalties and amounts not 235 

remitted in accordance with the terms of this Ordinance, as may be determined 236 

by the Administrator of this Ordinance, or his designee. Said penalties shall be 237 

the statutory rate in effect for delinquent Milwaukee County property taxes 238 

(presently .5% per month or fraction of a month) as described in Milwaukee 239 

County Ordinance Section 6.06(1) and 74.80(2), Wis. Stats. The obligation for 240 

payment and calculation thereof shall commence upon the day following the due 241 

date established herein. 242 

 243 

  (iii) Audit Results.  If, as a result of the annual audit required herein, additional 244 

amounts are disclosed to be due and owing, interest and penalty shall be 245 

calculated thereon in accordance with the above method. The Off-Airport Parking 246 

Operator shall remit to the Milwaukee County any additional amounts identified 247 

as due and owing as a result of the audit including interest and penalty thereon 248 

within thirty (30) days following receipt of the audit report. 249 

 250 

  (iv) Non-Exclusivity.  This provision permitting collection of interest and 251 

penalties by Milwaukee County on delinquent payments shall not be considered 252 

to be an exclusive remedy against Off-Airport Parking Operator. Violation of any 253 

of the terms and conditions described in this Ordinance with respect to 254 

delinquent payments and exercise of this remedy is not a waiver by Milwaukee 255 

County of any other remedy permitted by law. 256 

 257 

 (h) Security.   To provide security for the Privilege Fee required hereunder, the Off-258 

Airport Parking Operator shall comply with either of the following options prior to 259 

commencing operations under this Ordinance. 260 

 261 

  (i) Post with the Airport a surety bond to be maintained throughout the term 262 

and time of operation by the Off-Airport Parking Operator in an amount equal to 263 

the Privilege Fee required hereunder for a period of three (3) months or one 264 

thousand five hundred dollars ($1,500.00), whichever is greater. In the absence 265 

of historical data upon which to base the amount of security to be paid, the Off-266 

Airport Parking Operator shall post a bond in the amount of one thousand five 267 

hundred dollars ($1,500.00) as the security required herein. Such bonds shall be 268 

issued by a surety company acceptable to the Airport and authorized to do 269 

business in the state and shall be in the form and content satisfactory to the 270 

Airport. 271 

 272 

  (ii) Deliver to the Airport an Irrevocable Letter of Credit drawn in favor of the 273 

Airport upon a bank which is satisfactory to the Airport and which is authorized to 274 
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do business in the State of Wisconsin. Said Irrevocable Letter of Credit shall be 275 

in an amount equal to the Privilege Fee required hereunder for a period of three 276 

(3) months or one thousand five hundred dollars ($1,500.00), whichever is 277 

greater. In the absence of historical data upon which to base said Letter of 278 

Credit, the Off-Airport parking Operator shall furnish an irrevocable letter of credit 279 

in the amount of one thousand five hundred dollars ($1,500.00) as the security 280 

required herein. 281 

 282 

  (iii) In the event the off-airport parking company is unable to secure a surety 283 

bond or irrevocable letter of credit as required hereunder, the Airport may, at its 284 

sole discretion, accept a cash deposit in the amount stated herein in lieu thereof. 285 

 286 

  (iv) If the off-airport parking company fails to make payments as required 287 

under this ordinance, the off-airport parking company shall forfeit to the Airport 288 

the bond or other security posted pursuant to this ordinance or so much of that 289 

bond or other security as is necessary to satisfy that difference. If the bond or 290 

other security is insufficient to satisfy the difference owed, the Airport may 291 

proceed to recover the deficiency and any damages allowed by law, including 292 

attorney fees and costs. 293 

 294 

 SECTION 2.  Section 4.05.04(2)(a) of the General Ordinances of Milwaukee County is 295 

amended to read as follows: 296 

 297 

(a)   All applications for courtesy car permit(s) shall be made to the airport director and 298 

shall be accompanied by the a payment of a nonrefundable application fee of twenty-299 

five dollars ($25.00) which shall be applied toward the permit fee. The annual permit fee 300 

shall be five hundred dollars ($500.00) per vehicle for all courtesy cars except those 301 

owned by an Off-Airport Car Rental Company and Off-Airport Parking Operators which 302 

shall pay an annual permit fee of one hundred fifty dollars ($150.00) per vehicle. The 303 

fee for the permits applied for after April 1 of any year shall be pro-rated for the 304 

remaining portion of that year. Payment of the fee shall be made to the airport director 305 

who will then issue a decal for each vehicle. Decal shall be mounted on the inside lower 306 

left-hand corner of the windshield, the left-hand corner being on the driver's left when 307 

seated behind the wheel. This permit shall be issued for each vehicle and is not 308 

transferable to any other vehicle. If a vehicle is replaced, which has previously been 309 

permitted, the permit shall be cancelled and application shall be made to the airport 310 

director for a replacement permit at an additional fee of ten dollars ($10.00). 311 

 312 

 SECTION 3.  This ordinance shall take effect upon passage and publication 313 

 314 

 315 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 10, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: ESTABLISHMENT OF AN OFF AIRPORT PARKING PRIVILEGE FEE IN THE 

ORDINANCES OF 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.   

 
In 2011, an estimated $320,000 will be generated by the collection of 8% of off-airport 
parking revenue, with a projected increase of ½% each calendar year thereafter and 
would maximize at, and not exceed, 10% in 2015. 
 

 
Department/Prepared by:  John V. Moore, Airport Operations Manager - Landside 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
Reviewed by: 
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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. 1 

  Journal 2 

 3 

(Item     ) From the Director of Transportation & Public Works requesting 4 

authorization for the Airport Director to enter into lease-to-own agreements for 5 

vehicular equipment, in cooperation with the Department of Transportation and 6 

Public Works Fleet Management Division, by adoption of the following: 7 

 8 

 9 

RESOLUTION 10 

 11 

   WHEREAS, the Airport Division has found it to be beneficial to enter into 12 

leases for selected pieces of vehicular equipment over the past several years; 13 

and 14 

 15 

 WHEREAS, these leases have been structured as “Lease to own” with the 16 

final settlement amount typically being one dollar ($1.00) at the end of the lease 17 

term (usually, but not always, forty eight months); and 18 

 19 

   WHEREAS,  this arrangement has allowed the Airport to maintain a number 20 

of typically smaller vans and automobiles used exclusively at the airport; and 21 

 22 

 WHEREAS, because the activity is limited to the airport, the leased vehicles 23 

are used for 10+ years with relatively low mileage and relatively low 24 

maintenance costs; and 25 

 26 

   WHEREAS,  at the end of the lease term, the airport/county takes title to 27 

vehicles that are low in operational costs and allows the airport to rotate vehicle 28 

use for appropriate needs and to dispose of an older vehicle; and 29 

 30 

 WHEREAS, all leases have been negotiated by the DTPW Fleet division, 31 

and this report contemplates that this practice would continue for all future 32 

leases; and 33 

 34 

   WHEREAS,  Airport funds have been used to acquire and maintain the 35 

needed number of a variety of vehicles for exclusive airport needs at no 36 

expense or obligation of any other County operation; and 37 

 38 

 WHEREAS, in July, 2010 an Appropriation Fund Transfer was introduced to 39 

the Transportation, Public Works & Transit, and Finance committees, and 40 

approved for the lease of specific equipment; and 41 

 42 

   WHEREAS,  for technical reasons, this lease agreement was not completed 43 

in calendar 2010, and therefore is an open item requiring the carryover of the 44 
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specified funds; and 45 

 46 

 WHEREAS, the 2011 Adopted Operating Budget of Milwaukee County 47 

included a new purchasing program which would seem to prevent the Airport 48 

from continuing its lease-to-own program for airport specific vehicles; and 49 

 50 

   WHEREAS,  Corporation Counsel has reviewed this matter and has opined 51 

that the 2011 Adopted Budget did give the Airport Division the authority to lease; 52 

and 53 

 54 

 WHEREAS, the County Controller believes that a 2011 budget prohibition of 55 

leasing negates this authority; and 56 

 57 

   WHEREAS, the Airport Division seeks authorization to continue to enter into 58 

new lease-to-own arrangements when, in concert with the Fleet Division, it 59 

makes operational sense to do so; now, therefore, 60 

 61 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Airport Director is hereby authorized to enter into 62 

lease-to-own agreements for vehicular equipment, in cooperation with the 63 

Department of Transportation and Public Works Fleet Management Division. 64 

 65 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 10, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 

SUBJECT: REQUEST TO ALLOW THE AIRPORT DIVISION TO LEASE-TO-OWN 

SELECTED VEHICLES FOR AIRPORT USE 
 

 
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.   
This report is to clarify items that are contained in the 2011 Operating budget.  As such, 

there is no additional expenditure being sought that is not fully offset by revenues in the 
Operating Budget. 
 
 
Department/Prepared by:  
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
Reviewed by: 
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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 of Transportation and Public Works Staffing Plan
2011 Adopted Capital Improvements
Milwaukee County

COUNTY CONSULT
PROJECT PROJECT COUNTY CNTY & CONSUL COUNTY CNTY & CONSUL

Sub- 2011 Construction Start Construction Finish MANAGER MANAGER STAFF CONSUL RFP STAFF CONSUL RFP
Proj Proj Project Description Adopted OWNER DTPW

TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC WORKS

Highway

WH Total Highway

Transit

WT Total Transit

Airports
WA042 WA04201 GMIA Bag Claim Remodeling 5,436,000 X 2012 2013 Zsebe Engberg Anderson X X X
WA044 WA04401 GMIA - In-line Baggage Screening Phase 2 11,589,000 X Summer 2011 2013 Kipp Graef X Amer. Design Build, Inc. X
WA127 WA12701 GMIA Terminal Expansion Design Study 500,000 X N/A Baisch X X N/A
WA131 WA13101 GMIA Part 150 Study-Ramp Electrification 188,500 X TBD by VALE funding Baisch X X N/A
WA139 WA13901 GMIA - Redundant Main Electric Svc Feed 321,000 X See note 1 below Turner HGA X N/A
WA141 WA14101 GMIA Training Facility 489,000 X 2012 2012 Mielcarek X X N/A
WA142 WA14201 LJT RW 15L-33R Extension 260,000 X 2013 2014 Zsebe X X X N/A
WA161 WA16101 GMIA Terminal Roadway Signage 250,000 X 2012 2012 Baisch MTP (HNTB) X N/A
WA162 WA16201 GMIA Cessna Service Apron Reconstruction 95,000 X 2012 2012 Zsebe X N/A
WA163 WA16301 GMIA Perimeter Road Bridge over Howell Ave. 300,000 X 2012 2012 Stave X X N/A

WA Total Airport $19,428,500 note 1:  originally scheduled for 2012 constr but may be moved up to later 2011

Environmental

WV Total Environmental

Total Transportation and Public Works $19,428,500

PARKS, RECREATION AND CULTURE

Milwaukee Public Museum

WM Total Milwaukee Public Museum

Department of Parks, Recreation & Culture
WP070 Lindbergh Park Pavilion 189,518 X Sep-11 Mar-12 Wilson X X X

WP174 WP17402 Parks Building Painting 0

WP174 WP17403 Domes HVAC Repairs & Upgrades 100,000 X Sep-11 Mar-12 Wilson X X X
WP174 WP17405 Tennis Court Color Coatings 0

WP174 WP17406 Parking Lot and Crosswalk Maintenance 0

WP17408 MLK Center HVAC Replacement 0

WP17409 Kosciuszko Center HVAC Replacement 0

WP17410 MLK and Kosciuszko Community Center Security System 0

WP174 WP174 Parks Major Maintenance 100,000

WP18401 WP18401 Smith Park Retaining Wall Repairs 0

WP18402 WP18402 Oak Creek Parkway Stream Retaining Wall Repairs 0

WP18403 WP18403 Honey Creek Parkway Retaining Wall Repairs 0

WP18404 WP18404 Hanson Golf Course Retaining Wall Repairs 0

WP18405 WP18405 Lincoln Park Lagoon Retaining Wall Repairs 0

WP18406 WP18406 Lake Park Ravine Retaining Wall Repairs 0

WP18407 WP18407 Estabrook Park Boardwalk & Retaining Wall Replacement 50,000 PARKS Apr-11 May-11 Parks Staff X N\A

WP184 WP184 Park Retaining Wall Repairs and Replacement 50,000

WP18501 WP18501 Stone Pedestrian Bridge (Hoyt Park) Tuckpointing 0

WP18502 WP18502 South Shore Pavilion Tuckpointing 0

WP18503 WP18503 River Stone Bridges Tuckpointing 0

WP18504 WP18504 Pulaski Indoor Pool Tuckpointing 0

WP18505 WP18505 Noyes Indoor Pool Building Tuckpointing 0

WP18506 WP18506 Mill Pond Pavilion Tuckpointing 0

WP18507 WP18507 Brown Deer Clubhouse and Boat House Tuckpointing 0

WP185 WP185 Parks Tuckpointing – Walls and Buildings 0

SIGNATURE DESIGN CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT
AUTHORITY

Item 26b.xls 1 2/21/2011    10:46 AM 

TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 203



Department of Transportation and Public Works Staffing Plan
2011 Adopted Capital Improvements
Milwaukee County

COUNTY CONSULT
PROJECT PROJECT COUNTY CNTY & CONSUL COUNTY CNTY & CONSUL

Sub- 2011 Construction Start Construction Finish MANAGER MANAGER STAFF CONSUL RFP STAFF CONSUL RFP
Proj Proj Project Description Adopted OWNER DTPW

SIGNATURE DESIGN CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT
AUTHORITY

WP186 WP18601 Parks Naturalization 61,000 PARKS Apr-11 Nov-11 Parks Staff X N/A

WP190 South Shore Relocation Study 80,000 X N/A N/A Stave X X N/A
WP191 Moody Pool Renovation 5,008,380 X Jan-12 May-13 Wilson X X X X

WP Total Department of Parks, Recreation & Culture $5,488,898

WP Total McKinley Marina

Zoo

WZ600 WZ60001 Zoo Master Plan 400,000 ZOO N/A N/A Hung X X N/A

WZ Total Zoo $400,000

Total Parks Recreation and Culture $5,888,898

HEALTH AND HUMAN SERVICES

DHS-Behavioral Health Division

WE Total DHS-Behavioral Health Division

DPW County Grounds
 
WG Total DPW County Grounds

Department of Human Services

WS Total Department of Human Services

Total Health and Human Services

GENERAL GOVERNMENT

Courthouse Complex
WC070 WC07001 Domestic Violence Area Reconstruction 459,000 X Jul-11 Nov-11 Wilson X X X
WC071 WC07101 District Attorney Office Security Card System 83,000 X Jul-11 Nov-11 Dragosz X X X
WC073 Courthouse Canopy 0

WC Total Courthouse Complex $542,000

House of Correction

WJ Total House of Correction

Other County Agencies

WO112 WO11202 Fleet Airport Equipment Aquisition 375,000 X N/A N/A Goeden N/A N/A

WO114 WO11401 O'Donnell Park Improvements 6,560,231 X 16-Feb-11 30-Jun-11 Wilson/Stave Carl Walker / Graef USA X X X
WO114 WO11403 City Campus Facade and Other Inspections 260,000 X N/A N/A High X X N/A
WO114 WO11405 Museum Façade Repair & Replacement 1,400,000 X Jul-11 Nov-11 Wilson X X X
WO114 WO11406 Safety Building Restoration 750,000 X Jul-11 Nov-11 Wilson X X X
WO114 WO11407 GMIA & LJT Airport Improvements 596,400 X Apr-11 Nov-11 High X X X X
WO114 WO11409 Research Park Infrastructure Improvements 27,600 X High X X X X
WO114 WO11410 County Grounds Improvements 120,000 X High X X X X
WO114 WO11411 Courthouse Complex Improvements 996,000 X High X X X X
WO114 WO11412 HOC Infrastructure Improvements 62,400 X High X X X X
WO114 WO11413 DHHS Infrastructure Improvements 6,000 X High X X X X
WO114 WO11414 Senior Center Infrastructure Improvements 36,000 X High X X X X
WO114 WO11415 Trimborn Farm Infrastructure Improvements 24,000 X High X X X X
WO114 WO11416 Transit Infrastructure Improvements 355,200 X High X X X X
WO114 WO11417 Parks Infrastructure Improvements 466,800 X High X X X X
WO114 WO11418 Zoo Infrastructure Improvements 234,000 X High X X X X

WO114 Countywide Infrastructure Improvements 11,894,631

WO205 WO20502 Fiscal Automation Program 175,000 IMSD
WO444 WO44401 BHD/MCSO Electronic Medical Records System 500,000 IMSD
WO514 WO51401 War Memorial Window Replacement and Reseal 42,000 X Wilson X X
WO515 WO51501 War Memorial Window Ledge Leak Repairs 15,300 X Wilson X X
WO870 WO87001 County Special Assessments 250,000 X N/A N/A Eruchalu N/A N/A

Item 26b.xls 2 2/21/2011    10:46 AM 
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Department of Transportation and Public Works Staffing Plan
2011 Adopted Capital Improvements
Milwaukee County

COUNTY CONSULT
PROJECT PROJECT COUNTY CNTY & CONSUL COUNTY CNTY & CONSUL

Sub- 2011 Construction Start Construction Finish MANAGER MANAGER STAFF CONSUL RFP STAFF CONSUL RFP
Proj Proj Project Description Adopted OWNER DTPW

SIGNATURE DESIGN CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT
AUTHORITY

WO949 WO94901 Inventory and Assessment of County Buildings 1,590,719 X N/A N/A Zylka VFA N/A
WO950 WO95001 Milwaukee County Public Art Program 20,000 X N/A N/A High Quorum X N/A

WO Total Other County Agencies $14,862,650

Total Capital Improvements $40,722,048

Item 26b.xls 3 2/21/2011    10:46 AM 

TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 205



TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 206



TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 207



TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 208



 File No.       ( )( ) 1 

 2 

 (Journal,              2011) 3 

 4 

(ITEM   )  From Director of Transportation and Public Works recommending approval of the 5 

Department of Transportation and Public Works staff and consultant use plan for the 2011 6 

adopted capital projects, by recommending adoption of the following: 7 

 8 

 A RESOLUTION 9 

 10 

 WHEREAS, Milwaukee County General Ordinances Chapter 56.30(4) (a) (1) requires 11 

that the Department of Transportation and Public Works provide a final list of staff and 12 

consultant assignments for capital projects in February each year to the Committees on 13 

Finance and Audit and Transportation, Public Works and Transit; and 14 

 15 

 WHEREAS, the Department of Transportation and Public Works has reviewed the 16 

2011 Adopted Capital Improvements Budget and established a staffing and consultant use 17 

plan for the projects; and 18 

 19 

 WHEREAS, the Committee on Transportation, Public Works and Transit at its meeting 20 

on ___________, 2011, recommended approval of the staffing plan by a vote of _______; and 21 

 22 

 WHEREAS, the Finance and Audit Committee at its meeting on __________, 2011, 23 

recommended approval of the staffing plan by a vote of          ; now, therefore 24 

 25 

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

approve the staffing and consultant use plan for the 2011 adopted capital projects under the 27 

signature authority of the Department of Transportation and Public Works as recommended 28 

by the Department of Transportation and Public Works. 29 

 30 

 31 

 32 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 7, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 
SUBJECT: STAFFING PLAN/CONSULTANT USE FOR  2011 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS 
PROJECTS 
  
  
 
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               

Revenue               

Net Cost               

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. Milwaukee County Professional Services Ordinance 56.30 (4)(a)(1) requires that the 
Department of Transportation and Public Works shall provide in February each year to the 
Committee on Finance and Audit, and the Committee on Transportation, Public Works and 
Transit, an updated report on public works capital projects requiring the use of any professional 
services contract.  DTPW recommends approval of the DTPW staff and consultant use plan for 
2011 adopted capital projects.  Adoption of this resolution will not require an expenditure of funds 
in excess of the adopted  2011 Adopted Capital Budget  amounts. 
 
B.  Adoption of this resolution will have no direct fiscal impact to the 2011 County Adopted 
Budget.  The 2011 Capital Budget  project appropriations are fixed and cannot be exceed without 
County Board approval.  Resolution deals with details on how planning, design and construction 
funding is spent, particularly as to whether the work is perfomed by in-house staff or consultants 
and if consultants are used, what process will be used to hire them.   
 
C. None 
 
D. None 
 
 
 
Department/Prepared By  Department of Transportation and Public Works  Gary E. Drent  
 

                                                 
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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Recommended By: _______________________________________ 
 Gregory G. High Director, AE& ES 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 

    Jack Takerian, Director DTPW 
 

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
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WisDOT Funding Guidelines    REVISED 2/11/11 
 

Surface Transportation Program – Urban (STP-U) reimbursement 80% federal and 
20% local follows a very specific set of federal and state requirements. Projects must 
comply with Federal and state requirements to be allegeable for reimbursement. Failure 
to comply will forfeit any reimbursement.  

 

Project process timeline: 

• Application for funding in Biennial Budget (every 2 years) for 80/20 funding. 

• WisDot process applications and notice of project approval. (6 months) 

• Prepare State/Municipal agreement. (3-6 months) 

• WisDot issues notice to proceed. (1-2 months) 
Any project work before this date not eligible for reimbursement. 

• Prepare and approve work order. (6-9 months) 

• Preliminary design including preparation and approval of environmental 
document and design study report. 

• Prepare right of way plat. 
Right of Way acquisition cannot begin until DSR is approved and funds are released 

by WisDOT & FHWA. 

• Acquire right of way. (12-18 months) 

• Final design including PS&E documents. (9-11 months) 

• PS&E submittal to WisDot – project LET. (3 months) 

• Project LET to begin construction. (3 months) 
 
Total time from application to begin construction is approximately 54 to 84 months. 
 

County Highway Improvement Program (CHIP)  

 

Funding Process Timeline 

• After July, when the State of Wisconsin biennial budget is approved, WisDOT 
receives the 1st year’s funds. 

• July and August, WisDOT publishes LRIP Guidelines and Requirements onthe 
LRIP home page. 

• By November County selects and prepares project applications. 

• January of the following year, statutory deadline for county highway 
commissioners to submit CHIP applications to WisDOT. 

• By mid March, WisDOT reviews and approves project applications and mails 
State/Municipal Agreements to counties for approved projects for State fiscal year 
funding. 

• By July WisDOT receives the 2nd year’s funds and mails State/Municipal 
Agreements to counties for approved projects for State funding. 

• Agreements need a turn around time of three months, for execution. 

• Governor sends notifications to Counties. (three months). 

• County match is requested to take effect January of the following year (six 
months) 

• Project design done (One Year) 

• Construction the following year. 
Total time from application to begin construction is approximately 24 to 36 months. 
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County Funding Requirement for Proposed Project Timeline 
         

2011         

Project Description      County Funding Needed  
 
Oklahoma Avenue 108th to 76th 
Street    $2,507,819    

         
Mill Road N. 84th to N. 91st & N. 43rd to N. 
56th   $1,296,680    

         

Total for 2011     $3,804,499    

         

         

2012         

Project Description      County Funding Needed  
 
107th Street Brown Deer Rd. to County Line Rd  $0    

 
 
        

2013         

Project Description      County Funding Needed  
 
76th St. Puetz to Imperial     $540,656    

         

Mill Rd. 43rd to Teutonia    $812,550    

         

Repayment of 2011 Advance     $3,804,499    

         

Total for 2013     $5,157,705    
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Detail of Funding Required by Project 
 

Oklahoma Avenue 108
th
 to 76

th
 Street 

 
Total funding needed for Oklahoma Ave is $7,410,000 
 
$2,548,381 CHIP funds  
$1,113,800 Local funds from S. 13th Ryan to Rawson 
   $750,000 Local funds from W. Hampton Ave 92nd to 124th Street 
   $490,000 County funds available on Oklahoma Ave 

$2,507,819 County funds needed to complete the project. 
 

Mill Road N. 84
th
 Street to N. 91

st
 Street & N. 43

rd
 St. to N.56

th
 St. 

 
Total funding needed for Mill Rd is $2,573,860 
 
These segments of roadway have not been approved for funding by the County Board of 
Supervisors; even though design and community meetings were already completed. 
 
Funding for the Mill Road project will be comprised of the following projects: 
 
$1,087,180  CHIP funds from Port Washington Road Daphine to Good Hope 
$   190,000  County funds from Port Washington Road Daphine to Good Hope 
$1,296,680 County funds needed to complete the project. 
 

N. 107
th
 Street                                    Brown Deer to N. County Line Road  

 
Total funding needed for N. 107th St. is $2,487,200 
 
Funding for the N. 107th Street project will be comprised of the following projects: 
 
$1,296,700 CHIP funds  
   $176,000 Local funds from S. 13th County Line to Ryan 
   $420,000 Local funds from College Avenue 27th to 51st Street 
   $248,000 Local funds from Layton Ave 27th to Loomis 
   $346,500 County funds available on N. 107th  

    
This project is currently in the early design phase.  City of Milwaukee indicated interest 
in cleaning out remnants of City streets in the middle of County highways through 
jurisdictional transfer and this project is one of them under discussions. Milwaukee 
County will work with the City on the design elements, once an agreement is reached.  
Construction is tentatively scheduled for 2012.   
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Projects with Full Funding 
 

S.13
th
 Street                                                         Rawson to College Avenue 

Total construction Cost      $6,900,000 
 
Total Local Bond Funds Available for this Project   $1,560,000 
Total Amount Needed in Bonds by the County Board   $0 
Total State/Federal Funds Available for this Project   $6,240,000 
Total Amount Need by the State in STP funds   $0 
 
WisDOT is overseeing construction of this project with an anticipated completion in 
2011. 

West College Avenue                                               Howell to Pennsylvania 
Total Project Cost       $7,100,400 
 
Total Local Bond Funds Available for this Project   $408,200 
Total Amount Needed in Bonds by the County Board   $0 
Total State/Federal Funds Available for this Project   $5,351,960 
Total Amount Need by the State in STP funds   $0 
 
Construction has been moved up to 2011 by WisDOT so that construction can coincide 
with an ARRA funded project of College from Pennsylvania to Packard. 

 

West College Avenue (ARRA)                            Pennsylvania to Packard 
Total Project Cost       $2,010,572 
 
Total Local Bond Funds Available for this Project   $150,000 
Total Amount Needed in Bonds by the County Board   $0 
Total State/Federal Funds Available for this Project   $1,860,572 
Total Amount Need by the State in STP funds   $0 
 
WisDOT is overseeing construction of this project with an anticipated to start spring 
2011.  
 

Projects with Partial Federal Funding and Partial County Funding 
 
 

S.76
th
 Street                                                                        Puetz to Imperial  

Total construction Cost      $11,413,282 
 
Total Local Bond Funds Available for this Project   $1,570,000 
Total Amount Needed in Bonds by the County Board   $540,656 
Total State/Federal Funds Available for this Project   $3,600,000 
Total Amount Need by the State in STP funds   $4,842,626 

 

Project schedule moved at the request of the City of Franklin so that sidewalks and 
signals could be added to the project.  Franklin will fund their request estimated at 
$860,000 at 100%.  In case the City chose to do a jurisdictional transfer by accepting 
proposed remnant County roads, the County will pay for their request with 80% Federal 
funds and 20% Bonds. These changes require additional design and revisions to the 
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WisDOT project agreement.  Local bond funds of $540,656 will be needed in 2013 when 
construction is scheduled to begin. 

 

W. Mill Road                                      N. 43
rd
 Street to N. Teutonia Avenue  

Total Project Cost       $4,865,000 
 
Total Local Bond Funds Available for this Project   $160,450  
Total Amount Needed in Bonds by the County Board   $812,550 
Total State/Federal Funds Available for this Project   $3,880,000 
Total Amount Need by the State in STP funds   $12,000 

 

The amount listed above represents design and right-of-way acquisition and construction 
costs.  A delay by WisDOT in the execution of the work order process has meant that a 
re-scoping of the project was required to add new Federal mandated elements such as 
bike lanes and pedestrian accommodations.  Construction is tentatively scheduled for 
2013 currently estimated at $4,025,000 of which local bond proceeds of $812,550 will be 
needed at that time. 

 

Projects Where Funding will be pursued at a Later Date 

 

N. Port Washington Road                                  Daphne to Good Hope 
Total Project Cost       $0 
 
Total Local Bond Funds Available for this Project   $0 
Total Amount Needed in Bonds by the County Board   $0  
Total State/Federal Funds Available for this Project   $0 
Total Amount Need by the State in CHIP funds   $0 

 

Road condition is in better shape than Mill Road (84th Street to N. 91st Street & N. 43rd 
St. to N.56th St.).  WisDOT bridge construction on Good Hope affecting the Port 
Washington intersection will be completed in early 2011 as well.  CHIP funds will be 
moved to Mill Road project due to funds expiring on September 30, 2011. 

 

Projects Not Funded in Recent STP Allocation 
 

S. 13
th
 Street                                                    Ryan to Rawson Avenue 

Total Project Cost       $0 
 
Total Local Bond Funds Available for these Phases   $0 
Total Amount Needed in Bonds by the County Board   $0 
Total State/Federal Funds Available for this Project   $0 
Total Amount Need by the State in STP funds   $0 

 
This project was not selected for funding in the recent STP program.  $1,113,800 of local 
funds provided for this project has been shifted to the Oklahoma Avenue project.   
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S. 13
th
 Street                                     South County Line to Ryan Road 

Total Project Cost       $0 
 
Total Local Bond Funds Available for these Phases   $0 
Total Amount Needed in Bonds by the County Board   $0  
Total State/Federal Funds Available for this Project   $0 
Total Amount Need by the State in STP funds   $0 
 
This project was not selected for funding in the recent STP program.  $176,000 of local 
funds provided for this project has been shifted to the 107th Street project.   
 

W. College Avenue                                    S. 51
st
 Street to S. 27

th
 Street 

Total Project Cost       $0 
 
Total Local Bond Funds Available for these Phases   $0 
Total Amount Needed in Bonds by the County Board   $0 
Total State/Federal Funds Available for this Project   $0 
Total Amount Need by the State in STP funds   $0 
 
This project was not selected for funding in the recent STP program.  $420,000 of local 
funds provided for this project has been shifted to the 107th Street project.   
 

W. Layton Ave.                                  S. 27
th
 Street to W. Loomis Avenue 

Total Project Cost       $0 
 
Total Local Bond Funds Available for these Phases   $0 
Total Amount Needed in Bonds by the County Board   $0 
Total State/Federal Funds Available for this Project   $0 
Total Amount Need by the State in STP funds   $0 
 
This project was not selected for funding in the recent STP program.  $248,000 of local 
funds provided for this project has been shifted to the Mill Road (84th Street to N. 91st 
Street & N. 43rd St. to N.56th St.) project.   
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Department of Transportation and Public Works Staffing Plan

2011 Adopted Capital Improvements

Milwaukee County

COUNTY CONSULT

PROJECT PROJECT COUNTY CNTY & CONSUL COUNTY CNTY & CONSUL

Sub-  

Construction 

Start

Construction 

Finish MANAGER MANAGER STAFF CONSUL RFP STAFF CONSUL RFP

Proj Proj Project Description Carryover 2011 OWNER DTPW

TRANSPORTATION AND PUBLIC WORKS

Highway

WH222012 West College Ave - Howell to Pennsylvania - construction 6,853,000 2011 2012 Shikhman WisDOT X X X

WH010072 S. 13th Street - Rawson to College - construction 6,870,000 2010 2011 Shikhman WisDOT X X

WH010171 S. 76th Street - Puetz to Imperial - Design 681,000 Weddle-Henning WisDOT X

WH010173 S. 76th Street - Puetz to Imperial - ROW 1,000,000 Weddle-Henning WisDOT X X

WH002011 Inter-Jurisidictional Traffic System - Design 130,000 Karnes WisDOT

WH002012 Inter-Jurisidictional Traffic System - Construct 350,000 Karnes WisDOT X

WH020051 West Oklahoma Ave - S 108th to S 76th Street - Design 802,000 Wieczorek X

WH020052 West Oklahoma Ave - S 108th to S 76th Street - Construction 6,500,000 2011 2012 Shikhman Consultant X X

WH010021 West Mill Road - N 43rd St to Teutonia - Design 520,000 Wieczorek WisDOT X

WH022011 N. 107th St - Brown Deer to NCL - Design 346,500 Weddle-Henning X X

WH022012 N. 107th St - Brown Deer to NCL - Construction 2,140,700 2012 2013 Shikhman Consultant X

WH021011 West Mill Road - 91st to 84th & 43rd to 56th Stree - Design 285,000 Weddle-Henning X

WH021012 West Mill Road - 91st to 84th & 43rd to 56th Stree - Construction 2,288,860 2011 2012 Shikhman Consultant X

WH080032 Lake Parkway Bridge over Drainage Ravine - Construction 860,000 Eruchalu WisDOT X

WH080041 Kinnickinnic River Parway Bridge #569 - Design 161,000 Eruchalu WisDOT X

WH080042 Kinnickinnic River Parway Bridge #569 - Construction 1,033,000 Shikhman WisDOT X

WH000141 S. 76th St Bridge # 575 over the Root River - Design 150,000 Eruchalu WisDOT X X

WH000151 S. 76th St Bridge # 576 over the Root River - Design 150,000 Eruchalu WisDOT X X

WH030021 Whitnall Park bridge #565 - Design 150,000 Eruchalu WisDOT X X

WH030061 Whitnall Park bridge #721 - Design 150,000 Eruchalu WisDOT X X

WH030131 Whitnall Park bridge #713 - Design 150,000 Eruchalu WisDOT X X

WH088012 Northshop Salt Storage - construction 352,000 Karnes   

WO870 Special Assessments 125,000 Eruchalu WisDOT X

IH-94 North/South Freeway 2011 50,000 WisDOT Karnes WisDOT X

Bridge Inspections -Hwy  31,000 Highway

Bridge Inspections - Parks 20,000 Parks

Bridge Inspections - Airport 2,200 Airport

Bridge Inspections - Zoo 2,000 Highway

Bridge Administration Major Maintenance Projects - Hwy 10,000

Traffic Engineering - Hwy 182,000

Other Agency - assumes outside revenue 0

Administrative and Misc Tax Levy not included below 0

Permits 95,000 Various

Pavement Management 0

Sign,Signal & Pavement Marking Inventory 0

Traffic Safety Improvements 0

LRIP Administration 6,000 WisDOT

Total Capital Improvements $18,627,000 $13,812,060

SIGNATURE DESIGN CONSTRUCTION MANAGEMENT

AUTHORITY
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 File No.       ( )( ) 1 

 2 

 (Journal,              2011) 3 

 4 

(ITEM   )  From Director of Transportation and Public Works recommending approval of the 5 

Department of Transportation and Public Works staff and consultant use plan for the 2011 6 

adopted capital projects, by recommending adoption of the following: 7 

 8 

 A RESOLUTION 9 

 10 

 WHEREAS, Milwaukee County General Ordinances Chapter 56.30(4) (a) (1) requires 11 

that the Department of Transportation and Public Works provide a final list of staff and 12 

consultant assignments for capital projects in February each year to the Committees on 13 

Finance and Audit and Transportation, Public Works and Transit; and 14 

 15 

 WHEREAS, the Department of Transportation and Public Works has reviewed the 16 

2011 Adopted Capital Improvements Budget and established a staffing and consultant use 17 

plan for the projects; and 18 

 19 

 WHEREAS, the Committee on Transportation, Public Works and Transit at its meeting 20 

on ___________, 2011, recommended approval of the staffing plan by a vote of _______; and 21 

 22 

 WHEREAS, the Finance and Audit Committee at its meeting on __________, 2011, 23 

recommended approval of the staffing plan by a vote of          ; now, therefore 24 

 25 

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

approve the staffing and consultant use plan for the 2011 adopted capital projects under the 27 

signature authority of the Department of Transportation and Public Works as recommended 28 

by the Department of Transportation and Public Works. 29 

 30 

 31 

 32 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: February 7, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: STAFFING PLAN/CONSULTANT USE FOR  2011 CAPITAL IMPROVEMENTS 
PROJECTS 
  
  
 
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               

Revenue               

Net Cost               

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

Expenditure $3,804,499           

Revenue $3,804,499             

Net Cost $0              

 
 

TPWT  March 2, 2011  Page 226



H:\Shared\COMCLERK\Committees\2011\Mar\TPW\Packet\Item 21d.doc 

 
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.   

 
 
Department of Transportation and Public Works is submitting a fund transfer in March to the 
Committee on Finance and Audit, and the Committee on Transportation, Public Works and 
Transit requesting additional county funds for the amount of $3,804,499. These funds will be 
used to finance W. Oklahoma Avenue and W. Mill Road construction projects. This fiscal note 
coincides with staffing plan. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
Department/Prepared By  Department of Transportation and Public Works  Rollin M. Bertran
  
 
Recommended By: _______________________________________ 
 Rollin M. Bertran, Director, Highway Operations 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
    Jack Takerian, Director DTPW 
 
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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