
TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 1

nancysebastian
Typewritten Text
1



Frank J. Busalacchi 
1300 N Prospect Avenue, #206, Milwaukee, WI  53202 • (262) 893-7139 • frankbusalacchi@gmail.com 
 

Chairman and Co-Founder of ACT: American Crisis in Transportation Coalition 

 The bi-partisan, nationwide coalition creates awareness of the country’s crumbling infrastructure and inadequate funding through 

grass roots lobbying and social networking. 
 

Secretary of the Wisconsin Department of Transportation January 2003 to January 2011 

 Appointed by Governor Doyle to lead one of the state’s largest agencies of over 3,300 employees (including the State Patrol and the 

Division of Motor Vehicles), which served over 50,000 citizens per day. Managed an annual budget of nearly $3 billion, which 

included support for all modes of transportation including state highways, local roads, railroads, public transit systems, airports, 

harbors and bicycle and pedestrian facilities. 

 Lead the state’s efforts to rebuild the Marquette Interchange Project in downtown Milwaukee, resulting in a project that was 

completed early and under-budget. The $810 million public works project is the largest in state history and has become a national 

model for mega-projects. The department’s commitment to minority participation resulted in 19% of the work contracted to 

Disadvantaged Business Enterprises (DBEs). Construction also began on other major state road projects, including the 35-mile I-94 

corridor. This $1.9 billion project involves the state’s key economic gateway from the south. 

 Enhanced Wisconsin’s rail program through the acquisition of two train sets for the Chicago-Milwaukee Amtrak Hiawatha line and 

the remodeling of two stations, in addition to adding a new train station at the Milwaukee airport. 

 Wisconsin successfully competed to receive an $822 million grant from the $8 billion American Recovery and Reinvestment Act high-

speed rail program. The grant application was the only in the nation to be fully funded. The opposing political party, upon their 

subsequent election to the Governor’s mansion, returned the monies to the federal government for redistribution. 

 National and international speaker on transportation issues, including several presentations in Canada and throughout China.  

 

Member of the National Surface Transportation Policy and Revenue Study Commission 

 Appointed by House Speaker Pelosi to this bi-partisan commission, which studied the condition of the nation’s surface transportation 

system, identified future needs and developed financing recommendations. Lead the Passenger Rail Working Group. The final report 

was presented to Congress in January 2008. 

 

Chair of the States for Passenger Rail Coalition 2004 to 2010 

 Served as chair of the States for Passenger Rail Coalition, an alliance of 31 state DOTs calling for expanded federal support of 

intercity passenger rail. Testified before Congress on the importance of passenger rail and of working to improve and expand existing 

Amtrak service. 

 

Teamsters Local 200 1979 to 2003 

 Elected as Secretary-Treasurer (principal officer, financial officer) of the largest Teamster local in the state (7,500 members) in 1994, 

running unopposed in two subsequent elections. Worked with government officials, company representatives, (national, state and 

local) union officials to help create a favorable business climate to keep and bring jobs to SE Wisconsin. Began as Business Agent in 

1979. Elected President in 1991. 

 Served as Freight Director for the Central Region of Teamsters; Trustee and Statewide Legislative Liaison for Teamsters Joint Council 

39; as well as on numerous national negotiating committees. 

 

Milwaukee World Festivals (Summerfest) 1998 to 2003 

 President of the Board of Directors. Chairman of the Negotiating Committee for the lease between MWF and the City of Milwaukee 

(included negotiations with the state and Milwaukee County). Also, Chairman of the Building Committee responsible for the $18 

million Millennium Momentum Plan. 

 

Southeast Wisconsin Professional Baseball Park District Board (Miller Park) 1994 to 2003 

 Appointed by Governor Thompson after successfully lobbying to get stadium legislation passed. As Construction Committee Chair 

for the $400 million Miller Park Baseball Stadium, was responsible for the day-to-day project oversight from beginning (design, 

bidding process, negotiation of agreements) to Opening Day 2001. Served as the Board’s media liaison throughout the project and 

was a member of the Project Participation Committee. 

 

Other Committee member of the SE Wisconsin Regional Planning Committee – SEWRPC (responsible for the planning of regional 

transportation needs); Member of the Greater Milwaukee Committee; Trustee for Wisconsin Health Fund. 

 

Doctor of Laws, Honorary Degree from Marquette University May 2009 
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By Supervisors Jursik and Taylor1

2
A RESOLUTION3

requesting an extension of the Lake Parkway (State Trunk Highway 794) from Edgerton4

Avenue to State Trunk Highway 100 be added to the regional transportation system5

plan by the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission (SEWRPC) and6

that the Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT) then conduct necessary7

preliminary engineering and environmental impact studies for the project8

9

WHEREAS, Milwaukee County and the Cities of Cudahy, Oak Creek, St. Francis,10

and South Milwaukee unanimously requested by resolution that SEWRPC create a11

study committee to investigate the feasibility and desirability of extending the Lake12

Parkway from Edgerton Avenue to State Trunk Highway 100 in Milwaukee County; and13

14

WHEREAS, SEWRPC created a Lake Parkway Extension Study Advisory15

Committee (“Study Advisory Committee”) composed primarily of elected officials and16

chaired by Milwaukee County Board Supervisor Patricia Jursik, and a Technical17
Subcommittee consisting of the technical staff of the elected officials on the Study18

Advisory Committee; and19

20

WHEREAS, the Study Advisory Committee and Technical Subcommittee21

considered possible alternative designs for a Lake Parkway extension developed by22

SEWRPC staff, including alternative alignments, cross-sections, and roadway crossing23

treatments, and the Study Advisory Committee approved presenting a preferred design24

to the public for comment; and25

26

WHEREAS, more than twice as many persons expressed support for a Lake27

Parkway extension than expressed opposition, as documented in SEWRPC’s Record of28

Public Comments, Preliminary Recommendations of Lake Parkway (STH 794)29

Extension Study, March 2012; and30

31

WHEREAS, following consideration of the public comment, the Study Advisory32
Committee made a final recommendation that the Lake Parkway be extended from33

Edgerton Avenue to State Trunk Highway 100 in Milwaukee County, including the34

initially preferred design, as documented in SEWRPC Memorandum Report No. 201,35

Study of a Lake Parkway (STH 794) Extension from Edgerton Avenue to STH 100 in36

Milwaukee County, April 2012; and37

38

WHEREAS, the Study Advisory Committee recommended to SEWRPC that the39

Lake Parkway extension be added to the regional transportation system plan and, upon40

that addition, Milwaukee County and each of the concerned and affected local41

governments would request that the Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT)42

conduct the necessary preliminary engineering and environmental impact studies for the43

extension; now, therefore,44

45
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BE IT RESOLVED, that Milwaukee County requests that SEWRPC add to the46

adopted regional transportation system plan, as recommended by the Study Advisory47
Committee, an extension of the Lake Parkway (State Trunk Highway 794) from48

Edgerton Avenue to State Trunk Highway 100; and49

50

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that upon addition of the Lake Parkway extension51

to the regional transportation system plan, Milwaukee County requests that WisDOT52

conduct the necessary preliminary engineering and environmental impact studies for the53

extension; and54

55

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Director, Department of Transportation, is56

authorized and directed to communicate the contents of this resolution to the57

appropriate officials at SEWRPC and WisDOT.58
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aWisDOT should work with 128th Air Refueling Wing and General Mitchell International Airport during preliminary engineering and environmental impact study to accomplish
appropriate exchange of land to allow secured access to 128th Air Refueling Wing facilities to be relocated to College Avenue and Layton Avenue and secured access at
Grange Avenue to be closed. This would allow Lake Parkway extension to be constructed at-grade with cul-de-sacs provided on Grange Avenue on each side of extension.

Exhibit A
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#159363v2 

PREFERRED ROADWAY CROSSING TREATMENTS AND ACCESS AT EACH  
ROADWAY CROSSING ALONG THE POTENTIAL LAKE PARKWAY EXTENSION  

BETWEEN EDGERTON AVENUE AND STH 100 IN MILWAUKEE COUNTY 
 

Roadway Crossing Potential Crossing Treatment 
Access 

Provided 

Layton Avenue 
Add southbound on-ramp  

to existing half interchange 
Yes 

Edgerton Avenue 
Replace current connection  

with northbound on-and off-ramps 
Yes 

Grange Avenue No accessa No 

College Avenue (CTH ZZ) 
Overpass with “jughandle” ramp access  

between Lake Parkway and College Avenue 
(Lake Parkway over) 

Yes 

Rawson Avenue (CTH BB) 
Grade-separated interchange 

(Lake Parkway under) 
Yes 

Drexel Avenue 
Grade-separated interchange 

(Lake Parkway over) 
Yes 

Forest Hill Avenue 
Overpass with no access 

(Lake Parkway over) 
No 

Puetz Road 
Grade-separated interchange 

(Lake Parkway over) 
Yes 

Ryan Road Cul-de-sac on each side of Lake Parkway No 

STH 100 
At-grade intersection  

west of Pennsylvania Avenue 
Yes 

 

a WisDOT should work with the 128th Air Refueling Wing and General Mitchell International 
Airport during preliminary engineering and environmental impact study to accomplish the 
appropriate exchange of land to allow the secured access to the 128th Air Refueling Wing 
facilities to be relocated to College Avenue and Layton Avenue and the secured access at 
Grange Avenue to be closed. This would allow the Lake Parkway extension to be 
constructed at-grade with cul-de-sacs provided on Grange Avenue on each side of the 
extension. 

Exhibit A (continued)
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TYPICAL CROSS-SECTION FOR LAKE PARKWAY EXTENSION

Exhibit A (continued)
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COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 
INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION 

 
DATE:  April 16, 2012 
 
TO:  Chairperson, County Board of Supervisors 
  Chairperson, Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee 
 
FROM:  Frank Busalacchi, Director, Department of Transportation 
 
SUBJECT:  PARKING RATE INCREASE AT GENERAL MITCHELL INTERNATIONAL 

AIRPORT 
 

POLICY 
 

Auto parking rate increases require County Board approval. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The auto parking lot serving the Milwaukee Airport Rail Station (MARS) was built and opened 
in 2004 and the 24-hour parking rate was set at $5.00.  At that time, the rate was the same as the 
adjacent airport remote parking lots (SuperSaver lots) and the same as public parking near the 
Amtrak station in downtown Milwaukee. 
 
The remote parking rate was increased to $6.00 in January 2012.  The parking lots near the 
downtown Amtrak station have also raised their rates to $6.00 per day. 
 
The operating agreement between the County and the State governing operations of the station 
requires the County to consult with the State on parking lot rates; the State concurs with a rate 
increase. 
 
RECOMMENDATION 

 
Airport staff recommends that the County Board approve of raising the MARS parking lot rate 
from $5.00 to $6.00 per day.   
 
FISCAL NOTE 

 
Revenues are expected to increase by $ $64,443.   

 
Prepared by:   C. Barry Bateman, Airport Director 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
_________________________________ ____________________________________ 
Frank Busalacchi, Director   C. Barry Bateman 
Department of Transportation   Airport Director 
 
 
 
H:\Private\Clerk Typist\Aa01\TPW&T 12\05- May 2012\REPORT - Parking Rate Increase.doc 
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  File No. 
  Journal 
 
(Item     ) From the Director, Department of Transportation, requesting authorization to 
increase parking rates at the Milwaukee Airport Rail Station (MARS) to $6.00 per day, 
by adoption of the following: 
 
 

RESOLUTION 
 
   WHEREAS,  the auto parking lot serving the Milwaukee Airport Rail Station 
(MARS) was built and opened in 2004; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the 24-hour parking rate was set at $5.00; and 
 
   WHEREAS,  at that time, the rate was the same as the adjacent airport 
remote parking lots (SuperSaver lots) and the same as public parking near the 
Amtrak station in downtown Milwaukee; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the remote parking rate was increased to $6.00 in January 
2012; and 
 
   WHEREAS,  the parking lots near the downtown Amtrak station have also 
raised their rates to $6.00 per day; and 
 
 WHEREAS, The operating agreement between the County and the State 
governing operations of the station requires the County to consult with the State 
on parking lot rates; the State concurs with a rate increase; and 
 

   WHEREAS,  Airport staff recommends that the County Board approve of 
raising the MARS parking lot rate from $5.00 to $6.00 per day; now, therefore, 
 
 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director, Department of Transportation is hereby 
authorized to raise the parking rates at the Milwaukee Airport Rail Station (MARS) 
to $6.00 per day. 
 
 
H:\Private\Clerk Typist\Aa01\TPW&T 12\05- May 2012\RESOLUTION - Parking Rate Increase.doc 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: April 16, 2012 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: PARKING RATE INCREASE 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 

Expenditure 0 0 

Revenue 0       0 

Operating Budget 

Net Cost 0       0 

Expenditure 0       0 

Revenue 0       0 

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

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.   

 
Revenues are expected to increase by $ $64,443.   

 
 
Department/Prepared by: C. Barry Bateman, Airport Director 
 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
Reviewed by: 
 
 
H:\Private\Clerk Typist\Aa01\TPW&T 12\05- May 2012\FISCAL NOTE - Parking Rate Increase.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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COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 
Inter-Office Communication 

 
 
DATE:  April 16, 2012 
 
TO:  Chairperson, County Board of Supervisors 
  Chairperson, Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee 
 
FROM:  Frank Busalacchi, Director, Department of Transportation 
 
 
SUBJECT:  SSP AMERICA, INC., PIZZERIA PICCOLA LIQUOR PERMIT REQUEST 
 

POLICY 
 

The application to the State of Wisconsin for a retail Class B Intoxicating Liquor Permit for SSP 
America, Inc. at General Mitchell International Airport (GMIA) requires County Board approval.  
 
BACKGROUND 

 
Wisconsin Statutes Section 125.51(5)(b) authorizes the issuance of a Class B Intoxicating Liquor 
Permit to concessionaires conducting business in airports, if the county which owns the airport 
applies to the State for the permit by resolution of the airport governing body. 
 
On March 19, 2009 (File No. 07-283(a)(e) the County Board adopt a resolution authorizing the 
County Board Chairman and the County Clerk to apply to the Secretary of Revenue, State of 
Wisconsin, for a Class B Intoxicating Liquor Permit on behalf of SSP America Inc.  At that time 
SSP America was operating one facility on Concourse D in which intoxicating beverages were to 
be sold.  The state issued a permit to SSP America, Inc. d/b/a Nonna Bartolotta Restaurant.  In 
February 2012 SSP America opened Pizzeria Piccola on Concourse C.  The State of Wisconsin is 
requiring that the Milwaukee County Board authorize the issuance of a class Class B Intoxicating 
Liquor Permit on behalf of SSP America, Inc. for the Concourse C Pizzeria Piccola Restaurant. 
 
SSP America, Inc., requests that the County Board adopt a resolution authorizing the County 
Board Chairman and the County Clerk to apply to the Secretary of Revenue, State of Wisconsin, 
for a Class B Intoxicating Liquor Permit on behalf of SSP America, Inc.  SSP America, Inc. for 
the Pizzeria Piccola Restaurant operating on Concourse C at GMIA. 
 
RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
Airport staff recommends that a resolution be adopted by the County Board authorizing the 
County Board Chairman and the County Clerk to apply to the Secretary of Revenue, State of 
Wisconsin, for a Class B Intoxicating Liquor Permit on behalf of SSP America, Inc., for use in 
conjunction with its food and beverage Pizzeria Piccola Restaurant concession on C Concourse 
building at GMIA. 
 
Permit fees will be paid by SSP America, Inc. 
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April 16, 2012 
Page 2 
 

 
FISCAL NOTE 
 
In accordance with the Concession Agreement between Milwaukee County and SSP America, 
Inc., the Airport will receive 16% of the gross receipts from the sale of alcoholic beverages at 
GMIA. 
 
Prepared by:   Kathy Nelson, Airport Properties Manager 
 
Approved by: 

 
 

____________________________     _____________________________ 
C. Barry Bateman     Frank Busalacchi, Director,  
Airport Director    Department of Transportation  
 
     
 
H:\Private\Clerk Typist\Aa01\TPW&T 12\05- May 2012\Report - SSP Pizzeria Liquor Permit Request.doc 
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File No.    1 
Journal     2 

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 
33 
34 
35 
36 
37 
38 

39 

 
 (ITEM No. ____) From the Director of Transportation, requesting that Milwaukee 
County authorize the proper County officials to apply to the Wisconsin Department of 
Revenue for issuance of a retail Class B Intoxicating Liquor Permit for use in the 
terminal building at General Mitchell International Airport (GMIA), with said permit to be 
paid by SSP America, Inc., by recommending adoption of the following: 
 

A RESOLUTION 
 

WHEREAS, Wisconsin Statutes Section 125.51(5)(b) authorizes the issuance of 
a Class B Intoxicating Liquor Permit to concessionaires conducting business in airports, 
if the county which owns the airport applies to the State for the permit by resolution of 
the airport governing body; and 
 

WHEREAS, SSP America, Inc., requests that the County Board adopt a 
resolution authorizing the County Board Chairman and the County Clerk to apply to the 
Wisconsin Department of Revenue for a Class B Intoxicating Liquor Permit on behalf of 
SSP America, Inc. for its Pizzeria Piccola Restaurant on C Concourse; and 
 

WHEREAS, Permit fees will be paid by SSP America, Inc., and, 
 

WHEREAS, the Transportation, Public Works and Transportation Committee at 
its meeting on May   ____, 2012, concurred with Airport staff’s recommendation (Vote 
_____) that a resolution be adopted by the County Board authorizing the County Board 
Chairman and the County Clerk to apply to the Secretary of Revenue, State of 
Wisconsin, for a Class B Intoxicating Liquor Permit on behalf of SSP America, Inc., for 
use in the Pizzeria Piccola Restaurant in the terminal building at General Mitchell 
International Airport; now, therefore, 
 

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Chairperson of the County Board and the County 
Clerk are authorized to apply to the Secretary of Revenue, State of Wisconsin, for the 
issuance of a Liquor Permit for use in the Pizzeria Piccola Restaurant in the terminal 
building at General Mitchell International Airport, with all fees to be paid by SSP 
America, Inc. 
 

H:\Private\Clerk Typist\Aa01\TPW&T 12\05- May 2012\Resolution - SSP America Liquor Permit Request.doc 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: April 16, 2012 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
 
SUBJECT: SSP AMERICA, INC., PIZZERIA PICCOLA  LIQUOR PERMIT REQUEST 
 
 
  
 
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 

Expenditure $23,100 (E) $46,200 (E)

Revenue $23,100 (E) $46,200 (E)

Operating Budget 

Net Cost  0   0 

Expenditure  0   0 

Revenue  0   0 

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

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 accordance with the Concession agreement between Milwaukee County and SSP 
America, Inc., the Airport will receive as rent for this location on Concourse D, the 
greater of the minimum annual guaranty (MAG) rent of $140,000 or 16% of gross 
receipts on the sale of alcoholic beverages and 12% of gross receipts on the sale of 
food and non-alcoholic beverages.  It is not known exactly how much the amount of 
alcoholic beverage sales will contribute toward the MAG or how much alcoholic 
beverage sales will increase the amount of rent paid under the percentage formula.  
The estimated figures are based on 33% of sales being attributed to alcoholic beverage 
sales.  The estimates figures are for six monthw of 2012 and 12 months of 2013. 

 
Department/Prepared By  Kathy Nelson, Airport Properties Manager 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 
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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COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 
INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION 

 
 
DATE:  April 16, 2012 
 
TO:  Chairperson, County Board of Supervisors 
  Chairperson, Transportation, Public Works and Transit committee 
 
FROM:  Frank Busalacchi, Director, Department of Transportation 
 
SUBJECT:  BUILDING LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN MILWAUKEE COUNTY AND FLYER 

LOGISTICS SOLUTIONS 
 

POLICY 
 

County Board approval is required for Milwaukee County to enter into a building lease 
agreement with Flyer Logistics Solutions for an office building at Milwaukee County’s MKE 
Regional Business Park (the former 440th Air Reserve Station ARS) at General Mitchell 
International Airport (GMIA). 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Flyer Logistics Solutions is a subsidiary of Tax AirFreight whose headquarters is on South 
Howell Avenue where over 200 people are employed. Tax AirFreight assists companies with the 
coordination of overseas air shipping. They began the Flyer Logistics Solutions division to 
diversify their business by coordinating business to business shipping throughout the United 
States. 
 
The approximately 2,712 square foot area is expected to accommodate up to twelve (12) 
employees at first with plans to grow the division to twenty (20) employees in the next eighteen 
(18) months.. Of the personnel occupying the space a number of new positions are also expected 
to be created.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 

 
Airport staff recommends that Milwaukee County enter into a lease agreement with Flyer 
Logistics Solutions, effective June 1, 2012, for the lease of approximately 2,712 square feet of 
office space at Milwaukee County’s MKE Regional Business Park, under standard terms and 
conditions for County-owned land and building space, inclusive of the following: 
 
1. The term of the triple net lease agreement shall be for three (3) years, effective June 1, 2012, 

and ending May 31, 2015, with one (1) two-year mutual renewal option. 
 

2. Any furniture, office equipment, or any other material identified will be inventoried in the 
office building and made available to Flyer Logistics Solutions at no charge, to be returned at 
the conclusion of the lease. 

 
3. Rental for the approximately 2,712 square feet of space in the building will be established at: 

$7.00/sq. ft. for an approximate total of $18,984 for the first year of the lease. An option to 
extend the lease term for an additional two years shall be at the fair market value lease rate to 
be determined. 
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4. The lease agreement shall contain the current standard insurance and environmental language 

for similar agreements. Under these terms of this triple net lease agreement Flyer Logistics 
Solutions will be responsible for the cost of insurance, utilities and common area 
maintenance charges. 

 
FISCAL NOTE 

 
Rental revenues will be approximately $18,984 for the first year of the agreement.  
 
Prepared by:   Ted J. Torcivia, Airport Business Manager 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
_________________________________ ____________________________________ 
Frank Busalacchi, Director   C. Barry Bateman 
Department of Transportation   Airport Director 
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File No.    1 
Journal     2 
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31 
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34 
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 (ITEM      ) From the Director, of Department of Transportation requesting that 
Milwaukee County enter into a building lease agreement with Flyer Logistics Solutions 
at Milwaukee County’s MKE Regional Business Park (the former 440th Air Force 
Reserve Station ARS) at General Mitchell International Airport (GMIA) by 
recommending adoption of the following. 
 

RESOLUTION 
 WHEREAS, Flyer Logistics Solutions is a subsidiary of Tax AirFreight whose 
headquarters is on South Howell Avenue where over 200 people are employed. Tax 
AirFreight assists companies with the coordination of overseas air shipping. They began 
the Flyer Logistics Solutions division to diversify their business by coordinating business 
to business shipping throughout the United States; and 
 
 WHEREAS, The approximately 2,712 square foot area is expected to 
accommodate up to twelve (12) employees at first with plans to grow the division to 
twenty (20) employees in the next eighteen (18) months.. Of the personnel occupying 
the space a number of new positions are also expected to be created; now, therefore 

 
 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director, of Department of Transportation and the 
Airport Director are hereby authorized to enter into a lease agreement with Flyer 
Logistics Solutions, effective June 1, 2012, for the lease of:  approximately 2,712 square 
feet of office space (building 117) at Milwaukee County’s MKE Regional Business Park 
(the former 440th Air Reserve Station ARS), under the following terms and conditions: 

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

1, 2012, and ending May 31, 2015, with one (1) two-year mutual renewal option. 
2. Any furniture, office equipment or any other material identified will be inventoried in 30 

the office building and made available to Flyer Logistics Solutions at no charge, to 
be returned at the conclusion of the lease. 

3. Rental for the approximately 2,712 square feet of office space will be established at 33 
$7.00/sq. ft. for a total of $18,984 for the first year of the lease. An option to extend 
the lease term for an additional two years shall be at the fair market value lease rate 
to be determined. 

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 
Flyer Logistics Solutions will be responsible for the cost of insurance, utilities and 
common area maintenance charges. 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: April 16, 2012 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: BUILDING LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN MILWAUKEE COUNTY AND FLYER 

LOGISTICS SOLUTIONS 
 
 
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 

Expenditure $18,984.00 $18,984.00 

Revenue $18,984.00 $18,984.00 

Operating Budget 

Net Cost 0 0 

Expenditure 0       0 

Revenue 0       0 

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

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 $18,984.00 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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COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 

INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION 
 
 
DATE:  April 16, 2012 
 
TO:  Chairperson, County Board of Supervisors 
  Chairperson, Transportation, Public Works and Transit committee 
 
FROM:  Frank Busalacchi, Director, Department of Transportation 
 
SUBJECT:  BUILDING LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN MILWAUKEE COUNTY AND THE 

FRIENDS OF THE MITCHELL GALLERY OF FLIGHT, INC. 
 

POLICY 
 

County Board approval is required for Milwaukee County to enter into a building lease 
agreement with the Friends of the Mitchell Gallery of Flight, Inc. for an office/storage building 
at Milwaukee County’s MKE Regional Business Park (the former 440th Air Reserve Station 
ARS) at General Mitchell International Airport (GMIA). 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The Friends of the Mitchell Gallery of Flight, Inc. organization develops the numerous exhibits 
and provides the curating, maintenance and operation of the Mitchell Gallery of Flight aviation 
museum located on the concession level at GMIA.  The airport receives many accolades from 
passengers about the Gallery and the exhibits of Wisconsin aviation history it displays.  The 
Friends of the Mitchell Gallery of Flight is a 501 (c) (3) non-profit corporation which also offers 
scholarships annually to one senior attending the four high schools surrounding the airport – 
Cudahy, South Milwaukee, Oak Creek and St. Francis.  In addition, The Friends annually offer a 
scholarship to a child or grandchild of its members, and to one of the yearly Aviation Careers 
Education (ACE) Program participants. 
 
In addition to the Gallery space itself, The Friends of the Mitchell Gallery of Flight, Inc. 
organization currently occupies storage space in an area adjacent to the Airport Maintenance 
office located in the administration building.  However, the area that they currently occupy will 
soon no longer be available since the room is slated to be used as the onscreen resolution room 
for the TSA’s baggage screening operations at GMIA.  As a result, they have requested the use 
of a structure, identified as building 300 at Milwaukee County’s MKE Regional Business Park. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 

 
Airport staff recommends that Milwaukee County enter into a no cost lease agreement with the 
Friends of the Mitchell Gallery of Flight, Inc., effective June 1, 2012, for the lease of 846 square 
feet of office/storage (building 300) space at Milwaukee County’s MKE Regional Business Park 
under standard terms and conditions for County-owned land and building space, inclusive of the 
following: 
 
1. The term of the lease agreement shall be for five (5) years, effective June 1, 2012, and ending 

May 31, 2017, with one (1) two-year mutual renewal option. 
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2. Any furniture, office equipment, or any other material identified will be inventoried in the 

office building and made available to the Friends of the Mitchell Gallery of Flight, Inc. at no 
charge, to be returned at the conclusion of the lease. 

 
3. Rental for the approximately 846 square foot building will be at no cost. 
 
4. The lease agreement shall contain the current standard insurance and environmental language 

for similar agreements. Under these terms of this lease agreement the Friends of the Mitchell 
Gallery of Flight, Inc. will be responsible for the cost of insurance charges for the leased 
premises. 

 
5. The building will be used by the Friends of the Mitchell Gallery of Flight, Inc. for the storage 

of archived museum items. 
 
 
FISCAL NOTE 

 
No rental revenue will be assessed for the duration of this agreement.  
 
Prepared by:   Ted J. Torcivia, Airport Business Manager 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
_________________________________ ____________________________________ 
Frank Busalacchi, Director   C. Barry Bateman 
Department of Transportation   Airport Director 
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 (ITEM      ) From the Director, Department of Transportation requesting that 
Milwaukee County enter into a building lease agreement with the Friends of the Mitchell 
Gallery of Flight, Inc. at Milwaukee County’s MKE Regional Business Park (the former 
440th Air Reserve Station ARS) at General Mitchell International Airport (GMIA) by 
recommending adoption of the following. 
 

RESOLUTION 
 

 WHEREAS, The Friends of the Mitchell Gallery of Flight, Inc. organization 
currently occupies storage space in the area located adjacent to the Airport 
Maintenance office located in the administration building; and 
 
 WHEREAS, The area that they currently occupy will soon no longer be available 
since the room is slated to be used as the onscreen resolution room for the TSA’s 
baggage screening operations at GMIA.  As a result, they have requested the use of a 
structure, identified as building 300 at Milwaukee County’s MKE Regional Business 
Park; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Once vacated, the area that they currently occupy will be turned 
over to GMIA to utilize for airport related purposes now, therefore 

 
 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation and Public Works and the 
Airport Director are hereby authorized to enter into a no cost lease agreement with the 
Friends of the Mitchell Gallery of Flight, Inc., effective June 1, 2012, for the lease of 846 
square feet of office/storage space (building 300) at Milwaukee County’s MKE Regional 
Business Park, under standard terms and conditions for County-owned land and 
building space, inclusive of the following: 

 
1. The term of the lease agreement shall be for five (5) years, effective June 1, 2012, 32 

and ending May 31, 2017, with one (1) two-year mutual renewal option. 
 
2. Any furniture, office equipment or any other material identified will be inventoried in 35 

the office building and made available to the Friends of the Mitchell Gallery of Flight, 
Inc. at no charge, to be returned at the conclusion of the lease. 

 
3. Rental for the approximately 846 square foot building will be at no cost. 39 
 
4. The lease agreement shall contain the current standard insurance and environmental 41 

language for similar agreements. Under these terms of this lease agreement the 
Friends of the Mitchell Gallery of Flight, Inc. will be responsible for the cost of 
insurance charges for the leased premises. 
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5. The building will be used by the Friends of the Mitchell Gallery of Flight, Inc. for the 46 
storage of archived museum items. 47 

48 
49 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: April 16, 2012 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: BUILDING LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN MILWAUKEE COUNTY AND THE 

FRIENDS OF THE MITCHELL GALLERY OF FLIGHT, 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 

Expenditure 0 0 

Revenue 0 0 

Operating Budget 

Net Cost 0 0 

Expenditure 0       0 

Revenue 0       0 

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

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.   

 
No rental income received as building is used for Friends of 
Mitchell Gallery of Flight, Inc. for storage of archived museum 
items.  

 
 
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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COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 
INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION 

 
 

DATE: April 16, 2012 
 
TO:  Chairperson, County Board of Supervisors 
  Chairperson, Transportation, Public Works & Transit Committee 

 
FROM: Frank Busalacchi, Director, Department of Transportation 
 
SUBJECT: AUTHORIZATION FOR THE DIRECTOR OF TRANSPORTATION TO 

NEGOTIATE AND EXECUTE AN INTER-GOVERNMENTAL AGREEMENT 
WITH THE CITY OF MILWAUKEE FOR RELOCATION OF CITY 
UTILITIES IN HOWELL AVENUE 
 
POLICY 
 
Authorization to negotiate and execute an Inter-governmental Agreement with the City 
of Milwaukee that authorizes payment for the relocation of City of Milwaukee utilities 
in Howell Avenue for the purpose of constructing a new perimeter road bridge over 
Howell Avenue requires County Board approval. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
Increased airline traffic has prompted renewed nation-wide vigilance of aviation safety.  
Accordingly, in recent years there has been an increasing need to add more safety 
related features and aids on the nation’s commercial airports.  One such feature is to 
provide and maintain a secured perimeter roadway system whereby airport support 
vehicles can access all reaches of the airfield without the need to cross open taxiways 
and runways or travel on public streets.  The airport currently has a perimeter road 
extending from the north side of runway 7R and extending around the north end of the 
airport to the Northeast Hangar area.   With the current Runway Safety Area project the 
perimeter road system is being extended southerly around the west end of runway 7R 
eastward to the west side of Howell Avenue.  This project proposes to provide a bridge 
over Howell Avenue that will connect the perimeter road to the east side of Howell 
Avenue at Citation Way.  With future projects this road will ultimately extend to the 
south end of the runway 1L for access to the southeast corner of the airfield. 
 
The proposed perimeter road bridge over Howell Avenue has been sited and sized to 
minimize impacts to existing utilities within the Howell Avenue right of way.  
However, conflicts with existing utilities can’t be avoided entirely.  An Inter-
governmental Agreement with the City of Milwaukee is proposed to address the cost 
and responsibility for design and construction to relocate City utilities as necessary to 
permit construction of the proposed bridge.  The Inter-governmental Agreement 
proposes to compensate the City for the City’s cost to design sanitary sewer, 
communication and street lighting relocations, as well as the cost for City staff to 
complete the construction of the street lighting relocation.  The City’s design costs and 
lighting construction costs are a not to exceed amount totaling $56,550.  The cost for 
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Chairperson, County Board 
Chairperson, TPW&T Committee 
April 16, 2012 
Page 2 
 

construction of the sanitary sewer and communication conduit relocations is estimated 
at $151,000.  The Project will pay for relocation of the sanitary sewer and 
communication facilities directly by including these relocation efforts in the bridge 
contract. 
 
Howell Avenue is a Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT) State Trunk 
Highway.  The City’s utilities are in WisDOT’s right of way by permit.  The Airport’s 
proposed perimeter road bridge will also be constructed in WisDOT’s right of way by 
permit.  Since the proposed bridge project is not a WisDOT project or a project in 
County right of way, the County Airport is obligated to pay for relocation of the City’s 
utilities.  
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Airport staff recommends that the Director of Transportation be given the authorization 
to negotiate and execute an Inter-governmental Agreement with the City of Milwaukee 
that authorizes payment for the relocation of City of Milwaukee utilities in Howell 
Avenue for the purpose of constructing a new perimeter road bridge over Howell 
Avenue. 
 
FISCAL NOTE 
 
There are sufficient funds in the current budget to cover the fees due the City of 
Milwaukee per the Inter-governmental Agreement.  A related fund transfer to increase 
the overall project budget to reflect the estimated current project cost has been 
submitted for Board consideration.  The source of funding for this project is 75% 
Federal AIP with 12.5% State funding and a local 12.5% PFC funding match.  There is 
no effect on the tax levy of Milwaukee County. 
 
Prepared by:  Karl Stave, P.E., Project Manager 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
________________________________ __________________________________ 
Frank Busalacchi, Director   C. Barry Bateman, Airport Director 
Department of Transportation 
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  File No. 
  Journal 
 
(Item     ) From the Director, Department of Transportation, seeking authorization 
to negotiate and execute an Inter-governmental Agreement with the City of 
Milwaukee that authorizes payment for the relocation of City of Milwaukee 
utilities in Howell Avenue for the purpose of constructing a new perimeter road 
bridge over Howell Avenue, by adoption of the following: 
 
 

RESOLUTION 
 
   WHEREAS, increased airline traffic has prompted renewed nation-wide 
vigilance of aviation safety; and 
 
 WHEREAS, in recent years there has been an increasing need to add more 
safety related features and aids on the nation’s commercial airports; and 
 
 WHEREAS, one such feature is to provide and maintain a secured 
perimeter roadway system whereby airport support vehicles can access all 
reaches of the airfield without the need to cross open taxiways and runways or 
travel on public streets; and 
 

WHEREAS, a bridge over Howell Avenue is proposed that will connect the 
perimeter road west of Howell Avenue to the east side of Howell Avenue at 
Citation Way; and 

 
WHEREAS, the proposed perimeter road bridge over Howell Avenue has 

been sited and sized to minimize impacts to existing utilities within the Howell 
Avenue right of way; and 

 
WHEREAS, conflicts with existing utilities can’t be avoided entirely; and 
 
WHEREAS, an Inter-governmental Agreement with the City of Milwaukee is 

proposed to address the cost and responsibility for design and construction to 
relocate City utilities as necessary to permit construction of the proposed bridge; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, the Airport Project will compensate the City of Milwaukee for 

their cost to design the relocation plans for sanitary sewer, communication and 
street lighting facilities, and to construct the street lighting relocation, not to 
exceed an amount totaling $56,550; and   

 
WHEREAS, the Airport Project will pay a contractor directly for relocation of 
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the City’s sanitary sewer and communication facilities for an estimated total of 
$151,000; and  

 
WHEREAS, Howell Avenue is a Wisconsin Department of Transportation 

(WisDOT) State Trunk Highway; and 
 
WHEREAS, since the proposed perimeter road bridge project is not a 

WisDOT project or a project in County right of way, the Airport Project is 
obligated to pay for relocation of the City’s utilities; now, therefore, 
 
 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors 
authorizes the Director, Department of Transportation, to negotiate and execute 
an Inter-governmental Agreement with the City of Milwaukee that authorizes 
payment for the relocation of City of Milwaukee utilities in Howell Avenue for the 
purpose of constructing a new perimeter road bridge over Howell Avenue. 
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 
 
 

DATE:  April 16, 2012     Original Fiscal Note   
 
       Substitute Fiscal Note  
 
SUBJECT:  Inter-governmental Agreement with the City of Milwaukee 

for Relocation of City Utilities in Howell Avenue 
 
FISCAL EFFECT: 
 

  No Direct County Fiscal Impact 
 
         Existing Staff Time Required 
 

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

  Decrease Operating Expenditures 
 

  Increase Operating Revenues 
 

  Decrease Operating Revenues 

  Increase Capital Expenditures 
 
 

  Decrease Capital Expenditures 
 

  Increase Capital Revenues 
 

  Decrease Capital Revenues 
 
 
 

  Use of contingent funds 

 
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 

Expenditure          
Revenue          

Operating Budget 

Net Cost          
Expenditure 56,550 151,000
Revenue          

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

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.  Authorization to negotiate and execute an Inter-governmental Agreement with the City 
of Milwaukee that authorizes payment for the relocation of City of Milwaukee utilities in 
Howell Avenue for the purpose of constructing a new perimeter road bridge over Howell 
Avenue. 
 
B.  The Inter-governmental Agreement proposes to compensate the City for the City’s cost 
to design sanitary sewer, communication and street lighting relocations, as well as the cost 
for City staff to complete the construction of the street lighting relocation.  The City’s design 
costs and lighting construction costs are a not to exceed amount totaling $56,550.  The 
cost for construction of the sanitary sewer and communication conduit relocations is 
estimated at $151,000.  The County will pay for relocation of the sanitary sewer and 
communication facilities directly by including these relocation efforts in the bridge contract.  
These are one time costs. 
 
C.  There are sufficient funds in the current budget to cover the fees due the City of 
Milwaukee per the Inter-governmental Agreement.  A related fund transfer to increase the 

                                                 
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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overall project budget to reflect the estimated current project cost, including the utility 
relocation costs the County will include in the bridge construction contract, has been 
submitted for Board consideration.  The source of funding for this project is 75% Federal 
AIP with 12.5% State funding and a local 12.5% PFC funding match.  There is no effect on 
the tax levy of Milwaukee County. 
 
D.  The utility relocation costs are based on information provided by the City and are 
assumed to be their final costs.  The proposed Inter-governmental Agreement is still in draft 
form and is subject to minor changes.   
 
 
Department/Prepared By Karl Stave, P.E., Project Manager 
 
 
Authorized Signature __________________________________________ 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?    Yes      No 
 
     Reviewed With:       

TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 57



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 58

nancysebastian
Typewritten Text
12



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 59



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 60



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 61

nancysebastian
Typewritten Text
13



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 62



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 63



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 64



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 65



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 66



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 67



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 68



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 69



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 70



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 71



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 72



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 73



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 74



TPWT - May 9, 2012 - Page 75



MILWAUKEE COUNTY 
INTEROFFICE MEMO 

 
DATE:    April 23, 2012 
 
TO:    Chairperson, Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee  
 
FROM:    Frank Busalacchi, Director, Department of Transportation 
 
SUBJECT:  REQUEST TO APPROVE PROFESSIONAL SERVICE CONTRACT FOR STATE MANDATED 

BRIDGE ASSESSMENT PROGRAM 
 
POLICY 
 
Milwaukee County requires that any consultant agreement for services to Milwaukee County over 
$50,000 be brought to County Board for approval.   The agreement is for $90,000.00. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
As mandated by state law, Bridge Engineering oversees the biennial bridge inspections of all County‐
owned bridges inspections of all County‐owned bridges and administers the Local Bridge Program for all 
municipality‐owned bridges in Milwaukee County. 
 
The department has been in a state of transition and with the loss of key engineering positions the 
attached agreement was not brought to committee for approval and is being brought forward at this 
time for questions. 
 
The request for bridge engineering consultant services supports for maintaining our Milwaukee County 
Local Bridge Program.  The intent of the program is to provide safe roads and bridges for the public.  In 
order to ensure compliance the Department of Transportation due to vacant engineering positions 
needed to hire an experienced bridge engineer to assess the Milwaukee County Local Bridge Program 
before the end of the 2012 year.  This is a safety measure and would assist Transportation Services 
Sector division with preparation of 2012‐2013 planning.  The scope of this work would provide bridge 
engineering assistance in reviewing and prioritizing the local bridge programs.  This would allow the 
Transportation Services Section to recruit an engineering position(s) to actually take the assessment and 
priority list and develop a schedule that would be included as part of the planning for the future capital 
projects. 
 
 
RECOMMENDATION 
 
Department of Transportation is requesting approval of the agreement not to exceed $90,000.00 to 
contract for services with Collins Engineers, Inc., to ensure a full assessment of the conditions of all 
bridges within Milwaukee County and plan accordingly in our 2013‐2014 capital projects to schedule the 
most critical as needed. 
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All information received from the assessments will result in staff time being utilized to enter the data to 
allow Federal and State agencies access to our priority list.  DOT will have to review staffing needs to 
ensure data entry of this key information is accurate and within the deadline period identified.  
 
 
Prepared by Fay L. Roberts 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
_______________________ 
Frank Busalacchi, Director  
Department of Transportation 
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File No.    1 
Journal     2 

3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 

10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 

 
 (ITEM      ) From the Director, Department of Transportation requesting that 
Milwaukee County to enter into a professional service contract with Collins Engineers 
for state mandated bridge assessment program for an amount not to exceed $90,000. 
 

RESOLUTION 
 

 WHEREAS, Milwaukee County requires that any consultant agreement for services to 
Milwaukee County over $50,000 be brought to County Board for approval; and  
 
 WHEREAS, As mandated by state law, Bridge Engineering oversees the biennial 
bridge inspections of all County-owned bridges inspections of all County-owned bridges 
and administers the Local Bridge Program for all municipality-owned bridges in 
Milwaukee County; and 
 
 WHEREAS, The request for bridge engineering consultant services supports  
maintaining our Milwaukee County Local Bridge Program, and to provide safe roads 
and bridges to the public; and 

 
WHEREAS, In order to ensure compliance, DOT needed to hire experienced  

bridge engineers to assess the Milwaukee County Local Bridge Program before the end 
of 2012;  
 
 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation is hereby authorized to 
enter into an agreement not to exceed $90,000 to contract for services to ensure a full 
assessment of the conditions of all bridge within Milwaukee County and plan 
accordingly in the 2013-2014 capital project schedule the most critical as needed.   
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: April 23, 2012 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: BUILDING LEASE AGREEMENT BETWEEN MILWAUKEE COUNTY AND THE 

FRIENDS OF THE MITCHELL GALLERY OF FLIGHT, 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 

Expenditure $90,000 0 

Revenue 0 0 

Operating Budget 

Net Cost $90,000 0 

Expenditure 0       0 

Revenue 0       0 

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

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.   

 
As mandated by state law, Bridge Engineering oversees the biennial bridge 
inspections of all County-owned bridges inspections of all County-owned 
bridges and administers the Local Bridge Program for all municipality-owned 
bridges in Milwaukee County.   

 
 
Department/Prepared by:  Deborah Bachun, Fiscal Director DOT 
 
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  
 
Reviewed by: 
 
 
 
H:\Private\Clerk Typist\Aa01\TPW&T 12\05- May 2012\FISCAL NOTE - Friends of Gallery 300 Lease 440th.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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MILWAUKEE COUNTY 
INTEROFFICE COMMUNICATION 

 
 
DATE:    April 23, 2012 
 
TO:    Chairperson, Transportation, Public Works and Transit Committee  
 
FROM:   Frank Busalacchi, Director, Department of Transportation 
 
SUBJECT:  STATUS OF MITCHELL PARK BLVD. PROJECT 
 
POLICY 
 
Informational report. 
 
BACKGROUND 
 
The Committee at its February 29, 2012 meeting requested that the Department of 
Transportation (MCDOT) work with County Board staff to put together a follow up report 
indicating the funding sources and any other agreements, or lack thereof, that may be within 
the MCDOT. MCDOT is in process of reviewing all transportation project files and will update 
the Committee as they come forth.  After meeting with County Board staff we made a decision 
that all of the documentation required for reports regarding projects will have a copy of the 
signed agreement(s).  
 
 
STATUS OF MITCHELL PARK BLVD. PROJECT 
 
Reported on February 29, 2012  
MCDOT’s W. Oklahoma Ave. from S. 108th St. to Beloit Rd. and WISDOT’s IH‐94 E‐W Freeway 
Repaving project/Mitchell Park Blvd.; working between MCDOT and WISDOT for costs of 
completing work at USH 45/IH 894 bridges that was included in MCDOT’s W. Oklahoma Ave. 
project.  Likewise, working between MCDOT and WISDOT for costs of completing work on 
Mitchell Park Blvd. as part of WISDOT’s IH‐94 E‐W Freeway repaving project. 
 
Update/Conclusion 
The construction on Mitchell Park Blvd. has been completed on time for the opening day for the 
Milwaukee Brewers.  MCDOT worked with WISDOT through the IH‐94 E‐W Freeway repaving 
project to include additional work (i.e. curb and gutter removal and replacement, sidewalk 
removal and replacement and installation of American with Disability Act (ADA) compliant curb 
ramps).  MCDOT and WISDOT have finalized a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) 
regarding the terms and conditions of the work performed and each governmental agencies 
portion. 
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The work arrangement has been included to finalize the construction on W. Oklahoma Ave. and 
Mitchell Park Blvd. where the costs offset each other (see attached MOU). 
 
 
 
Prepared by Andrea Weddle‐Henning, P. E. 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
_________________________ 
Frank Busalacchi, Director  
Department of Transportation 
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 COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 
 
 INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION 
 

 
DATE:  April 25, 2012  
 
TO:  Marina Dimitrijivic, Chairwoman, County Board of Supervisors  

Chairperson, Committee on Transportation, Public Works & Transit  
 
FROM: Frank Busalacchi, Director-Department of Transportation 
 
SUBJECT: From the Director of Transportation recommending entering into a Memorandum of 

Understanding (MOU) with the Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT) for the 
land acquisition and the functional replacement of the Milwaukee County greenhouse facility 
located at 10340 West Watertown Plank Road in the City of Wauwatosa. 

 
 

POLICY ISSUE: 
 
WisDOT has been legislatively authorized to reconstruct the zoo interchange by the State of 
Wisconsin and by the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) under various state and 
federal statues and codes. Milwaukee County Board approval will be required for the 
conveyance price of Milwaukee County owned property to WisDOT, needed for the 
reconstruction project. 
 
 
BACKGROUND: 
 
WisDOT requires certain lands and improved property, including property located in and near 
the interchange of U.S. Highway 45, Swan Boulevard and Watertown Plank Road in order to 
advance the reconstruction project.   Milwaukee County (County) owns and operates a 
greenhouse facility on a County-owned 8.156-acre parcel of land located at 10340 West 
Watertown Plank Road (exhibit attached).  The current greenhouse facility is within the area 
in which WisDOT will be constructing a new segment of Swan Boulevard north of 
Watertown Plank Road (WisDOT Project ID: 1060-33-23).  To construct the extended Swan 
Boulevard all buildings, including the greenhouse facility, will be demolished.  
 
WisDOT has agreed to pay the County the fair market value of the current greenhouse land 
and will compensate the County for the actual cost incurred to construct a qualifying 
replacement greenhouse facility of equivalent function on a new site. The County Parks 
Department has proposed the construction of a replacement greenhouse adjacent to the 
Mitchell Park Domes on 2.9 acres of land presently owned by the County.  WisDOT 
compensation of a replacement greenhouse will reflect the current use and allocation of space 
in the existing greenhouse and will not recognize idle space that has not been utilized, 
actively maintained or needed within a reasonable recent time period, including space fallen 
into disrepair for lack of use.  Any cost for betterments or upgrades to a replacement 
greenhouse not required by legal/regulatory requirements or industry standards will not be 
compensable by WisDOT.   
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The attached Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between WisDOT and the County 
addresses the WisDOT need to acquire the current greenhouse land and replace the 
greenhouse facility. The MOU outlines the procedures to be followed by both parties to 
pursue the functional replacement of the existing greenhouse. The proposed purchase by 
WisDOT of the current greenhouse land will be treated as a separate transaction and 
presented to this committee for approval at a future date. The outcome of the steps undertaken 
under this MOU will also be reported to this committee. 
 
RECOMMENDATION: 

 
Staff respectfully requests that the Committee on Transportation, Public Works, and Transit 
recommend to the County Board of Supervisors acceptance and execution of the above-
described MOU between WisDOT and the County. 
 

  Approved by:  
 
 
_________________________________               
Frank Busalacchi, Director 
Department of Transportation    
 
           
 
 
Meeting Date: May 9, 2012 
Attachments 
 
cc: Chris Abele, County Executive 
 Marina Dimitrijevic, County Board Chairwoman 
 Supervisor Jim Luigi Schmitt, District 6 
 Kimberly Walker, Corporation Counsel 
 Sue Black, Director, Department of Parks, Recreation and Culture (DPRC) 
 James Keegan, Chief of Planning and Development (DPRC) 
 Greg High, Director, AE & ES (DAS) 
 Patrick Farley, Director, Department of Administrative Services (DAS) 

   James Martin, Fiscal Management Analyst 
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      File No. 
      Journal 
 
(Item     ) From the Director of Transportation recommending entering into a 
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with the Wisconsin Department of 
Transportation (WisDOT) for the land acquisition and the functional replacement of the 
Milwaukee County greenhouse facility located at 10340 West Watertown Plank Road in 
the City of Wauwatosa, by recommending adoption of the following: 
 
 

RESOLUTION 
 
   WHEREAS, WisDOT has been legislatively authorized to reconstruct the zoo 
interchange by the State of Wisconsin and by the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) under various state and federal statues and codes; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Milwaukee County Board approval will be required for the 
conveyance price of Milwaukee County owned property to WisDOT, needed for the 
reconstruction project; and 
 
 WHEREAS, WisDOT requires certain lands and improved property, including 
property located in and near the interchange of U.S. Highway 45, Swan Boulevard and 
Watertown Plank Road in order to advance the reconstruction project; and 
 
 WHEREAS, Milwaukee County (County) owns and operates a greenhouse 
facility on a County-owned 8.156-acre parcel of land located at 10340 West Watertown 
Plank Road; and 
 

WHEREAS, the current greenhouse facility is within the area in which WisDOT 
will be constructing a new segment of Swan Boulevard north of Watertown Plank Road 
(WisDOT Project ID: 1060-33-23).  To construct the extended Swan Boulevard all 
buildings, including the greenhouse facility, will be demolished; and  

 
WHEREAS, WisDOT has agreed to pay the County the fair market value of the 

current greenhouse land and will compensate the County for the actual cost incurred to 
construct a qualifying replacement greenhouse facility of equivalent function on a new 
site; and  

 
WHEREAS, the County Parks Department has proposed the construction of a 

replacement greenhouse adjacent to the Mitchell Park Domes on 2.9 acres of land 
presently owned by the County; and  
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WHEREAS, WisDOT compensation of a replacement greenhouse will reflect the 
current use and allocation of space in the existing greenhouse and will not recognize 
idle space that has not been utilized, actively maintained or needed within a reasonable 
recent time period, including space fallen into disrepair for lack of use.  Any cost for 
betterments or upgrades to a replacement greenhouse not required by legal/regulatory 
requirements or industry standards will not be compensable by WisDOT; and  

 
WHEREAS, a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) between WisDOT and the 

County addresses the WisDOT need to acquire the current greenhouse land and 
replace the greenhouse facility. The MOU outlines the procedures to be followed by 
both parties to pursue the functional replacement of the existing greenhouse; and  

 
WHEREAS, the proposed purchase by WisDOT of the current greenhouse land 

will be treated as a separate transaction and presented to the County Board for 
approval at a future date. The outcome of the steps undertaken under the MOU will also 
be reported to the appropriate County Board Committee; and  

 
 WHEREAS, the Committee on Transportation Public Works & Transit at their 
meeting on May 9, 2012 recommended approval of the above-described Memorandum 
of Understanding between WisDOT and Milwaukee County; now, therefore, 
 

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Director of Transportation is hereby authorized to 
sign the above-described MOU upon Corporation Counsel review and approval, and he 
or the appropriate County staff person may sign any contracts or agreements as 
provided by the MOU.  
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MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: April 25, 2012 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: From the Director of Transportation recommending entering into a Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) with the Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT) for the land 
acquisition and the functional replacement of the Milwaukee County greenhouse facility located at 
10340 West Watertown Plank Road in the City of Wauwatosa.  
 
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 

Expenditure         

Revenue         

Operating Budget 

Net Cost         

Expenditure               

Revenue               

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

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 fund transfer of $ 350,000 will be requested to fund the initial cost of design and 
preparation of the replacement facility. WisDOT will reimburse these costs pursuant to the 
functional replacement provisions.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
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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FISCAL YEAR DEPT. NO.

1699 R4 2012 5100

DEPARTMENT NAME

Yes No x

Line 
No. Fund Agency Org. Unit

Revenue/O
bject Activity

Balance 
Sheet

TO 1 0001 510 5160 6620 1,000

(Credit) 2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

1,000 -$                                

FROM 1 0001 0755 1,000
(Debit) 2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

1,000 -$                                

TRANSFER NO.
AP EB RB

A
C
T
I
O
N

DATE OF REQUEST

DATE

APPROVE

Dept. of Administration County Executive County BoardFinance Committee

Director,  Dept of Transportation 

IF ADDITIONAL SPACE IS REQUIRED, PLEASE ATTACH ADDITIONAL PAGES.

TITLESIGNATURE OF DEPARTMENT HEAD

MODIFY

DISAPPROVE

TYPE OF TRANSFER

FROM TOTALS (Debit)

E X P L A N A T I O N

Transfer of Funds to Decrease Petty Cash Account as approved per attached file. 

OBJECT CODE DESCRIPTION

R/M Grounds

TRANSFER REQUEST

INSTRUCTIONS:

DOT-Highway Division

ACCOUNT DISTRIBUTION

Were Appropriations Requested Below Denied For The Current Budget?

APPROPRIATION TRANSFER REQUEST
MILWAUKEE COUNTY REFER TO MILW. COUNTY ADMINISTRATIVE MANUAL SECTION 

4.05 FOR INSTRUCTIONS ON PREPARING THIS FORM.

DOA Account 
Modification

TO TOTALS (Credit)

Reserve for Imprest Funds

Resolution 07-139 was adopted by the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors on April 5, 2007 and 
approved by the Milwaukee County Executive on May 8, 2007.  Resolution 07-139 increased the 
Department of Transportation and Public Works – Highway Maintenance Division; now the Department of 
Transportation – Highway Division; imprest (petty cash) fund by $1,000, from $150 to $1,150.  

 
The purpose of the increase was to establish a bankable petty cash fund that would allow the Wisconsin 
Department of Transportation to direct debit an established Milwaukee County bank account for costs 
associated with the issuance of licensed driver records maintained by the Wisconsin Department of 
Transportation Motor Vehicle Division and prompt notification of recorded moving violations of Commercial 
Driver’s License holders on Highway Division staff. 
 
Prior to 2007, the Highway Division was billed quarterly for costs associated with the issuance of the 
records. In 2007 the Wisconsin Department of Transportation procedure for issuance of the records was 
revised. The revised procedure included immediate charging of each individual record through a direct debit 
to a bank account.  The revised procedure also included electronic notification of recorded moving violations 
and electronic access to licensed driver records. 
 
The Wisconsin Department of Transportation has not direct debited the Milwaukee County Highway Division 
for any costs associated with the issuance of licensed driver records or the notification of recorded moving 
violations since the bankable imprest fund account was increased in 2007.   
 
Due to the non-usage of the bank account created for the purpose of paying for the issuance of licensed 
driver records, the Milwaukee County Highway Division is requesting, reduce the imprest fund balance by 
$1,000 to $150, and not designate the fund as bankable. 
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COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 
INTER‐OFFICE COMMUNICATION 

 
 

DATE:    April 25, 2012 
 
TO:    Supervisor Marina Dimitrijevic, Chairperson, County Board of Supervisors 
    Michael Mayo, Sr., Chairperson, Transportation, Public Works & Transit Committee 
 
FROM:   Patrick Farley, Director, Department of Administrative Services 
 
SUBJECT:  Summary  of  Fund  Transfers  for  Consideration  at  the  Finance  and  Audit  Committee 

May 2012‐Informational Report   
 
 
 

Description              Amount 
    1.  DAS‐AE & ES            $ 15,000.00 
     
  The  Architecture,  Engineering  and  Environmental  Services  Director,  Department  of 

Administrative  Services  is  requesting  an  Appropriation  Transfer  Request  to  provide 
funding  for  consulting  services  for  capital  cost  estimating  for  DAS‐Architecture, 
Engineering and Environmental Services (AE &ES). 

 
    2.  DAS‐AE & ES            $350,000.00 
 

The Architecture, Engineering and Environmental Services Director, Department of 
Administrative Service and the Director of Parks, Recreation and Culture is requesting 
an Appropriation Transfer Request to provide funding to recreate Capital Project 
Mitchell Park Greenhouse.  This is required in order to meet the timeline of the MOU 
between Milwaukee County and the WISDOT for replacement of the Greenhouse 
Facility, it is critical to fund the basic design effort now. 

     
 
 
 
 
 
Approved by: 
 
________________________________   
Patrick Farley, Director   
Department of Administrative Services   
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