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By Supervisor Rice Journal, 
 File No. 09- 

A RESOLUTION 

Creating a Redistricting Commission to be responsible for the independent drafting 
of Supervisory Districts following the 2010 United States Census. 
 

WHEREAS, Wisconsin Statute 59.10 mandates that Milwaukee County 
must establish new supervisory districts following the release of decennial 
population census data, the next of which is scheduled to occur in 2010; and 

WHEREAS, the redistricting process in Milwaukee County last took place in 
2003 when the County Board approved a resolution reducing the size of the 
board from twenty-five to nineteen members and redrew electoral district 
boundaries; and 

WHEREAS, the statutory guidelines frame a timeline for the completion of 
redistricting, and direct that the new Supervisory districts be substantially equal in 
population, consist of contiguous whole wards, and adhere to municipal 
boundaries where possible; and 

WHEREAS, in addition to the statutory guidelines, according to “The Shape 
of Representative Democracy”, a report of the 2005 Redistricting Reform 
Conference, any redistricting plan should: 

1. Adhere to the United States Constitution and Voting  
Rights Act 

2. Promote competitiveness and partisan fairness 
3. Respect political subdivisions and communities of interest 
4. Encourage geographical compactness 

; and 

WHEREAS, the current process by which redistricting takes place in 
Milwaukee County – essentially having the legislative branch perform the 
redistricting – has the potential to become overly politicized and serve the interest 
of the elected rather than the electorate; and 

WHEREAS, in order to remove political influence from the redistricting 
process and prevent deliberately moderating electoral districts to create advantage, 
it is essential that Milwaukee County entrust the duty of re-drawing electoral 
districts to an independent commission; and 

WHEREAS, the model for an independent commission has been 
implemented in a growing number of state and local jurisdictions, resulting in a 
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much less contentious redistricting process, but the model still allows for 
substantial input from elected officials and still requires Board and County 
Executive approval for the redistricting plan; and 
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 WHEREAS, the Milwaukee County Redistricting Commission as proposed 
herein will be composed of five members nominated by the members of the 
Milwaukee County Ethics Board, subject to approval of the County Board and the 
County Executive; and 

WHEREAS, all members of the Redistricting Commission must be of voting 
age, reside in Milwaukee County and not hold any elected office or have 
registered party affiliations; and 

WHEREAS, the procedures set forth below provide the transparency and 
opportunity for public input necessary to assure fairness in the redistricting 
process; now therefore, 

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors, for the 
reasons above, hereby creates the Milwaukee County Redistricting Commission, 
which shall be composed of five members nominated by the Milwaukee County 
Ethics Board, subject to confirmation of the County Board and County Executive, 
with support provided by County Board staff; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that eligibility for service on the Redistricting 
Commission is limited to residents of Milwaukee County of legal voting age who 
hold no elected office nor have any political party affiliation; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Redistricting Commission shall 
substantially follow these procedural guidelines when developing a redistricting 
plan: 

1. The Commission shall convene prior to March 15, 2011 for 
orientation and a briefing on the legal requirements for 
redistricting; 

2. Upon receipt of US Census data, the Commission shall develop a 
draft redistricting plan in accordance with the timeline mandated 
by state law; 

3. The Commission shall hold at least one public hearing at which the 
draft redistricting plan will be presented; 

4. The Commission shall solicit comments and suggestions from all 
municipalities incorporated within Milwaukee County; 
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5. The Commission shall revise its draft plan in accordance with the 
input of the public hearing and the municipalities and submit the 
plan to the Office of Corporation Counsel to ensure compliance 
with all applicable state and federal laws; 

6. The Commission shall submit a final redistricting plan to the 
County Board within 60 days of receipt of US Census data, or as 
otherwise require by state law; 

and 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the procedure for adoption of the 
redistricting plan shall be as follows: 

1. The redistricting plan prepared by the Commission shall be referred to 
the Committee on Judiciary, Safety and General Services, which shall 
forward its recommendation to the full County Board; 

2. The County Board may approve or amend the redistricting plan only 
upon a vote of two-thirds of the members-elect; 

3. In the event the redistricting plan fails of adoption, or is vetoed and 
sustained, the redistricting plan is returned to the Commission with a 
communication detailing the objections of the County Board and/or 
the County Executive; 

4. The Commission shall revise the plan based on the cited objections 
and re-submit the revised plan to the County Board no later than the 
next regularly scheduled meeting of the County Board;  

5. In the event the second plan fails of adoption, or is vetoed and 
sustained, the charge of redistricting shall be referred to the Office of 
Corporation Counsel to draft a substitute redistricting plan under 
Wisconsin Statute 59.10(6); 

and, 

 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the redistricting plan developed by the 
Milwaukee County Redistricting Commission shall be in full compliance with all 
applicable state and federal laws.  

rice.redistricting commission 

 



 
MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: November 12, 2009 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: A resolution creating a Redistricting Commission to be responsible for the 
independent drafting of Supervisory Districts following the 2010 United States Census. 
  
  
 
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               
Revenue               

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

Net Cost               
 
 



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

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

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

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

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

 
 
Adoption of this resolution will not result in a tax levy increase, but will require an expenditure of 
staff time. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Department/Prepared By  County Board/Ceschin  
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  

                                                 
1 If it is assumed that there is no fiscal impact associated with the requested action, then an explanatory statement that justifies that 
conclusion shall be provided.  If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.   
 







 
COUNTY OF MILWAUKEE 
Inter-Office Communication 

 
 
 
DATE:  June 10, 2010 
 
TO:  Committee on Judiciary, Safety and General Services 
 
FROM:  Glenn E. Bultman, Legislative Research Analyst 
   
SUBJECT: Redistricting 
 
 
The attached resolution relating to redistricting proposes to create an independent 
redistricting commission.  State statutes require that the County Board redistrict after 
each census, which they have done since 1970.  All 72 counties within the State of 
Wisconsin use the same procedure used by Milwaukee County.  The proposed resolution 
is silent on the question of the number of districts for 2012.   
 
County Executive 
The only role for the County Executive for redistricting, according to the statutes, is to 
either approve or veto the plan adopted by the County Board.  The County Executive 
signed the 2003 redistricting plan.  A 2/3 vote is only required if there is a veto (which 
occurred in 1991 and 2001).  The County Executive now appoints the Ethics Board 
members from nominees by several groups that represent only a small part of Milwaukee 
County’s population. The elected County Board represents all parts of Milwaukee County 
and is non-partisan. 
 
County Board 
The 2003 redistricting plan, which reduced the County Board by 24% (from 25 to 19), 
was not adopted by a 2/3 majority (the vote was 16 to 9).  Fourteen of the 25 County 
Board members were in districts with two incumbents.  Also, the only district without 
any incumbent was the first district created in Milwaukee County with a Hispanic 
majority.  Ten of the current County Board members participated in the 2003 redistricting 
and they have been reelected twice with the new boundaries.  Few residents have any 
experience with redistricting. 
 
The statutes only allow 60 days after the census data is received to adopt the tentative 
plan.  If this is not accomplished, the Corporation Counsel shall draft a substitute 
redistricting plan under the provisions of the proposed resolution.  The Corporation 
Counsel has approved all previous redistricting plans since 1970.  If the County Board 
fails to enact a plan according to the statutes, a Circuit Court judge will approve a new 
plan for 2012.  Since the 1980 census, the Federal courts have adopted every state 
redistricting plan in Wisconsin because the Legislature and Governor have failed to do it! 



 
If requested, County Board staff will meet with any County Board member to discuss 
questions relating to redistricting.  Legal redistricting questions should be referred to the 
Corporation Counsel. 
 
 
Cc: County Board of Supervisors 
 Tim Schoewe, Corporation Counsel 
 
Attachments 
 















 

By Supervisors Dimitrijevic, Lipscomb, Harris, Jursik, Weishan, Larson and 
Broderick 
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 Journal, 

 File No. 10- 

A RESOLUTION 

Authorizing and directing the Manager, Election Commission, to place 
campaign finance reports on the Internet and to research the technology necessary 
so that candidates and County elected officials may file reports directly on-line.  

WHEREAS, on March 25, 2009, the County Board Chairman established 
the Committee on County Board Information Technology to, among other things, 
reduce paper usage and make more public information available via the Internet 
and other modern technologies; and 

WHEREAS, the County Board approved a contract with Daystar Computer 
Systems, Inc. to develop a legislative workflow database known as Legistar that 
tracks legislative items and all appurtenant material, preserves the public record, 
facilitates publishing minutes, resolutions and ordinances, and does so while 
offering full access to the public; and 

WHEREAS, per State law, candidates and County elected officials must file 
certain campaign finance reports with the Milwaukee County Election 
Commission; and 

WHEREAS, since the Milwaukee County Election Commission does not 
accommodate electronic filing of campaign reports, these documents are currently 
only available for viewing or purchasing copies by visiting the Courthouse; and 

WHEREAS, other governmental entities, such as the City of Milwaukee and 
State of Wisconsin, have implemented systems that allow campaign finance 
reports to be filed electronically and viewed by the public; and 

WHEREAS, the development of technology to allow campaign finance 
reports to be filed electronically will require an expenditure of funds, but 
“scanning” in filed paper reports and placing them on the County website can be 
accomplished at little or no cost; and 

WHEREAS, allowing public access to county campaign finance reports via 
the Internet will eliminate the need to travel to the Courthouse and promote open 
government while making it easier for candidates and elected officials to file their 
required reports; now, therefore 

 

nancysebastian
Typewritten Text
2



 

36 
37 
38 
39 
40 

41 
42 
43 
44 

45 
46 
47 
48 
49 

BE IT RESOLVED, that the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors hereby 
authorizes and directs the Manager of the Election Commission to begin, starting 
with reports filed in 2010, scanning campaign finance reports for candidates and 
County elected officials and making them available on the County website by 
September 1, 2010, as an interim step towards full on-line filing; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that these reports include, but may not be 
limited to, candidate registration statements and campaign finance reports as 
currently being made available by the Government Accountability Board State 
website; and 

BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Director, Milwaukee County Election 
Commission shall investigate the resources necessary and most effective manner 
in which to implement on-line electronic filing and submit a report to the 
Committee on Judiciary, Safety and General Services no later than October 1, 
2010. 



 
MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: 7/8/10 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: A resolution authorizing and directing the Manager, Election Commission, to place 
campaign finance reports on the Internet and to research the technology necessary so that 
candidates and County elected officials may file reports directly on-line.  
  
  
 
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               
Revenue               

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

Net Cost               
 
 



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

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

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

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

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

 
 
Approval of this resolution will authorize and direct the Manager, Election Commission, to post 
campaign reports for County offices to the website.  In addition to scanning in reports filed in 
2010, the Election Commission will develop a plan to allow on-line filing of campaign reports and 
present its findings to the County Board by October 1, 2010. 
 
The Election Commission's 2010 budget anticipates $500 in revenue from providing copies of 
election reports.  Copy revenue will most likely decrease if election reports were available on the 
Internet.  It is expected, however, that the Election Commission will still achieve its budgeted 
amount this year.  Future copying revenues are likely to be less. 
 
Election reports will need to be scanned and posted to the County website which will require staff 
time to accomplish.  This additional staff time will  most likely be offset by a reduction in walk-in 
customers seeking copies of reports. 
 
 
 
 
Department/Prepared By  Steve Cady, Fiscal and Budget Analyst, County Board  
 
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.   
 



By Supervisor Rice Journal, 1 
 File No. 10- 2 

AN ORDINANCE 3 

Amending Chapter 9, Code of Ethics, of the Milwaukee County Code of General 4 
Ordinances as it relates to confidential information, privileged communications and 5 

information acquired in meetings convened in closed session. 6 

The County Board of Supervisors of the County of Milwaukee does ordain as 7 
follows: 8 

SECTION 1.  Section 9.02 (14) of the General Ordinances of Milwaukee County is 9 
amended as follows: 10 

9.02 Definitions 11 

(14) "Privileged information" means information obtained under government 12 
authority which has not become a part of the body of public 13 
information., including but not limited to information that has been 14 
acquired in a meeting convened in closed session under the provisions 15 
of Wis. Stats. 19.85, or information contained in a communication 16 
labeled as privileged or confidential.   17 

SECTION 2.  Section 9.05 of the General Ordinances of Milwaukee County is 18 
amended as follows: 19 

9.05. Standards of conduct. 20 
(1) No personal or economic interest in decisions and policies:  The county 21 

board hereby reaffirms that a county elected official, appointed official or 22 
employee holds his/her position as a public trust, and any effort to realize 23 
personal gain through official conduct is a violation of that trust. This 24 
chapter shall not prevent any county elected official, appointed official or 25 
employee from accepting other employment or from following any 26 
pursuit which does not interfere with the full and faithful discharge of 27 
his/her duties to the county. The county board further recognizes that in a 28 
representative democracy, the representatives are drawn from society 29 
and, therefore, cannot and should not be without all personal and 30 
economic interest in the decisions and policies of government; that 31 
citizens who serve as public officials or public employees retain their 32 
rights as citizens to interests of a personal or economic nature; that 33 
standards of ethical conduct for public employees and public elected and 34 
appointed officials need to distinguish between those minor and 35 
inconsequential conflicts which are unavoidable in a free society and 36 
those conflicts which are substantial and material; and that county 37 
elected officials, appointed officials or employees may need to engage in 38 

nancysebastian
Typewritten Text

nancysebastian
Typewritten Text
3



employment and/or professional or business activities, other than official 39 
duties, in order to support their families and to maintain a continuity of 40 
professional or business activity or may need to maintain investments. 41 
However, the code maintains that such activities or investments must not 42 
conflict with the specific provisions of this chapter.   43 

(2)(a) No financial gain or anything of substantial value:  Except as otherwise 44 
provided or approved by the county board, no county public official or 45 
employee shall use his/her public position or office to obtain financial 46 
gain or anything of substantial value for the private benefit of 47 
himself/herself or his/her immediate family, or for an organization with 48 
which he/she is associated. This paragraph does not prohibit a county 49 
elected official from using the title or prestige of his/her office to obtain 50 
campaign contributions that are permitted by and reported as required by 51 
ch. 11, Wis. Stats.   52 

(b) No person may offer anything of value:  No person shall offer or give to 53 
any public official or employee, directly or indirectly, and no public 54 
official or employee shall solicit or accept from any person, directly or 55 
indirectly, anything of value if it could reasonably be expected to 56 
influence the public official's or employee's vote, official actions or 57 
judgment, or could reasonably be considered as a reward for any official 58 
action or inaction or omission by of the public official or employee. This 59 
section does not prohibit a public official or an employee from engaging 60 
in outside employment.   61 

(c) No substantial interest or benefit:  Except as otherwise provided in 62 
paragraph (1.), no public official or employee shall:   63 
1.   Take any official action substantially affecting a matter in which the 64 

public official, employee, a member of his/her immediate family, or 65 
an organization with which the public official or employee is 66 
associated has a substantial financial interest. 67 

2.   Use his/her office or position in a way that produces or assists in the 68 
production of a substantial benefit, direct or indirect, for the public 69 
official, employee, members of the public official's or employee's 70 
immediate family either separately or together, or an organization 71 
with which the public official or employee is associated. 72 

(d) No disclosure of privileged information:  No county public official or 73 
employee shall use or disclose privileged information gained in the 74 
course of, or by reason of, his/her position or activities which in any way 75 
could result in financial gain for himself/herself or for any other person.   76 

(e) No use of public position to influence or gain unlawful benefits, 77 
advantages or privileges:  No county public official or employee shall use 78 
or attempt to use his/her public position to influence or gain unlawful 79 
benefits, advantages, or privileges for himself/herself or others.   80 

(f) No offer of gifts or anything of value:  No county public official shall offer 81 
or give anything of value to a member or employee of a county 82 



department or entity, while that member or employee is associated with 83 
the county department or entity, and no member or employee of a 84 
department shall solicit or accept from any such person anything of value 85 
from a county official or employee.   86 

(g) Limits on contracts with county:  No county public official or employee 87 
and no business with which he/she or his/her spouse has a significant 88 
fiduciary relationship or any organization with which he/she or his/her 89 
spouse is associated shall enter into any contract with the county unless 90 
that contract has been awarded through a process of public notice and 91 
competitive bidding in conformity with applicable federal and state 92 
statutes and county ordinances.   93 

(h) Limits on lease of real estate with county:  No county public official or 94 
employee and no business in which that county public official or 95 
employee has a ten (10) percent or greater interest shall enter into a lease 96 
of real property with the county, except that the county board, upon a 97 
publicly filed and considered request, shall waive this subsection when it 98 
is in the best interests of the county.   99 

(i) No limits on lawful payments:  Paragraph (c) does not prohibit an elected 100 
official from taking any action concerning lawful payment of salaries or 101 
employee benefits or reimbursement of actual and necessary expenses, or 102 
prohibit an elected official from taking official action with respect to any 103 
proposal to modify a county ordinance.   104 

(j) No solicitation of at-will employees:  No elected county official shall 105 
knowingly solicit a campaign contribution from any "at-will employee" 106 
defined as an employee who is not under union or labor contract with 107 
the county, who is hired for an indefinite term or who is under an 108 
independent contract with the county or its subparts or who can be 109 
discharged or terminated at any time for any nondiscriminatory reason.   110 

(k) No campaign contributions to county officials with approval authority:  111 
No person(s) with a personal financial interest in the approval or denial of 112 
a contract or proposal being considered by a county department or with 113 
an agency funded and regulated by a county department, shall make a 114 
campaign contribution to any county elected official who has approval 115 
authority over that contract or proposal during its consideration. Contract 116 
or proposal consideration shall begin when a contract or proposal is 117 
submitted directly to a county department or to an agency funded or 118 
regulated by a county department until the contract or proposal has 119 
reached final disposition, including adoption, county executive action, 120 
proceedings on veto (if necessary) or departmental approval. This 121 
provision does not apply to those items covered by section 9.14 unless 122 
an acceptance by an elected official would conflict with this section. The 123 
language in subsection 9.05(2)(k) shall be included in all Requests for 124 
Proposals and bid documents.   125 



(l) (l) Limits on honorarium fees or expense reimbursements:  No county 126 
public official or employee shall accept or solicit any honorariums, fees 127 
or expense reimbursements except in accordance with section 9.14. 128 

(m) Closed Session, Confidential Information and Privileged 129 
Communications.    130 
 131 
(1) No county public official or employee may disclose privileged 132 
information, as defined in Section 9.02, to any individual who was not 133 
authorized to receive such information as defined below, except as 134 
provided in subsection (4) below. 135 
 136 
(2) For purposes of this section, an individual is authorized to receive 137 
privileged information if: 138 

a. that individual is a public official as defined in Section 9.02 of this 139 
chapter or a member of the governmental body as defined in Wis. 140 
Stats. 19.89; or  141 

b. that individual was authorized to attend a closed session by the 142 
County Board Chairman or presiding Committee Chair; or  143 

c. that individual was authorized to receive privileged information 144 
presented in a closed session after the fact with the authorization 145 
of the County Board Chairman or the presiding Committee Chair; 146 
or 147 

d. that individual is specified as an addressee or copied recipient of a 148 
privileged communication, or otherwise authorized as a recipient 149 
by the author of such communication.  150 

 151 
(3) Violation of this section may be addressed by the use of such 152 
remedies as are currently available by law, including but not limited to 153 
the following actions: 154 

a. Corporation Counsel is authorized to seek injunctive relief to 155 
prevent disclosure or further disclosure of privileged information 156 
obtained in closed session; 157 

b. An investigation request or verified complaint may be filed as 158 
provided in Section 9.09(4) of this chapter, and shall be processed 159 
and disposed in accordance with the procedures contained herein. 160 

 161 
(4) No action authorized under subsection (3) above may be taken 162 
against a person, nor shall it be deemed a violation of this section, if: 163 

a. The disclosure of privileged information is part of a confidential 164 
inquiry or complaint to a district attorney concerning a perceived 165 
violation of law, including the disclosure of facts to a district 166 
attorney that are necessary to establish the illegality of an action 167 
taken by a public official or the potential illegality of an action if 168 
that action were to be taken by a public official;   169 



b. The County Board adopts a resolution authorizing the release of 170 
privileged information. 171 

 172 
(5) Nothing in this section shall be construed to prohibit disclosures 173 

permitted under Subchapters III and IV of Wis. Stats. 230 174 
(“Whistleblower” laws).  175 

 176 
(6) The Ethics Board shall include the requirements of closed session 177 
confidentiality and notice of the requirements of this section as part of 178 
Ethics training conducted under 9.08 (10).  179 

 180 
(3) Limits on contact:     181 

(a) Limits on contact with former county associates:  No former county 182 
public official or employee, for twelve (12) months following the date on 183 
which he/she ceases to be a county public official or employee, shall, for 184 
compensation, on behalf of any person other than a governmental entity, 185 
make any formal or informal appearance before or try to settle or arrange 186 
a matter by calling, writing, or conferring with, any county public official, 187 
officer or employee of the department with which he/she was associated 188 
as a county public official or employee.   189 

(b) Limits on contact with judicial or quasi-judicial proceedings:  No former 190 
county public official or employee for twelve (12) months following the 191 
date on which he/she ceases to be a county public official or employee, 192 
shall for compensation on behalf of himself/herself or any person other 193 
than a governmental entity, make any formal or informal appearance 194 
before, or try to settle or arrange a matter by calling, writing, or 195 
conferring with, any county public official, officer or employee of a 196 
department in connection with any judicial or quasi-judicial proceeding, 197 
application, contract, claim, or charge which was under the former public 198 
official's or employee's responsibility as a county public official or 199 
employee.   200 

(c) Limits on contacts with judicial or quasi-judicial proceedings where 201 
personally participated:  No former county public official or employee 202 
shall, whether for compensation or not, act on behalf of any party other 203 
than the county in connection with any judicial or quasi-judicial 204 
proceeding, application, contract, claim, or charge in which the former 205 
public official or employee participated substantially as a public official 206 
or employee.   207 

(d) Consideration of exemptions:  The ethics board shall accept and review 208 
written requests by former appointed officials for an exemption from the 209 
prohibitions of (3). Such exemption requests must be heard and 210 
deliberated during a properly convened open session of an ethics board 211 
meeting and must be included in a written ethics board opinion stating 212 



the reason(s) that the former appointed official should be exempt from the 213 
otherwise prohibited conduct.   214 

 215 
chapter 9.05.rice.closed session 216 



 
MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: June 2, 2010 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: AN ORDINANCE 
Amending Chapter 9, Code of Ethics, of the Milwaukee County Code of General Ordinances as it 
relates to confidential information, privileged communications and information acquired in 
meetings convened in closed session. 
  
  
 
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               
Revenue               

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

Net Cost               
 
 



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

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

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

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

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

 
 
This ordinance amendment addresses disclosure of confidential information obtained through 
privileged or confidential communications, and information acquired in a meeting convened in 
closed session.  There is no direct fiscal impact, although Ethics Board staff will be required to 
add training on confidentiality to the Ethics Training materials.    
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Department/Prepared By  County Board / Ceschin  
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  

                                                           
1 If it is assumed that there is no fiscal impact associated with the requested action, then an explanatory statement that justifies that 
conclusion shall be provided.  If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.   
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  File No.           

Journal,  

(ITEM NO.) From the Chief Judge, requesting permission to receive additional 
funding in the amount of $60,843 from the State Department of Transportation for 
provision of services in the Wisconsin Community Services (WCS) Repeat 
Intoxicated Driver Intervention Program and to modify WCS’ 2010 Repeat 
Intoxicated Driver Intervention Program Contract. 

A RESOLUTION 

WHEREAS, The Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors adopted the 2010 
budget on November 18, 2009, and approved by the County Executive, which 
included funding for alternatives to incarceration with contract responsibilities to 
include oversight and administration by the Chief Judge of Milwaukee County; and   

 WHEREAS, on February 5, 2010 the Chief Judge executed a professional 
services contract with Justice 2000 for the period of January 1, 2010 through 
December 31, 2010; and 

 WHEREAS, on June 8, 2010 Milwaukee County received from the State 
Department of Transportation a funding award notice that results in  increased 
funding to the program for 2010 in the amount of $60,843;  therefore 

 BE IT RESOLVED, that the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors does 
hereby authorize the Chief Judge to receive additional grant funds in the amount of 
$60,843 from the State Department of Transportation for services provided by WCS 
in the Repeat Intoxicated Driver Intervention Program and to modify WCS’ Repeat 
Intoxicated Driver Intervention Program contract to reflect total 2010 expenditures 
not to exceed $460,952. 
 



 
MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: 7/06/10 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: WCS Repeat Intoxicated Driver Intervention Program Funding 
  
  
 
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 $60,843  
Revenue $60,843  

Operating Budget 

Net Cost $0  
Expenditure               
Revenue               

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

Net Cost               
 
 



 
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.   

Increase of $60,843 in operating expenditures in Org. Unit 2857, Alternatives to 
Incarceration, will be offset by an increase in operating revenue from the State Department of 
Transportation in the amount of $60,843. 

 
On June 8, 2010, Milwaukee County received notice of funding for the period of July 1, 

2010-June 30, 2010 from the Wisconsin Department of Transportation for the WCS Repeat 
Intoxicated Driver Intervention Program.  As a result of this award, 2010 operating 
expenditures in Org. Unit 2857, Alternatives to Incarceration will increase by $60,843 to be 
offset by an increase in operating revenue in the amount of $60,843 from the State 
Department of Transportation. 

 
The 2010 WCS professional services contract for provision of services in this program 

shall be modified to reflect that total expenditures for this contract shall not exceed $460,952. 
 
 
 
   
 
Department/Prepared By  Holly Szablewski/Deborah Bachun  
 
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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On March 3, 2010, Randy Slagle was booked into CCF-C.  Later that same day he was 
transferred to CCF-S.  Five days later Mr. Slagle was transferred back to CCF-C and then 
released.  During his time of transfer from CCF-C to CCF-S Mr. Slagle could not keep his upper 
partial from falling out.   Correction Officers handling the transport requested that Mr. Slagle 
turn over his inhaler and upper partials.  The policy is to not allow inmates to hold anything in 
their hands while being transported.   
 
At the time of Mr. Slagle’s release the inhaler was returned to him.  However, the upper partials 
could not be located.  An investigation has confirmed that the upper partials came into the 
possession of the county but were not returned.  The county’s adjustor has concluded a bailment 
was created which imposes liability on the county for the loss.  Mr. Slagle has filed a claim with 
the county seeking $2,026 to replace the upper dentures.  The adjustor is of the opinion that the 
amount of the claim is reasonable and necessary.  The adjustor is recommending the payment of 
$2,026 to Randy Slagle in full settlement of any and all claims.  Corporation Counsel supports 
this recommendation. 
 
Please refer this matter to the Judiciary Committee to be placed on the agenda for its next 
meeting.  Thank you.  Corporation Counsel will also recommend settlement.
 
_______________________ 
REA/rf 
cc: Linda Durham 
 Jennifer Mueller 
 Barb Pariseau 

I UNICATIONTER- FFICE COO MM N 

TIMOTHY R. SCHOEWE 
Acting Corporation Counsel 

 
ROBERT E. ANDREWS 

Deputy Corporation Counsel 
 

JOHN F. JORGENSEN 
MARK A. GRADY 

JOHN E. SCHAPEKAHM 
TIMOTHY R. KARASKIEWICZ 

JEANEEN J. DEHRING 
ROY L. WILLIAMS 

COLLEEN A. FOLEY 
LEE R. JONES 

MOLLY J. ZILLIG 
Principal Assistant 

Corporation Counsel 

OFFICE OF CORPORATION COUNSEL 
 

Milwaukee County 

DATE:  July 6, 2010 
 
TO:  Mr. Lee Holloway, Chairman 
  Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors 
 
FROM: Robert E. Andrews, Deputy Corporation Counsel 
 
SUBJECT: Claim filed by: Randy Slagle 
  Fond Du Lac, WI   
 Date Claim Filed:   March 24, 2010 
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Ms. Cele Stepke owns the building at 1210 E. Potter Avenue in Bay View.  The building is occupied by a 
company named Piedmont Property Corporation.  Located at this address are two garages that abut Hwy 
794. 
 
On January 8, 2010, a county truck engaged in a snow removal operation threw snow over the wall 
between the highway and the two garages.  One of the garages incurred significant damage to its structure 
and doors.   
 
This is an on-going problem of which the Highway Department is aware.  The plow operators have been 
instructed to lower the speed of their trucks as they pass along side the subject property.   
 
Ms. Stepke submitted two estimates for the replacement of the garage.  Both estimates were in excess of 
$16,000.  The county’s adjustor took the position that the true measure of damages was the loss of value 
of the garage.  He determined that amount to be $3,150.  After substantial negotiations with Ms. Stepke 
she agreed to accept that amount in settlement of her claim. 
 
 
 
Please refer this matter to the Judiciary Committee to be placed on the agenda for its next meeting.  At 
that time Corporation Counsel will appear to recommend the payment of $3,150 to Cele Stepke in full 
settlement of all claims arising out of damages caused by county plows.  Thank you.  
 
_______________________ 
REA/rf 
cc: Linda Durham 
 Jennifer Mueller 
 Barb Pariseau 

INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION 

TIMOTHY R. SCHOEWE 
Acting Corporation Counsel 

 
ROBERT E. ANDREWS 

Deputy Corporation Counsel 
 

JOHN F. JORGENSEN 
MARK A. GRADY 

JOHN E. SCHAPEKAHM 
TIMOTHY R. KARASKIEWICZ 

JEANEEN J. DEHRING 
ROY L. WILLIAMS 

COLLEEN A. FOLEY 
LEE R. JONES 

MOLLY J. ZILLIG 
Principal Assistant 

Corporation Counsel 

OFFICE OF CORPORATION COUNSEL 
 

Milwaukee County 

DATE:  July 6, 2010 
 
TO:  Mr. Lee Holloway, Chairman 
  Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors 
 
FROM: Robert E. Andrews, Deputy Corporation Counsel 
 
SUBJECT: Claim filed by: Cele Stepke 
  1221 E. Bywater Lane 
  Fox Point, WI    
 Date Claim Filed:   March 9, 2010 
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In 2009 the Office of the Milwaukee County Treasurer foreclosed on a number of properties which had 
become substantially delinquent in the failure to pay property taxes.  One of those properties is located at 
9164 W. Elm Court, Unit B in the City of Franklin.  The property is known as the Kaitlin Woods 
Condominiums.  The delinquent taxes on this property thru July 2010 including penalty and interest are 
$35,528.95. 
 
At the time of the commencement of the foreclosure action, the property was owned by the developer of 
the condominium project.  However, the developer failed to pay its portion of the maintenance fees which 
caused the condominium association to foreclose on the developer’s interest in the property.  The County 
did not become aware of the change in ownership until after the petition for foreclosure had been filed.  
And the Association was also unaware of the County’s foreclosure action until after it had occurred. 
 
The Association has now approached the County and offered to pay in full all delinquent taxes including 
penalty and interest.  In addition, the Association has pledged to make the County whole for any costs the 
County has incurred after the foreclosure.  In exchange the County would provide the Association with a 
Quit Claim Deed to the foreclosed condominium unit.  
 
Because the County is made whole both in delinquent taxes and costs and the property is returned to the 
owner this proposal has the support of the Office of Corporation Counsel and the County Treasurer. 
 
Please refer this matter to the Judiciary Committee to be placed on the agenda for its next meeting.  At 
that time Corporation Counsel will request that Milwaukee County approve the acceptance of the 
payment of all delinquent taxes through 2009 and the full payment of costs incurred by the County in 
exchange for a Quit Claim Deed from the County to the Kaitlin Woods Condominium Association, Inc. 
for the property located at 9164 W. Elm Court, Unit B in the City of Franklin.  The delinquent taxes 
through July 31, 2010 for the years 2009 and before are $35,528.95.  Added to that amount would be a 
reimbursement to the County of its expenses on this property for a total payment of $40,000 if payable by 
July 31, 2010.  Thank you.  
 
_______________________ 
REA/rf 
cc: Linda Durham 
 Jennifer Mueller 
 Barb Pariseau 

I FFICE COMMUNNTER- ICATIONO  

DATE:  July 6, 2010 
 
TO:  Mr. Lee Holloway, Chairman 
  Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors 
 
FROM: Robert E. Andrews, Deputy Corporation Counsel 
 
SUBJECT: Kaitlin Woods Condominium Association, Inc. 
 Tax Key No. 848-0401-000 
   

TIMOTHY R. SCHOEWE 
Acting Corporation Counsel 

 
ROBERT E. ANDREWS 

Deputy Corporation Counsel 
 

JOHN F. JORGENSEN 
MARK A. GRADY 

JOHN E. SCHAPEKAHM 
TIMOTHY R. KARASKIEWICZ 

JEANEEN J. DEHRING 
ROY L. WILLIAMS 

COLLEEN A. FOLEY 
LEE R. JONES 

MOLLY J. ZILLIG 
Principal Assistant 

Corporation Counsel 

OFFICE OF CORPORATION COUNSEL 
 

Milwaukee County 
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RESOLUTION 
 
 
 Re: Kaitlin Woods Condominium Association, Inc. 
 Tax Key No. 848-0401-000 
 
WHEREAS, in 2009 the office of the Milwaukee County Treasurer moved to foreclose on a 
number of properties due to the failure to pay property taxes and one of those properties was a 
condominium located at 9164 W. Elm Court, Unit B in the City of Franklin which is more 
commonly known as the Kaitlin Woods Condominium, and, 
 
WHEREAS, at the time of the filing of the foreclosure petition the county was informed the 
developer of the project was the owner of the subject project property, and,   
 
WHEREAS, the Kailin Woods Condominium Association foreclosed on the subject property due 
to the failure of the developer to pay its share of the maintenance fees, but due to the timing of 
the foreclosure the Association was not aware of the county’s action, and, 
 
WHEREAS, the Association has come forward and has offered to pay all delinquent property 
taxes including penalty and interest ($35,528.95 through July 2010) and reimburse Milwaukee 
County for any expenses it has incurred as a result of the foreclosure for a total payment of 
$40,000 if paid by July 31, 2010, and, 
 
WHEREAS, in exchange Milwaukee County will convey the subject property to Kaitlin Woods 
Condominium Association, Inc. via a Quit Claim Deed, and, 
 
WHEREAS, the Office of Corporation Counsel and the County Treasurer recommend the 
approval of this agreement, and, 
 
WHEREAS, the Committee on Judiciary, Safety and General Services at its meeting on July 15, 
2010 voted (________) to approve the resolution; now, therefore, 
 
BE IT RESOLVED, that Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors approves the receipt of all 
delinquent taxes for 2009 and before on the property at 9164 W. Elm Court, Unit B in the City of 
Franklin and the reimbursement of all costs incurred by the county for a total payment of 
$40,000 if paid by July 31, 2010 in exchange for the county providing the Condominium 
Association with a Quit Claim Deed for said property. 



 
MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: 7/6/2010 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: Redemption of property at 9164 W. Elm Ct., Unit B, City of Franklin 
  
  
 
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  40,000   0 

Operating Budget 

Net Cost  -40,000   0 
Expenditure  0   0 
Revenue  0   0 

Capital Improvement 
Budget 

Net Cost  0   0 
 
 



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

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

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

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

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

 
 
Approval of this Resolution will result in Milwaukee County being paid $40,000.  
The County Treasurer will receive $35,528.95.  Of that amount, $20,628.41 will be to reimburse the 
Treasurer for the delinquent taxes paid to the City of Franklin by the Treasurer on the subject property 
and $14,900.54 for the penalty and interest on the delinquent taxes.  Both of these amounts have been 
budgeted for the Treasurer this year.  The remaining $4,471.05  will go to Real Estate Services for 
reimbursement of its expenses and for staff time on the property.  This amount has been budgeted by 
Real Estate Services for  this year.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Department/Prepared By  Corporation Counsel  
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  

                                                           
1 If it is assumed that there is no fiscal impact associated with the requested action, then an explanatory statement that justifies that 
conclusion shall be provided.  If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.   
 



 
On November 10, 2009, Milwaukee County Highway employee Glen Haase was backing a 
county truck loaded with salt into the Milwaukee County Transit Station at North 13th Street and 
West Walnut.  While doing so, the county truck struck a support beam which damaged a part of 
the loading dock.  As this was a structural problem it was necessary to remove and replace the 
metal frame and rebuild the corner of the loading dock.  The cost for replacement and repair was 
$9,300.  Our adjustor has determined that this amount is fair and reasonable and recommends 
payment.  Corporation Counsel agrees. 
 
Please refer this matter to the Judiciary Committee to be placed on the agenda for its next 
meeting.  At that time Corporation Counsel will appear to recommend the payment of $9,300 in 
full settlement of this claim.  Thank you.  
 
_______________________ 
REA/rf 
cc: Linda Durham 
 Jennifer Mueller 
 Barb Pariseau 

I FFICE COM UNICATINTER- ONO M  

DATE:  July 6, 2010 
 
TO:  Mr. Lee Holloway, Chairman 
  Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors 
 
FROM: Robert E. Andrews, Deputy Corporation Counsel 
 
SUBJECT: Claim filed by: Milwaukee County Transit 
 Date Claim Filed:   May 11, 2010 
   

TIMOTHY R. SCHOEWE 
Acting Corporation Counsel 

 
ROBERT E. ANDREWS 

Deputy Corporation Counsel 
 

JOHN F. JORGENSEN 
MARK A. GRADY 

JOHN E. SCHAPEKAHM 
TIMOTHY R. KARASKIEWICZ 

JEANEEN J. DEHRING 
ROY L. WILLIAMS 

COLLEEN A. FOLEY 
LEE R. JONES 

MOLLY J. ZILLIG 
Principal Assistant 

Corporation Counsel 

OFFICE OF CORPORATION COUNSEL 
 

Milwaukee County 
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RESOLUTION 
 
 
 Re: Claim filed by: Milwaukee County Transit  
 Date Claim Filed:   May 11, 2010 
 
WHEREAS, on November 10, 2009 Milwaukee County Highway employee Glen Haase while 
backing a truck at the Milwaukee County Transit Station struck and damaged a support beam 
and loading dock, and, 
 
WHEREAS, the cost to repair and replace the damaged structure was $9,300 which was 
determined to be reasonable and necessary by the county’s adjustor, and Corporation Counsel 
agrees, and,   
 
WHEREAS, the Committee on Judiciary, Safety and General Services at its meeting on July 15, 
2010 voted (________) to approve the settlement; and now, therefore, 
 
BE IT RESOLVED, that Milwaukee County approves the payment of $9,300 as settlement in 
full of all claims arising out of the November 10, 2009 motor vehicle accident. 



 
MILWAUKEE COUNTY FISCAL NOTE FORM 

 
 
 

DATE: July 6, 2010 Original Fiscal Note    
 
Substitute Fiscal Note   

 
SUBJECT: Claim filed by Milwaukee County Transit (dol: 11/10/2009)  
  
  
 
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 
 
 



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

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

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

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

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

 
 
Approval of this Resolution will result in the amount of $9,300 being applied to Milwaukee County's 
2009 deductible with Wisconsin County Mutual Insurance Corporation. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Department/Prepared By  Corporation Counsel  
 
Authorized Signature ________________________________________ 
 
Did DAS-Fiscal Staff Review?  Yes  No  

                                                           
1 If it is assumed that there is no fiscal impact associated with the requested action, then an explanatory statement that justifies that 
conclusion shall be provided.  If precise impacts cannot be calculated, then an estimate or range should be provided.   
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