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File No.    1 

Journal     2 

 3 

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

authorization to enter into an amendment to Airport Agreement HP-1289 between 5 

Milwaukee County and Johnson Controls, Inc., for the construction of additional parking 6 

spaces at General Mitchell International Airport (GMIA). 7 

 8 

RESOLUTION 9 

 10 

 WHEREAS, Johnson Controls, Inc. (JCI) constructed an aircraft hangar on airport 11 

property located on Citation Way under the terms of Airport Agreement No. HP-1289; and 12 

 13 

 WHEREAS, JCI operates a fleet of jet aircraft and needs to expand its employee 14 

parking area adjacent to its aircraft hangar; and 15 

 16 

 WHEREAS, JCI is now requesting to enter into an amendment for the lease of vacant 17 

land at GMIA on which to construct a 58-foot-by-274.09-foot parking lot in which to 18 

expand an employee parking area adjacent to JCI’s aircraft hangar; and 19 

 20 

 WHEREAS, airport staff reviewed the proposed construction documents and 21 

recommends entering into a lease amendment between Milwaukee County and Johnson 22 

Controls, Inc., for the lease of land at GMIA, under the standard terms and conditions. 23 

 24 

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

on May 11, 2011, recommended approval (vote ___) that Milwaukee County enter into an 26 

amendment to Airport Agreement HP-1289 between Milwaukee County and Johnson 27 

Controls, Inc., effective as of the date of closing on the transaction, now, therefore, 28 

 29 

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

Airport Director are hereby authorized and directed to enter into an amendment to Airport 31 

Agreement HP-1289 between Milwaukee County and Johnson Controls, Inc., under the 32 

standard terms and conditions. 33 

 34 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: April 20, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: AMENDMENT TO AIRPORT AGREEMENT HP-1289 BETWEEN 

MILWAUKEE COUNTY AND JOHNSON CONTROLS, INC. FOR THE 

CONSTRUCTION OF ADDITIONAL PARKING SPACES 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 $4,980.60 TBD 

Revenue $4,980.60 TBD 

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.   

 
GMIA land rental revenue will increase by approximately $4,980.60 annually with the 
construction of Johnson Controls, Inc., employee parking area.  There will be no 
fiscal 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: 
 

                                                 
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 amend the professional services 5 

agreement between Synergy Consultants, Inc. and Milwaukee County to 6 

extend the completion date from December 31, 2010 to March 31, 2012, by 7 

recommending adoption of the following: 8 

 9 

 10 

RESOLUTION 11 

 12 

   WHEREAS, County Board Approval is required to amend certain 13 

Professional Service contracts; and 14 

 15 

WHEREAS, to provide financial assistance for airports seeking to reduce 16 

airport ground emissions, Congress established a voluntary program in 2003 to 17 

reduce such emissions at commercial service airports located in the regions 18 

which do not meet or maintain EPA ambient air quality standards.  To administer 19 

this program, the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) created the Voluntary 20 

Airport Low Emissions (VALE) Program in 2004; and 21 

 22 

WHEREAS, projects that are envisioned for VALE funding are included in 23 

GMIA’s approved FAR Part 150 Noise Study Update.  The projects include 24 

electrification of various terminal gates/aprons to reduce use of aircraft auxiliary 25 

power units (APUs), which reduces noise and emissions.  Electrification of the 26 

International Arrivals Building gates, Concourses D and E of the Passenger 27 

Terminal, the Signature ramp and the West ramp is recommended to reduce 28 

the need for APU use. Pre-conditioned air would also need to be provided at 29 

the terminal gates.  The FAA has indicated that these projects may not be 30 

funded under the noise program grant program, but would be eligible for VALE 31 

funding; and 32 

 33 

 WHEREAS, General Mitchell International Airport (GMIA) entered into an 34 

agreement with Synergy Consultants, Inc. on February 22, 2010 to perform 35 

professional services related to preparation of an application for VALE project 36 

funding.  The VALE application process and related inventory requirements are 37 

new to the FAA Airport District Office (ADO) in Minneapolis, Minnesota. The 38 

GMIA VALE application is the first to be submitted by an airport in the FAA’s 39 

Minneapolis District; and 40 

 41 

WHEREAS,  due to the specialized nature of the VALE application, it has 42 
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taken the FAA longer than expected to review the application.  An extension to 43 

the Professional Services Contract is needed to allow completion of the VALE 44 

application process.  Additional professional services are necessary to complete 45 

the grant application process; and 46 

 47 

WHEREAS, the Airport Division seeks authorization to amend the 48 

Professional Services Agreement with Synergy Consultants, Inc. to extend the 49 

completion date from December 31, 2010 to March 31, 2012 and to increase 50 

the contract amount by $20,093; now, therefore,  51 

 52 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Airport Director is hereby authorized to extend 53 

the term of the Professional Services Agreement with Synergy consultants to 54 

March 31, 2012, and increase the contract amount by $20,093, for a total 55 

contract of $119,644.  56 

 57 

 58 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: April 19, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 

SUBJECT: AMENDMENT TO PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CONTRACT BETWEEN 

MILWAUKEE COUNTY AND SYNERGY CONSULTANTS, 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.   

 

Approval of the Agreement extension with Synergy Consultants, Inc. will have no fiscal 

effect on the tax levy of Milwaukee County.  Funding is available from the Airport’s 5041-

6149 A174 account.  The contract amount will increase by $20,093. 

 
 
 
Department/Prepared by: Kim M. Berry, Airport Noise Program Manager 
 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 

Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
Reviewed by: 
 
 
H:\Private\Clerk Typist\Aa01\TPW&T 11\May 2011\FISCAL NOTE - Synergy Agreement Amendment.docx 

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

conclusion shall be provided.  If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.   
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From the Director of Transportation and Public Works requesting authority to apply 1 

for and accept grants offered by the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources, by 2 

recommending adoption of the following: 3 

 4 

 5 

A RESOLUTION 6 

 7 

 WHEREAS, the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources is offering  8 

Urban Non-Point Source & Storm Water (UNPS&SW) Program Planning grants for 9 

2012 that can be used for public education regarding storm water management and 10 

water quality impacts; and  11 

 12 

 WHEREAS, Milwaukee County is responsible for the administration of a 13 

County-wide stormwater discharge permit issued by the Wisconsin Department of 14 

Natural Resources, which includes the requirement to develop and implement a 15 

public education and outreach plan; and 16 

 17 

 WHEREAS, as part of its education & outreach efforts, Milwaukee County is a 18 

member of the Menomonee River Group (MRG), a consortium of municipalities 19 

organized to address public education and outreach in communities within the 20 

Menomonee River watershed, and actively supports the Southeastern Wisconsin 21 

Watersheds Trust, Inc. (SWWT), an organization created to pursue improvements in 22 

surface waters in the Greater Milwaukee region; and   23 

 24 

  WHEREAS, Milwaukee County is eligible to apply for the UNPS&SW grant 25 

but MRG and SWWT are not, but SWWT can serve as the consultant if funding is 26 

secured; and 27 

 28 

 WHEREAS, any match funding would be provided by MRG or SWWT; and 29 

 30 

 WHEREAS, the projects would not have long-term maintenance obligations; 31 

and 32 

 33 

 WHEREAS, the funds will be awarded in fiscal year 2012; now therefore 34 

 35 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the County Board of Supervisors does hereby 36 

authorize the DTPW Director to have the Department of Transportation and Public 37 

Works—Architects, Engineers and Environmental Services Division apply for and 38 

accept UNPS&SW Program-Planning grants for fiscal year 2012, contingent on the 39 

required match funding being provided by MRG or SWWT. 40 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: 4/26/11 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 
SUBJECT: UNPS&SW Program Planning  Grant  

  
  
 
FISCAL EFFECT: 
 

 No Direct County Fiscal Impact  Increase Capital Expenditures 
   

  Existing Staff Time Required 

   Decrease Capital Expenditures 

 Increase Operating Expenditures 

 (If checked, check one of two boxes below)  Increase Capital Revenues  
 

  Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget  Decrease Capital Revenues 
 

  Not Absorbed Within Agency’s Budget  
  

 Decrease Operating Expenditures  Use of contingent funds 
 

 Increase Operating Revenues 
 

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

 Expenditure or 
Revenue Category 

Current Year Subsequent Year 

Operating Budget Expenditure  NA  NA 

Revenue  NA  NA 

Net Cost  0   0 

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

Expenditure  0   0 

Revenue  0   0 

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

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

proposed action in the current budget year and how those were calculated.
 1

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

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

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

 
A.    The DTPW Director is requesting authorization to have the DTPW A&E&ES Division 
apply for and accept an Urban Non-Point Source and Storm Water Program Planning Grant 
for FY 2012. 
B. No net increase or decrease in the annual budget.   Milwaukee County staff currently 

devote staff time to this issue.  Our time spent on administration of the grant would be 
absorbed in the existing budget. 

C. This is a one-time application for the year 2012.   The match amount would be provided 
by SWWT. 

D. None 
 
Department/Prepared By  DTPW-Environmental Services, Steve Keith           
  

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

 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?    Yes      No 
 

     Reviewed With:       

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

conclusion shall be provided.  If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.   
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By Supervisor Mayo 1 

 2 

 3 

A RESOLUTION 4 

Requesting that the Southeastern Regional Transit Authority’s (SERTA) assets be 5 

distributed between Milwaukee, Racine and Kenosha Counties. 6 

 7 

 WHEREAS, the State 2011-2013 Biennial Budget proposes a 10 percent 8 

reduction in general transportation aids, which results in a $7 million reduction to 9 

transit operating funds in Milwaukee County; and 10 

 11 

 WHEREAS, a $7 million dollar reduction in operating funds would resulting 12 

approximately 100,000 less bus operating hours; and 13 

 14 

 WHEREAS, in order to absorb a reduction of this magnitude, SEWRPC has 15 

projected that these proposed transit cuts could equate to an 8-percent service 16 

reduction, or a 29-pecent face increase; and 17 

 18 

 WHEREAS, on Tuesday May 3, 2011, the State’s Joint Finance Committee 19 

(JFC) voted to eliminate all regional transit authority’s in Wisconsin by a vote of 12-20 

4; and 21 

 22 

 WHEREAS, JFC motion #71 specified, "all assets of the RTA, including any 23 

accumulated revenues received from the vehicle rental fees imposed by the 24 

authority would be divided and distributed equally among the three counties and 25 

would become the assets of those counties, unless the counties of Kenosha, 26 

Milwaukee, and Racine agree otherwise"; and 27 

 28 

 WHEREAS, the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission 29 

(SEWRPC) has place SERTA’s assets at approximately $1.27 million; and 30 

 31 

 WHEREAS, these revenues were generated through the imposition of a car 32 

rental fee at Milwaukee County General Mitchell international Airport; and 33 

 34 

WHEREAS, considering these revenues were generated out of operations at 35 

the Milwaukee County General Mitchell International Airport, it is reasonable and 36 

prudent that Milwaukee County be allocated, at the minimum, revenues generated 37 

in Milwaukee County, now, therefore 38 

 39 

 BE IT RESOLVED, the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors request that 40 

SERTA assets be distributed between Milwaukee, Racine and Kenosha Counties; and 41 

 42 
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 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that at a minimum, Milwaukee County requests 43 

that all revenues generated in Milwaukee County remain in Milwaukee County 44 

unless the counties of Kenosha, Milwaukee, and Racine agree otherwise. 45 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: May 6, 2011 Original Fiscal Note    
 

Substitute Fiscal Note   
 

SUBJECT: Requesting that the Southeastern Regional Transit Authority’s (SERTA) assets 
be distributed between Milwaukee, Racine and Kenosha Counties.  
  
 
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  N/A 

Revenue  0    N/A 

Net Cost  0   0 

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

Expenditure               

Revenue               

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

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

proposed action in the current budget year and how those were calculated.
 1
  If annualized or 

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

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

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

 
 

A. Requesting that the Southeastern Regional Transit Authority’s (SERTA) assets be 
distributed between Milwaukee, Racine and Kenosha Counties. 
 
B. N/A 
 
C.N/A 
 
D. No assumptions were made. 
 
 
 
Department/Prepared By    
 
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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