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AGENDA OF THE TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE

ate o MEETING HELD

THURSDAY, AUGUST 29 2013 at 6:00 P.M.
0 UPPER LEVEL CONFERENCE ROOM, COUNTY COURTHOUSE
222 NIOWA STREET; DODOGEVILLE, WISCONSIN 53533

and adjourn.

Item |
1) Call the meeting to order. Call to Order
2) a) Consent Agenda. Consent
b) Roll Call — Members Present. Agenda
¢) Minutes of the August 13, 2013 Traftic Safety Commission meeting.
d) Approval of this Agenda.
| e) Approval of the minutes of the August S, 2013 prior meeting.
3) Report from committee members and an opportunity for members of the audience to | Public
address the committee. Comment
4) ATYV route consideration for adoption at the following locations: ATV route
1. CTH F from the Lafayette County line to Berg Road along the Lafayette designations for
County line adoption
2. CTH A between Ogden and Cook-McFall roads
3. CTH G between Lower Mifflin Road and CTH A to Rewey
9) 2012 Highway Department YE Revenue & Expense report and 2012 Financial | 2012 Financial
Report review and discussion Report
6) Memorandum of Understanding between the Department Of Transportation 2013
(WisDOT), Wisconsin County Highway Association (WCHA), and Wisconsin Memorandum
Transportation Builders Association (WTBA) of
Understanding
7) Performance Based Maintenance Initiative — Wisconsin Department of Performance
Transportation Oversight Committee Based
Maintenance
Contracting
8) Commissioner’s Report: Commissioner’s
A. 2014 Budget request review and discussion. Report
B. July 2013 Revenue & Expense statement.
C. Construction projects update:
a. CTH K William’s Creek bridge
b. USH18/151-CTHZ to CTH YZ
c. STH 80 overlay STH 133 to CTH P
d. Preventative Maintenance and Flood repairs update.
D. Bridge office policy requirement for concrete verses steel bridge railings.
E. Draft State Mowing Policy paper.
9) Motion to set the next meeting date for Monday September 30, 2013 at 6:00 P.M. Adjourn

Committee Chair Approved: Yes
Amended: No

Agenda Created/Amended:
Posting Verified by County Clerk/Deputy Clerk: Date:

Date: 8/26/2013

Initials:

Initials: CRH







' TUESDAY — AUGUST 13 2013

State of
Wisconsin
County of
i lowa

UN-APPROVED MINUTES OF THE
TRAFFIC SAFETY COMMISSION MEETING HELD
TUESDAY, AUGUST 13, 2013
HEALTH & HUMAN SERVICES BUILDING - ROOM #1001
DODGEVILLE, WISCONSIN

2013-03

[tem

#l Meeting called to order by committee Chair Craig Hardy at 9:30 AM in Room #1001 | Call to Order
of the Health & Human Services Building in Dodgeville.

#2b | Roll Call — Commissioner Hardy, State Patrolman Russell, Ryan Mayer (DOT), Matt | Roll Call,
Asleson (DOT), Karen Rogulja (SWWRPC), Greg Lee (City Dodgeville). Citizens | Also Present,
present Mrs. Schambow and Mr. McCarville (Fayette ATV club). Certification

of Meeting

#2c | b. Motion by Mayer, 2" by Russell to approve the 5/21/2013 minutes and agenda of | Approval of

and d | this meeting. Motion carried. Agenda &
Minutes
#3 | No comments from the public. Comment
from Public/
N % Supervisors

#4 | Commissioner Hardy summarized information from review of the CTH G and E CTHG&E
intersection performed by himself and Mayer. Discussion of curvature of CTH G, Intersection
stop condition at location, usage of rumble strips, usage of additional signage, usage | Rewey
of chevrons, and other topics. Hardy summarized the existing signage at the
intersection was improperly located and in lieu of removing the existing advance
warning stop ahead signage; the department installed an additional sign at the proper
location. Hardy summarized review of traffic accident reports at the location
illustrate 3 incidents over a period of S years. All three of the incidents are related to
issues with negotiating the CTH E curve not driving through the intersection from
CTH G. Pepper commented a lot of the late night drive offs most likely go
unreported. Hardy and Mayer stated rumble strips and other devices are typically
reserved for high incident locations to raise awareness, that effectiveness goes down
with the frequency of installations within an area. The conclusion at the present time
is to monitor the additional signage installed for the advance notice of stop condition
on CTH G. In addition, the sheriff’s office will stop up enforcement in the area to
monitor traffic flows. Mrs. Schambow expressed concerns with the incident last
winter where a car drove through CTH G into their field causing damage and
injuries. She felt the additional signage has made an impact, but is also concerned
with fence replacement costs and safety at the location. -

#5 | Pepper provided a summary of some issues with uploading reports to the Community | Community

and | Maps software maintained by UW-TIC, related to the amount of time to upload Maps updates

#6 | information onto the various software layers. He stated the software and program and spot map
are a great tool for analysis of conditions and situations, but entering information can | review
be frustrating and time consuming due to format and software issues. Pepper
distributed and reviewed the 2013 Year-to-date accident spot map for the county.

Discussion centered around the locations of the two fatalities recorded to-date in the
County located along CTH XX and STH 130.




#7

Hardy informed the committee the County Board had adopted an TV/UTV ordinance
for the county routes since the last meeting. The Ordinance requires review of the
various routes proposed by ATV clubs to be done by the Traffic safety Commission.
The commission commented for the Commissioner and Sheriff’s office to review the
routes proposed and provide a summary of potential issues for the committee to
consider. The committee discussed the proposal of 5 routes to be considered and
designated as lowa County ATV/UTYV routes: CTH A between Ogden and Cook
McFall roads, CTH G from Lower Mifflin Road to CTH A, CTH DD from Walnut
Hill Road to CTH K, CTH K from CTH F to Hollandale, and CTH F from the
Lafayette County line to Berg Road. Mr. McCarville from the Fayette ATV club
was present to discuss the CTH A and G routes. The committee by unanimous
consent recommends approval of the CTH G and CTH A routes proposed by the
Fayette ATV club, the routes are a portion of a Lafayette County to Livingston route
proposal by the club and have permission of the Town of Miffllin for its’ roads.
Some discussion occurred with regards to the CTH DD, K, and F routes proposed
near Hollandale. The Commissioner is to follow up with the village of Hollandale
and Town of Waldwick to verify their agreement for the routes to the village. Some
concerns were expressed with using CTH K near the village, but with state routes
precluded by statute there would not be another suitable route to the village. Hardy
is to also discuss the sponsorship of the routes with the requestor Mr. Cassidy. The
committee agreed by unanimous consent to recommend approval of the CTH F route
from the Lafayette County line to Berg Road, the route is currently a portion of the
Lafayette County route from Fayette to Blanchardville.

ATV/UTV
Ordinance
and Proposed
Route reviews

#8

Commissioner Hardy provided information to the committee with regards to the
history of Special Events in the county and some of the issues surrounding them. As
a result of issues surrounding a recent event within the county between participants
and the sheriff’s department officers; the County Transportation Committee has
requested an ordinance be drafted to regulate and control the events. He informed
the committee several counties issue general work in right-of-way permits to these
groups for the events, but only Dane County has an ordinance in place to regulate the
events. He requested any committee members with knowledge of other ordinances
related to the regulation of the events to contact him with information.

Special
Events
Ordinance
discussion

#9

Ryan Mayer discussed the STH 23 pavement replacement project between Lower
Wyoming Road and the Wisconsin River bridge. Mayer summarized the history of
the STH 23 project from CTH ZZ to Lower Wyoming Road which was completed
this past summer, and the issues surrounding the balance of the project to the
Wisconsin river. He summarized various meetings which have occurred related to
the project impacts near to bridges (beamguard configurations) at the CTH T
intersection. The Taliesin center is concerned about visual impacts to their facilities
caused by additional right of way and road widening for the installation of safer
beamguards. Due to the center being on the national historic register multiple
parties are involved from the Frank Lloyd Wright Foundation to the National Park
system. WisDOT continues to review various options in an effort to address their
concerns and achieve a least impact solution including analysis of the existing speed
limits. Meetings continue to be held to achieve a solution, the project is currently
scheduled for summer of 2014 construction.

STH 23
pavement
replacement
project

#10

Hardy commented the WisDOT was performing a project along USH 18-151 form
CTH Z to CTH YZ just east of Dodgeville. The project is anticipated to start on
August 19" and consist of concrete pavement joint removal and replacement, then an

USH 18-151
Asphalt
Overlay

G-z
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asphaltic surface overlay. The project will consist of various single lane closures to
accomplish the work.

#10

Matt Asleson covered the following state issues:

L.

2.

3.

Review of the traffic accident history in 2013 at the statewide and local
levels.

Provided handouts of various illustrations for different methods to review
accident data, such as accidents per capita by county.

Discussion of legislative issues update.

Bryant Russell asked for two clarifications on behalf of the village of Avoca officer
Roberts related to :

I

Speed limit on STH 133 within the village limits. When reviewing other
villages in the county speed limits vary from 30 MPH to 45 MPH along USH
18 for example, and the village wondered what the process would be for
lowering the limit to 2SMPH from the current 35 MPH. Mayer stated the
village would contact his office for a speed limit study, an accident history
review, review of statutes, and outlying jurisdictional authorities to determine
what is necessary, required, and allowed to determine if lower limits are
justified.

The village was also wondering about the process for sidewalk crossing
installations. Again, the contact would be through Mayer with WisDOT to
discuss and review locations. In addition, the village would be required to
pay for installation and maintenance of those crossings, signage, and
markings. Bryant will notify the village of the procedures.

Comments
from
committee
members

#11

Motion to set next meeting date and adjourn. Motion by Hardy, 2™ by Pepper to set
the next meeting date for Tuesday, November 12, 2013 at 9:30 AM. Meeting
adjourned at 10:36 AM.

Adjourn.

Respectfully Submitted;
Highway Commissioner Hardy







 MONDAY - AUGUST 5,2013

State of

UN-APPROVED MINUTES OF THE
TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE MEETING HELD
MONDAY, AUGUST 5, 2013
IOWA COUNTY AIRPORT TERMINAL BUILDING

MINERAL POINT, WISCONSIN

#1 Meeting called to order by committee Chair John Meyers at 6:00 PM in the terminal | Call to Order
at the lowa County Airport.

#2b | Roll Call — Supervisors Bauer, Benish, Bunker, DeLain, Demby, Meyers, Parman, Roll Call &
and Walmer. Supervisor Peterson was absent. Others in attendance were Highway Also Present
Commissioner Hardy, Airport Manager King and Administrator Kephart. Supervisors
Deal and lowa County Highway Department employee Vicki Evans.

#2c & | Motion by Benish, 2" by DeLain to approve the 8/5/2013 agenda and 7/1/2013 Approval of

#2d | minutes. Motion carried. Agenda &

Minutes

#3 | Motion by Bunker, 2™ by Parman, to recess for a tour of the [owa County Airport Airport
facilities by Airport Manager King. Approved at 6:05 pm. facility tour
Motion by Parman, 2" by Bauer, to reconvene the Transportation Committee
meeting. Approved at 6:47 pm.

#4 | Vicki Evans spoke about her position at the Highway Department. She was informed | Public
that her position would be eliminated by the proposed budget and restructure. She Comment
informed the committee she believes her position should not be eliminated and that
she stays busy and always has something to do.

Supervisor Benish asked about the account software and wanted to make sure the
numbers we review are correct.

#5 | Airport Manager King presented his budget and plans. He also answered questions 2014 Airport
from the committee. budget

#6 | Commissioner Hardy presented his budget and plans. He also answered questions 2014
from the committee. He said there are some conflicting numbers coming from the Highway
state with regards to GTA, RMA and the potential for flood damage aids are budget
unknown. Those numbers are budgeted at 2013 levels and are yet to be finalized.

He stated departmental restructuring could occur, but he is in favor of a
compensation/classification study being done to evaluate positions first.
Commissioner Hardy provided a current department staffing outline illustrating all
vacancies due to not being funded since 2009. He provided two proposed future
structure outlines illustrating the positions to be held. He stated for the 2014 budget
one position is to be eliminated related to the scaleperson job description. He
recommends the other positions on the proposed charts be evaluated as a part of a
classification study prior to discussions of reorganizing.
#7 | Commissioner Hardy updated the committee on CTH T Birch Lake. Soil borings CTH T Birch

were performed to determine the substructure of the existing road and provide
recommendations for improvements. The borings illustrate the roadway is
predominantly 6 to 8 inches fill consisting of gravel and pavement. Most of the soil
borings indicate the subbase to be lean brown clays and sands with silt. These soil
types are highly susceptible to frost heave action and are a poor soil type for

Lake update
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pavement support. As a result, the materials are not a preferred subbase material and
require select fill materials to improve the subgrade. Most borings were taken to a
depth of 5 feet. Exploration boring at one location was extended to 10 feet due to
the amount of peat organic material, which indicates additional excavation would be
required for the location. Two borings indicated organic materials were present
necessitating removal through EBS sections. The recommendations are to have a
four foot separation between the highest groundwater table elevation or roadway
ditch inverts and the road surface as a result.

#8

A. Commissioner Hardy gave an update on construction projects.

B & C. Commissioner Hardy reviewed the possible funding alternatives for the 2013
flood issues. Forms have been submitted to FEMA, if they include Iowa County in
their funding, they will cover 75% of our costs associated with the flooding. WEM
and WisDOT will only cover roads that were impassible during the event, which
would be significantly less coverage than FEMA. Another possibility would be to use
the money from preventative maintenance in the budget to cover the flooding repairs.
Motion by Benish, 2™ by Parman to go forward with scheduled preventative
maintenance as if we don’t have an emergency and deal with the flood funding issues
when or if they arise. Commissioner Hardy is to retain $100,000 from the
preventative maintenance budget to cover the 25% FEMA match. Motion carried
with Walmer against.

D. Commissioner Hardy rev1ewed the current staffing chart and answered questions
from the committee with regards to current vacant positions.

E. The committee reviewed the June 2013 R&E report.

F. Commissioner Hardy gave an update on the ACS accounting software transition.
The financial auditors were in the office and that went well. The financial reports
were completed that day, and will be available for the next committee meeting.
Commissioner Hardy, Administration, and Corporation Counsel met and discussed
the ACS software, which continues to have issues. Issues with the software are
related to two aspects; one being function of the original software itself and one
being the support service agreements. The original goal of the software program
update was to have a fully m«tegrated system so the numbers reviewed by various
parties were the same just a snapshot in time. Alternative options to make that a
seamless function without utilizing and reconciling multiple programs are limited.
Commissioner stated he has not paid for support services (which ACS has been
providing) since the program has been operational (January 2012), due to issues
related to its’ function. The County is reviewing options related to software
contracts and support service agreements.

G. Commissioner Hardy gave an update on the AWS Quarry/Plant scale automation
progress. There were some issues with the phone line connection related to the
modem at the quarry. IT replaced the modem, and the software is communicating
with the main office. County Employees have been trained on the automated system
and identification cards were being issued. The software system is now being
utilized.

Commissioner
Report

#9

Motion by Benish, 2™ by Parman to set next meeting for August 29, 2013 at 6:00 PM
and adjourn. Motion carried, meeting adjourned at 8:41 PM.

| Next meeting

and adjourn

Respectfully Submitted;
County Board Supervisor, Ryan Walmer
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ATV Route Guideline and Suggestions
(A Community Official's Handbook)

All-Terrain Vehicle

of

AN ORDINANCE DESIGNATING

Section | - Intent

The of
adopts the following all-terrain vehicle ordinance/route for the operation of all-
terrain vehicles upon the roadways listed in Section II1.

Following due consideration of the recreational value to connect trail
opportunities and weighted against possible dangers, public health, liability
aspects, terrain involved, traffic density and history of automobile traffic, this
ordinance has been created.

Section |l - Statutory Authority

This route is created pursuant to
authority under as authorized by 23.33 (8) (b), Wis.

Stats.

@ptional - the provisions of 23.33 are adopted.

Section Il - Routes

: ﬁa(gm:-, GuB
The following ro fds are designates as routes; /fl &
{N{L’H H“// C Prom C’xfi/ réf To C/L) Laa/#/‘%?ffm@,
33;‘%‘” e N % AT RALE s Cask A R

- C. Said routes are further described and identified by the attached map.

Section IV - Conditions

As a condition for the use of this route, the following conditions shall apply to all
operators (and passengers where applicable);

A,

B.
C. Routes must be signed in accordance with NR 64.12, and NR 64.12(7)c.

[ 2 CDOCUME~1'hodger LOCALS~1'Temp\Adminisrators ATV Route Guideline and Supgestion Masual doc






IOWA COUNTY HIGHWAY
December 2012 vs. 2012 Budget

BUDGET SUMMARY

County Related
REVENUE
1 General Property Taxes (41110) Prorated-monthly and YTD
2 Public Charges for Service (46310)
3 State Salt Storage Reimbursement (47230-41)
4 State Equipment Storage Reimbursement (47230-42)
5 State of Wisconsin Transportation Aids (43531)
6 Radio & GPL Reimbursement (47230-35/40)
7 Rental Income (48213) :
8 Sale or Trade In of Assets (48310)
9 Sale of Materials & Supplies (48330)
10 Sale of Salvage & Waste Products (48340)
11 Miscellaneous Revenue (48000, 48203, 48204,48400,48520)
12 LRIP Administration Fees -
13 Drug & Alcohol Testing (47230/43)
14 Capital Projects Reserve Fund
5 CHIP-D Reimbursement (43537)

\)‘r\, 6 Fees Collected (44X00, 45220, 46121)

17 TOTAL REVENUE

18

19 OPERATING EXPENDITURES:

20 Administration (53100, 53110; 53120)

21 Administration-Patrol Supt. (53190, 53191)
22 Unallocated Fringe Benefits (53210-105,131,133,136)
23 Allocated Fringe Benefits (53210, remaining)
24 Small Field Tools (53220)

25 Shop Operations (53230)

26 Fuel Handling (53232)

27 Machinery Operation (53240)

28 Pit & Quarry Operation (53250)

29 Bituminous Operation (53260)

36 Buildings & Grounds (53270)

31 County Maintenance (53311, 53314-215)

32 County Snow Removal (53312)

33 County Construction (53313)

34 County Bridge Construction (53314, except 53314-215)
35 Radio (53192)

36 GPL (53193)

37 Total Operating Expense:

38

39

€)

December

. (984.45)
(5,839.02)

(6,823.47)

©138,313.41
. (1,148.89)
L (1,741.22)
. 154,591.77
. (6,310.78)
1(130,818.77)
~ 15,185.86
. 474,120.79
. 1,44459
¥ 12277.32
1(139,769.31)
 65,873.78

81,496.12

1,909.77

13,820.67

o 624.37

579,869.48

YTD

2/445,379.00
3,492.51
4,049.78
58,110.67
947,322.00
15,531.18
8,584.00

37,446.54

372,930.34
~3,200.00
3,896,046.02

©315,297.97
- 173,316.50
77.737.91
1,148,555.57
16,035.85
21,248.11
1,848,754.10
82,486.23
126,947.00
20,563.08
1,807,381.74
798,222.14
1,205,843.94
29,670.64
1,654.36
13,563.89
7,687,279.03

100.00%
Over/(Under)
2012 Budget Budget % Used

2,445,379.00 - 100.00%
5,750.00 (2,257.49) 60.74%
5,400.00 (1,350.22) 75.00%
55,429.00 2,681.67 104.84%
947,322.00 - 100.00%
11,785.00 3,746.18 131.79%
2,000.00 35,446.54 1872.33%

1,400.00

407,689.00
4,700.00 (1,500.00) 68.09%
3,886,854.00 36,766.68 100.24%
363,939.00 (48,641.03) 86.63%
120,982.00 52,334.50 143.26%
61,216.00 16,521.91 126.99%
1,198,874.00 (50,318.43) 95.80%
19,119.00 (3,083.15) 83.87%
207,658.00 (207,658.00) 0.00%
14,790.00 6,458.11 143.67%
1,666,740.00 182,014.10 110.92%
231,150.00 (148,663.77) 35.69%
361,676.00 (234,729.00) 35.10%
237,619.00 (217,055.92) 8.65%
1,476,572.00 330,809.74 122.40%
1,282,852.00 (484,629.86) 62.22%
1,146,928.00 58,915.94 105.14%
35,971.00 (6,300.36) 82.48%
1,750.00 (95.64) 94.53%
34,069.00 (20,505.11) 39.81%
8,461,905.00 (774,625.97) 90.85%



40 INDIRECT COSTING

N 65

"~ 66

86
87

41 Small field tools (53220-920) - (16,035.85) (19,119.00) 3,083.15 83.87%
42 Fuel Handling (53232-931) - (21,248.11) (14,790.00) (6,458.11) 143.67%
43 Shop Operations (53230-930) - - (207,658.00) 207,658.00 0.00%
44 Pit & Quarry (53250-1-960) - (2,391.35) (86,100.62) (186,750.00) 100,649.38 46.10%
45 Machinery (53240-940) (438.62) (1,836,790.32) (2,400,000.00) 563,209.68 76.53%
46 Fringe Benefit Recovery (53210-910) - (1,224,208.08) (1,227,536.00) 3,327.92 99.73%
47 Bituminous Operations (53260-XXXXX-970) i 44,690.60 (66,685.57) (90,800.00) 24,114.43 73.44%
48 Building and Grounds (53270-1-950) - - (237,619.00) 237,619.00 0.00%
49
50 TOTAL INDIRECT COSTING 41,860.63 (3,251,068.55) (4,384,272.00) 1,133,203.45 74.15%
51
52
53 TOTAL EXPENDITURES Less Indirect Costing 621,730.11 4,436,210.48 4,077,633.00 358,577.48 108.79%
54
55
56 Less Depreciation (XXXXX-541) " (495,746.63) (495,746.63) (418,680.00) (77,066.63) 118.41%
57 Add Capital Expenditures (53280) (220,092.87) - 286,000.00 (286,000.00) 0.00%
58 (715,839.50) (495,746.63) (132,680.00) (363,066.63) 373.64%
59
60 TOTAL EXPENDITURES (94,109.39) 3,940,463.85 3,944,953.00 (4,489.15) 99.89%
61
62 TOTAL COUNTY RELATED

3 REVENUE OVER(UNDER) EXPENDITURES 87.,285.92 (44,417.83) (58,099.00) 41,255.83
67 State Related
68 REVENUE
69 STHS-Routine Maintenance & Construction (47230/31,39) (0.02) 924,248.41 502,500.00 421,748.41 183.93%
70 State Discretionary Maintenance (47230-33) 0.06 600,415.28 382,700.00 217,715.28 156.89%
71 State Roadside Maintenance (47230-37) (0.01) 113,309.66 280,000.00 (166,690.34) 40.47%
72 State On-System Bridge (47230-34) - 85,390.71 40,000.00 45,390.71 213.48%
73 STHS-Winter Maintenance (47230-32) - 446,480.30 480,000.00 (33,519.70) 93.02%
74 State Overtime Reimbursement (47230-44) - 4 - 58,099.00 (58,099.00) 0.00%
75 TOTAL REVENUE 0.03 2,169,844.36 1,743,299.00 426,545.36 124.47%
76
77 OPERATING EXPENDITURES:
78 STHS-Routine Maintenance & Construction (53321) - (15,789.26) 1,238,718.55 822,500.00 416,218.55 150.60%
79 STHS-Discretionary Maintenance - Paint (53328-0810,0820,0825) 71,094.26 259,455.16 382,700.00 (123,244 .84) 67.80%
80 STHS-Winter Maintenance (53322) 1,015.96 411,448.29 538,099.00 (126,650.71) 76.46%
81 STHS-Local Force Accounts (53328 except DMA) 14,619.65 138,732.88 - 138,732.88
82 Total Operating Expense: 70,940.61 2,048,354.88 1,743,299.00 305,055.88 117.50%
83
84 TOTAL STATE RELATED
85 REVENUE OVER(UNDER) EXPENDITURES (70,940.58) 121,489.48 - 121,489.48

88@
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89 Special One-Time
90

91 REVENUE

92

93 Direct Pass-Through

94

9s REVENUE

96 Local Bridge Aids (41120) - 88,692.19 88,692.19 - 100.00%
97 Local Government (47330,47450) (71.81) 449,817.21 707,000.00 (257,182.79) 63.62%
98 TOTAL REVENUE (71.81) 538,509.40 795,692.19 (257,182.79) 67.68%

99

100 OPERATING EXPENDITURES:

101 50-50 Bridges (53182) - 96,615.65 88,692.19 7,923.46 108.93%
102 Town of Arena - - -

103 Town of Clyde - - -

104 Town of Pulaski - - -

105 Other Local Governments (53330, 53340, 53350, 53360) 2,369.80 433,934.59 707,000.00 (273,065.41) 61.38%

106 Total Operating Expense: 2,369.80 530,550.24 795,692.19 (265,141.95) 66.68%
107
108 TOTAL DIRECT PASS-THROUGH RELATED
09 REVENUE OVER(UNDER) EXPENDITURES (2,441.61) 7,959.16 - 7,959.16
U"] mo
|1 1‘ 1
k\ym
113
114 TOTAL REVENUE (6,895.25) 6,604,399.78 6,425,845.19 206,129.25 102.78%
115
116 TOTAL EXPENDITURES {20,798.98) 6,519,368.97 6,483,944.19 35,424.78 100.55%

117

118 TOTAL REVENUE OVER(UNDER)
119 EXPENDITURES 13,903.73 85,030.81 (58,099.00) 170,704.47
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1 Goverror Secretary 4802 Sheboygan Avenue, Room 1208

£ O Box 7910
Madison, WI 53707-7910

Teiephone: 608-266-1113
August 14, 2018 FAX: 608-266-9912

E-mail: sec.exec@dot.wi.gov

Daniel J. Fedderly, Executive Director
Wisconsin County Highway Association
N9387 330" Street

Boyceville, Wisconsin 54725

Dear Dan,

Thanks to you and the executive leadership of WCHA for taking the time to meet with

Deputy Secretary Berg and me to discuss the Memorandum of Understanding between
WCHA, WTBA and WisDOT. The MOU draft that your organization previously saw and
approved has been updated for increased clarity and to be consistent with the provisions of
the recently adopted state budget. I'm writing this letter to explain the updated sections of the
MOU and to clarify the department’s position on several items that were addressed at the
meeting.

Structure of the Maintenance Appropriation

We have removed references to the department requesting changes in the appropriation
structure for maintenance, because those changes were included in the budget exactly as the
department proposed them. It is important to note that state law now provides for a separate
appropriation for the county routine maintenance contracts. The department no longer has
flexibility to move funds between the county RMAs and other maintenance related activities.
Every dollar in that appropriation must be used for that purpose.

Local Force Agreements (LFAs)

The previous draft identified that no new LFAs will be entered into after July 1, 2015. We have
clarified this provision to conform to the intent that it apply only to agreements for “pavement or
bridge improvement” projects. This clarification will retain the department’s ability to use LFAs
for minor projects that don't involve paving or structures.

Crackfilling

The updated agreement retains crackfilling as a routine maintenance activity to be primarily
performed by county forces. However, it does provide for the ability to contract for crackfilling in
the event of insufficient resources in the RMA appropriation to complete the level of work
needed. This is being done so that we can continue to efficiently use federal funds, where
allowable, for maintenance activities. While it is very important for us to retain that flexibility,
keep in mind that the MOU clearly states in two different locations that routine maintenance and
crackfilling are primarily county functions, and that will be WisDOT’s policy as we implement this
MOU. Itis our intent that as we get caught up with the significant backlog of crackfilling needs,
and if the legislature maintains adequate RMA funding, the need for contracted crackfilling will
be significantly diminished.
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Daniel J. Fedderly, Executive Director
August 14, 2013
Page Two

While the MOU provides the broad policy framework for future maintenance roles, we
understand that it will be implemented through the development of new work plans and
performance-based maintenance provisions. WisDOT will continue to work with you in a

cooperative way on that implementation.

We believe this version of the MOU is substantially equivalent to the version you have
previously reviewed and approved, and we ask that you execute it. WTBA has given their final

approval.

The department looks forward to working with WCHA and other transportation stakeholders to
make sure the new funding and policy changes made available in the state budget are used to
efficiently meet the maintenance needs of the state highway system. We appreciate your

partnership and cooperation in that effort.

Sincerely,

W G

Mark Gottlieb, P.E.
Secretary



Memorandum of Understanding

between

Wisconsin Department of Transportation, Wisconsin County Highway Association, and Wisconsin
Transportation Builders Association

The Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT), the Wisconsin County Highway Association
(WCHA), and Wisconsin Transportation Builders Association (WTBA) are entering into this Memorandum
of Understanding for the purpose of documenting their general agreement on certain matters of mutual
interest.

DEFINITIONS

The terms “routine maintenance”, “corrective maintenance”, and “preventative maintenance” have the
meanings set forth in Appendix A.

The term “improvement” has the meaning set forth in Sec. 84.06(1) of the Wisconsin Statutes.

The term “level of service model” refers to a model developed by WisDOT to determine the level of
investment required on the state highway system to achieve the minimum desired level of routine
maintenance service.

The parties agree that:

1. ADEQUACY OF FUNDING. The level of service model is the best measure of the funding needed
for state highway maintenance. Recognizing that budgetary decisions are made by the
Legislature and Governor, WisDOT will continue to seek to fund maintenance at that level.

2. PERFORMANCE OF ROUTINE STATE HIGHWAY MAINTENANCE. Routine maintenance, as
defined in Appendix A, should primarily be performed by counties under their Routine
Maintenance Agreements.

3. PERFORMANCE OF OTHER STATE HIGHWAY MAINTENANCE WORK. Corrective and
preventative maintenance, as defined in Appendix A, should primarily be performed by private
contractors. However, WisDOT should retain the option of having this work performed by
counties where (a) the projects are small (e.g. < $100,000), (b) a contractor is unavailable, or (c)
the projectis an emergency requiring timely response.

4. PERFORMANCE OF CRACK SEALING WORK. Crack sealing, in general, is a routine maintenance
activity as defined in Appendix A and should primarily be performed by the counties. However,
in instances where there is insufficient resources available to complete this work and the
Department believes there is a benefit from an asset management perspective, this work can be
performed by private contractors.
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10.

PERFORMANCE-BASED MAINTENANCE. WisDOT and WCHA will establish a working group to
recommend changes in the state maintenance manual and routine maintenance agreements
that will ultimately replace the actual cost reimbursement requirement with language and
procedures that support performance based or unit price reimbursement where appropriate.

STATE HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENTS. Section 59.52(30) of the Wisconsin Statutes limits the
authority of counties to perform highway improvements in another county. Unless agreed to by
both parties, WTBA and WCHA will not seek any modification to either strengthen or relax that
limitation.

LOCAL SYSTEM IMPROVEMENTS. Section 62.15 (1d) of the Wisconsin Statutes limits the
authority of counties to perform highway improvements in a city with a population over 5,000.
Unless agreed to by both parties, WTBA and WCHA_will not seek any modification to either
strengthen or relax that limitation.

LOCAL ROADS IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM. Section 86.31(2)(d) of the Wisconsin Statutes
describes the circumstances under which counties may perform highway improvements under
the Local Roads Improvement Program. Unless agreed to by both parties, WTBA and WCHA will
not seek any modification to either broaden or narrow that description.

LOCAL FORCE AGREEMENTS ON STATE/FEDERAL FUNDED PROJECTS. WisDOT will not enter
into new local force agreements for pavement or bridge improvement projects using state
and/or federal funding on or after July 1, 2015. This provision is subject to renegotiation at any
time that WisDOT determines that the state budget does not fund at least 90 percent of the
level of service maintenance model.

BEST EFFORTS TO SUPPORT THIS AGREEMENT, The parties will make their best efforts to
support the terms of this agreement publicly, with their members (in the case of WCHA and
WTBA), and with the state legislature. WisDOT is an agency of the state. Nothing in this
memorandum shall be construed to create an obligation on the part of WisDOT to do anything
inconsistent with the state budget or with any provision of state law or the Wisconsin
Administrative Code.
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APPENDIX A

Classification of Maintenance Activities

Travel Way

The table below defines travel way maintenance activities by category.

Routine Maintenance

Corrective Maintenance

Preventative Maintenance

Travel Way related work to include:
Crack-sealing

Patching alligator cracking

Rut filling/wedging for safety
Overlays to restore rideability
(overlays not to exceed total average
depth of 2”), and not to exceed 500’
on length

Seal coats

Concrete joint repair limited to less
than 10 locations {for instance) per
lane mile

Concrete crack repair limited to less
than 10 locations (for instance) per
lane mile

Urgent repair of blow-ups, potholes
and punchouts

Sweeping pavement

Traffic control (routine & emergency)
Hazardous debris removal
Surveilance

Installation and replacement of long
line and special pavement markings

Routine sign replacements

*Note: 500’ does not include
transitions

Travel Way related work to include:

Overlays not to exceed an average
depth of 2" to extend service life to

the next improvement project
Concrete Joint Repair

Concrete patching and slab
replacement

Milling
Diamond grinding

Urgent repair of blow-ups, potholes
and punchouts

Asphaltic patching-full depth

Patching alligator cracking and high
severe cracking

Travel Way related work to include:

Resurfacing

PCC dowel bar retrofitting
w/diamond grinding
Asphaltic patching-full depth
Concrete joint repair

Concrete patching - partial and full
depth

Concrete Joint Repair
Milling

Diamond grinding

8/14/13 FINAL
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Shoulder

The table below defines maintenance activities by category for shoulders.

Routine Maintenance

Corrective Maintenance

Preventative Maintenance

Shoulder related work to include:

Maintaining gravel shoulders by
regrading the existing shoulder
material to correct grade and cross
slope

Adding material as needed to correct
gravel shoulder grade and/or cross
slope

Repair washouts to gravel shoulders

Patching potholes in asphalt
shoulders

Filling cracks in asphalt shoulders
Seal coating asphaltic and shoulders
Spot repair removal and repaving of
asphalt shoulders limited to 500’ in
length

Spot repair of concrete shoulder

joints limited to less than 10 locations
per mile

Shoulder retated work to include:

Maintaining gravel shoulders by
regrading the existing shoufder
material to correct grade and cross
slope

Adding material as needed to correct
gravel shoulder grade and/or cross
slope

Repaving of asphalt shoulders to
serve adequately until permanent
improvement made

Milling and repaving of asphalt
shoulders

Patching asphait shoulders
Slab replacement

Grinding and asphalt overlay of
concrete shoulders

Spot repair of concrete shoulder
joints

Concrete patching — partial and full
depth

Shoulder related work to include:
Resurfacing of asphalt shoulders

Removal and replacement of
concrete shoulders

Milling and repaving of asphalt
shoulders

Grinding and asphalit overlay of
concrete shoulders

Concrete patching — partial and full
depth

Siab replacement

Patching asphalt shoulders
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Roadside and Roadside Facilities

The table below defines roadside and roadside facilities maintenance activities by category.

Routine Maintenance

Corrective Maintenance

Preventative Maintenance

Roadside and Roadside Facilities
related work to inciude:

Maintenance and operation of rest
areas, picnic areas, historical
markers, and scenic views
Painting and cleaning of buildings
Cleaning restrooms

Litter removal

Mowing and control of unwanted
vegetation

Repair of guard rails and end
terminals

Removal and treatment of roadside
hazards

Crack sealing ramps and parking
Areas

Patching ramps and parking areas

Patching potholes

Roadside and Roadside Facilities
related work to include:

Overlays of ramps and parking areas
not to exceed an average depth of 2"
to extend service life to the next
improvement project

Patching ramps and parking areas

Concrete Joint Repair of ramps and
parking areas

Milling and repaving of ramps and
parking areas

Grinding and asphalt overlay of
ramps and parking areas

Roadside and Roadside Facilities
related work to include:

Milling and repaving
Resurfacing

Concrete joint repair of ramps and
parking areas

Concrete slab replacement of
parking areas

Patching ramps and parking areas
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Drainage

The table below defines maintenance activities by category for drainage.

Routine Maintenance

Corrective Maintenance

Preventative Maintenance

Drainage related work to include:

Spot replacement and repair of curb,
gutter limited to 500" in length

Riprap

Cleaning, lining, repairing, of culverts
Urgent repair or replacement of
culverts/drainage structures

Clean and minor repair to storm
sewers

Erosion Repair or establishment of
erosion controls

Reshaping drainage ditches and
channels

Clean or repair of catch basins or
inlets

Debris removal
Repair of washouts

Repair and restoration of slope and
embankment failure

Small culvert repair or replacement
(under 5 ft diameter)

Drainage related work to include:
Constructing new drainage channels
or modification of drainage structures
to increase drainage capacity
Concrete Box Culvert replacement
Concrete Box Culvert extensions

Culvert lining

Emergency culvert repair and/or
replacement

Drainage related work to include:

Large culvert pipe reptacement (5 ft.
diameter or larger)
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Structures

The table below defines maintenance activity by category for structures.

Routine Maintenance

Corrective Maintenance

Preventative Maintenance

Bridge deck work to include:
Repair of epoxy overlays
Spot deck repair

Approach slab foam jacking or mud
jacking

Crack sealing

Concrete deck sealing

Minor joint repair or reptacement
Approach slabs repair

Railing repair

Deck sweeping and power washing
of decks

Superstructure and substructure
work to include:

Minor repair of substructures and
superstructures, including spot
painting

Power washing of superstructure and
substructure units

Bearing repair or replacement

Channel, waterway, and other
structure related work to include:

Operation and maintenance of
movable bridges

Ferry operations and maintenance
inciuding approaches

Traffic control for structure/bridge
inspection

Clearing brush and unwanted
vegetation around structures

Debris removal from waterway

Placing rip-rap (small quantity or
shallow channel)

Bridge deck work to include:
Approach slab replacement

Thin deck overlays and membrane
installation

Asphalt overlays without membrane
installation

Major joint replacement

Epoxy overlays

Superstructure and substructure
work to include:

Wing wall replacement
Emergency bridge repair
Bearing repair or replacement

Channel, waterway and other
structure related work to include:

Slope protection installation and
repair

Slope paving repair

Bridge deck work to include:

Concrete deck repair, patching and
concrete overlays

Asphalt overlays with membrane
installation

Epoxy and polymer overlays
Expansion joint replacement when
done in conjunction with an overlay
or expansion join elimination

Chloride extraction

Installation of a cathodic protection
system

Superstructure and substructure
work to include:

Steel structure cleaning and
repainting, including complete
repainting, zone painting, and spot
painting with overcoat

Structural repairs {except vehicle
damage)

Bearing repair or replacement

Channel, waterway, and other
structure related work to include;

Rip placement (large quantity or
deep channel
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Slope paving repair

Winter

The table below defines maintenance activities by category for winter.

Routine Maintenance

Corrective Maintenance

Preventative Maintenance

Winter related work to include:
All activities, equipment and
materials related to snow and ice
control

Plowing

Applying deicers

Cleaning up after storms and
benching

Erecting snow fences

Equipment preparation and
calibration

Thawing culverts and inlets

Loading, cleaning, maintenance, and
inspection of salt sheds

Clearing drainage ways
Clearing snow covered signs
Emergency assistance

Training personnel
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Hem 1t Setiing the Routine Maintenance Jevels for CY 2014 a@nd CY 2015

2013415 Highway Malntenance-and Traffic Operation Program Plan

FiscalYear | Budget Amount CY13RMA CY 14 RMA €Y15 RMA
014 $ 122,500,000 $62,500,000 | § 60,009,000 :
015 | $170,000,000 e ' $85,000,000 | %85,000,000
2016 ? - - L

Subtotal " '

$ 145,000,000

Thetable above prodides a recotnmendad distributiorr of the 2018-15 biennial budgetamounts for
routine mainténance. FY 2014 pravides fufitiing for the setorid haff oF the CY 2013:RMA and the first:
halfof the €Y 2014 RMA and-5o forth for FY 2015.

The Imbalance in the fiscal year funding levals necessitates an imbalancing of the €¥ 2014 RMA and
suggests that expanded routine maintenance work weuld need to be.scheduled for Junie 2014 and
beyond. The-first purtion of €Y 2014 would he confinedto winter maintenance activitiesandto a
constrained level of non-winter activities {sign replacement, beam guard repalr, gulvert inspection, etc)

A budgat of $145 W is proposed forthe CY 2014 roirting majnteriance program with funding used as
fosllows:

(1) Rrovide.$132 M (ahout a 10% across-the-hoard: increase) ta tha LOS Model and distribute this
amovunt through the existing LOS model allocation msthodology:

(2) Establistia 5.4 M contingency furd for discretionary distrihution by the mdividual regionsta
address urgent ar unforesean emerging needs; ane, )

13) Create a$'9 M fund to fimance new initiatives under a performance-based contracting methed
or through an éxpanded use af a regianal caunty service provider.

A suggested allocatlon bfthie § 9 M budget isto devote $ 1.0 M to winter initiatives {like expanded anti-
fcing efforts under eithar a regienalized approach or a perfonmance-baseyl contract ot both,

A second canponentwould be to. entplay a $20 M budgat to pitot specific perfarmance-based
initiatives either in each region or fora defined et of routine Iaintengnce treatments of botly.

jastly, & $ 6.0 M budget would be assigned to tha financlng of a number of regionalized setvice delivery
efforts (like increased pavement marking and sweeplng; speclalized bridge maintenance crews; culvert
inspection teams; pavement treatmant — cracl filing/seal coating).




CY 2014 Performance-Based Maintenance Husiration

This dozuiment furtherexplains how $ 9M setasida to finance pilot projects employing eithera
perfortmance-based contract or éh expanded use of regionalfzed routine maintenanca sefvice delivery
could be struetured. The table bglow offers suggested favels of effort for candidate activities.

Routine Malntenance Activity (General Priority) Range of Dollar Amount
e/Structure Maintenahce
-» More existing structure maintenance
- Initiate an aneillary structure
fhventoryfinspection effort $10tes20M
- Guivert repair, lining & replacemant
-5 Brldge deck sealing
. 5tpel girderpressure washing

vamefit Maintenance ' :
«» Mora seal caats & crackfilling $201t0$3.0M
~ -YHigh performance

Winter Malntenance : TR
-3 Initiate antiicing for critical corridors Upt0;$q.5 M

Pavement Marking o o Bl ot

- More regionalized pavemert marking , $_'1‘0 n? § Z'OAM;, _
$ign Replacarhefit ) A B

- Expand effort thraugh reglonalized approach | 310 7632.0M
Other .

- Noxlous Weedls 50.3t080.2Mm

> Invasive Species (regional rapld-response):

The: objectives are to offer better value for the investment by providing an equivalefit or better sefvice
tevel than current practice and te contain or redute the total cost of routine highway malntgnance,
General measures of effectiveness to he appliet to each profact will Include cast per tnit, timelinesy of
repalt/respaonse, quality of project vaporting & cost atcounting, and system-conditioh. Mote specific
measures ofe ffectiveness will be developed for each individual project.

Toillustrate, the table below pravides more details on the specificactivities envisioned to be a part of
this larger pliot project effort and includes a description of the activity, a listing of therelated pilot
project goals.and specificde:tsils related to the pilot projects implementation or delivery, and a
preliminary listing of the measyres of effect|veness to be applied to the project results,
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Asphalt Pavement

eal Coats
e

tio

and ervironmental effects to low
volume ssphialt bighways.

Coatings to protect further oxidat on

Performiatice basedcoftract
Lane inila payment méthod
Tremspart/Fiald Manager
Foilow standard specifications
Waefollow cravck seal application

Limlted Yo specific road classification with
specifl {lowsr) ADT threshold
spacific PC1 numbiar to ensurethe
treatraentls applled at the correct time of
the pavemeiit seivice life,

Explore ditargative/innovative inaterlals
and appiication techalques (dotible seal,
olitypes, slap/aggregate. aterisls)

e Cost/Lane Mile

e Fleid Verification/Inapection upon
campletion-of wotk and @i year following
‘carpletion {Mode) after CQI—Construction
Quality Indexf

o Compare ta private delvered in both cost
and qualty

Bricge/Structure

Sl whollart

T
=50

repair due.dates

Imptement a culvert »  Pexformance based contract »  Qverall goal Is to improve the conditlonof
Inventory/inspection {cand(tion s Cost peritructure (cuivert) aulvarts
.assessmentprogram. & LumpSu/vearly Contrart »  On-Thiie lnspactions — Consldey

»  Trglliing reffuirerient Jncentive/disincentive

» - Payinentafter inspectians arg completed | o DUTsteff verification af Ihspections sienllar

and data entered Into BOT system to COMPASS program.

Bridge repalr of inspecton e  Ensure follow through of bridge Inspeqtor: [ «  Overall gosl Is 30 Increase respon,sivehesﬁs
maititenance recommendations repalr recommendatlons and actovintablitty of Bridge repairs

& Prioritizad list of list provided alongwith & Track on-tinié/delinguent repairs

& Percentage ofrepalrs en-time basedon

priony category.

Winter

Anti-lcing
' ]

Anti-icing Is the practice of spraylng
brine or other lguid anta the
pavementin advance of.a frost; lce or
winter averit. Curcently we have an
Ingonsistant patcliwerk of anti-iciing
applied tnthe statesystetn,

Performance based contract
Loststructure T80

Conslder Regional/Route Approach
Set opierational

uxpectatioris /specifications

»  Overall goal isto Improve winter safety and

service and reduce overall winter costs,
e Compare chashvates

9



2013-15 Highway Malntenance and Traffic Operation Program Plan

Itetn 2; Performancexbased Study Effort and Tlnjetakile

The underlylng premise of the Performance-based study structure and outreach pian {sa desire to
employas many existing forums and committees o supportthe-effort which in turn offers the
opportunity for the broadest participation fiomthe; counties. Asa complement to this structure, an
active ontreach program is propoged. This.outreach wotld involve regular attentance and occasiorral
status reports or presentationsat monthly WCHA Board of Director imeetingsas wall asat monthly
meetings held at the regional level.

An oversight group composed of both department and zoUnty thanagers Js proposed. Suggested DOT
participantsincludes John Corbin, Russ Habeck, Rory Rhiriesiith, and a reglonal operations manager,
WCHA willappointits four members. Dave Vieth will serve as the project manager.

Thresseparate work groups wil regrort to-the project manager: {1) Gperations (team lead: Todd
Mathesor); (2] Administration (team lead: Mark Woltmann); and, {3} Evaluation (team lead: Scott Bush).
The work groups will he supported by an existing WCHA or DDTcommittee or advisary team (WCHA —

Level of Service Committee; WCHA —Machinery Managsment. Committee; and, COT's Conipass AdvisOry:

Team).
A suggested timetabla forestablishing And conhdmcting tha effort|s as follows:
July 2013 Make Ovetview Presentation at WCHA Boart Meating

August 2013 Convene first meeting of the Oversight Team (Agenda Topics: Timeline; Study
Gols; Worlkgroup Role and Respansitfllities; Findings from Literature Seatch and
OtherState Contacts; Initial Committee Reactigns angd Corycetns)

Senpt. 2013 Provide Overview dt Maintenance Confarence and Patrol Superintendent
Eonference anid at §chedule Machinery Managemeiit Comititter Megting

Cohvene Operatidns arid Administration Worlkgroup and establish meeting
schedule

Oct. 2013 Quersight Group Meebing

Statas Report to WCHA Board; Commiission Training; Machinery Mgmt
Név. 2013
Dec. 2013 Qversight Group Méeting

Status Raport to WCHA Board and Machinery Management

Jan, 2014 Prasentatiols at WCHA Conference




Feb. 2014

Convene Evaluation Workgroup and establish meeting sehadule
Ovaersight Group Meefing

Commissioner Tralhing Presentation (?)

March 2014  Commissionér Training Presentation [?)

Aprll 2014
May 2014

June 2014

Qversight Group Meeting:
Gonipass Advisary Team Meeting Presentation

Prasentation at WEHA Cotfarence




GENERAL TRANSPORTATION AIDS (GTA)

ROUTINE MAINTENANCE AGREEMENTS (RMA)

] TOTALTWO|
YEAR

] INCREASE

i CY2015| INCREASE (CY14 &

4 CY 2015 RMA OVER CY| CY1S) OVER

] e 24314 GTA CY 2015 CONTRACT 2014 Cv 2013

. Y GTAALLO-| INCREASE| GTAALLO-| PERCENTAGE ALLO-| CONTRACTS |CONTRACTS

2013 CATION AS AS| CATION AS CHANGE | CATION AS AS AS

‘GTA] APPROVED| APPROVED | APPROVED | OVER 2014 AS | APPROVED| APPROVED| APPROVED

ALLO- BY JFC BY JFC BYJFC| APPROVED BY JFC BY JFC BY JFC

CATION: (ESTY" (EST)* (EST.)* BY JFC ESEF (EST.)** (EST.)** (EST)**

Adams 31,339,,345 $1,380.345 §55.574| $1.444,919 4.0% 15459 s843,227 $11L.86% $362.186
Ashiand $420,7611 5420761 | $16,830)  $437,591 4.0% C sw7m] s1,127.868 §149.277 §4383.299
Baron $1,0232928  £1.023292 $40.032|  $1,064,224 4.0% 83753031 $1,858.443 §245.970 $766.356
Bayfield | ss38.760 $588,760 $23.550 5612,310 4.0% U sr97895] 51,336,298 St 76,863 $572.613
Brown SR 7A3A30{  $3,743420]  $149.737| $3,893,157 4.0% §512:994]  $4.139,695 §527.901 §1.773.8%%
Buffalo $680631 5680651 827.225 $707.856 4.0% $1o71.035] $1,302,943 $172.449 $858.321
Burneft $4857211 3485721 $19.429]  $505,150 4.0% $140,910 $951,596 §125.947 $407 766
Calmmet 830,157 583,157 33,566 $872,723 4.0% L1 $873,160 $115,365 $374.i55
Chippewa $1,408944]  §1.408.944) $56.358| 51,465.302 4.0% Lsaa9.812]  $2,991,092 $395.880[  §1.281.704
Clark $620,833 $620,833 $24,833 $645.666 4.0% ©ogndnsse| 1,651,570 $218,590) $707.709
Cohumabia $1.362670] 51362670 $34.507| $1,417,177 4.0% | $7T16,977]  $4.841,919 §640 842 §2.074.797
Crawford %m,m . 3610,851] $24,434 635285 4.0%) S S2spas] 51,691,427 $223,863 $724.788
Dane 53,481 967 3139279 $3,621,246 4.0% $1211.850] 38,183,915 £1.083.1AS 83,506,866
Dodge $2.852472]  B2852472]  $i14.099| $2.966,571 4.0% 8393.31R] 32,656,170 $351,332|  %1.138.i87
 Divor $993376]  $993,376] §39,735|  $1,033,111 4.0% AS3i60]  $2,094 584 $277.224 $897,524
Douglas 1 8D08.353]  $O08352 $36.334 $944,686 4.0% C8308,718]  $2,091,610 $276,831| - $¥96,270
Dunn 1 s149a,592] 31494527 $59,781| 51,554,303 4,0% $2,392,540 S316.660 $1.423.220
Eau Claire _52,191,162]  $2,191,162] 387.646| §2,278,808 4.0% $2,561,363 1339.004 $1.097.562
Florence . 5213,196] - . $213,196 $8,528 $221,724 4.0% $589,936 $78.080 §252.792
FondduLac  { SI17R0904{ 51,780904 §71.236| $1,852,140 4.0% $2,725,517 $360,730 167,903

»NOTE: These are estimates only and are intended ONLY to provide a general indication of what counties may experience over a two year funding period. These numbers have not been confumed by
WisDOT. Additionally, because GTA payments are distributed using a cost-based formula, each county's specific allocation may change year over year despite no change in total state funding.
Therefore, theactual dollar amount GTA increase a county receives in both CY14 and CY15 may deviate from these estimates. These estimates are based on action by the Legislature's Joint Finance
Conunittee, which calls for level GTA funding in CY 14 and an approximately 4.0% increase in CY135. The full Legislature must still act on the budget prior to these provisions taking effect.

**NOTE: These are estiraates only and are intended ONLY to provide a general indication of what counties may expevience over a two year funding period. These numbers have not been confinned by
WisDOT. Additionzlly, because RMA contracts are caiculated using a cost-based fonmula, each county's specific allocation may change year over year despiteno change in total state funding. Asa
result, the 2013 LOS mode] can not necessarily be assumed to serve as an accurate predictor of 2014 LOS calculations. Further, because contracts are based on a calendar year basis and the funding
increases provided for by the Joint Finance Cormunittee's action are allocated on a fiscal year basis, there are numerous ways to allocate the $52.5 miliion RMA increase over a two year perted. This
distribution assumes an increase of $2.5 million in F Y13 and $350 million in FY14 for total funding of $147.5 million in CY14 and $170 millionin CY15; however. the specific allocation of the funding
may deviate from these estimates. Additionally, while these increases have been approved by the Joint Finance Comimittee, the full Legislature must still act on the budget prior to themn becoming

effective.




GENERAL TRANSPORTATION AIDS (GTA) ROUTINE MAINTENANCE AGREEMENTS (RMA)
4 E ol Y e TOTALTWO
YEAR
INCREASE
CY 2015 INCREASE (CY14 &
; 3 | cvz2o1s &' RMA| OVERCY| CYI3) OVER
| CY 2014 GTA CY 2015 31 CONTRACT 2014 CY 2013
- 1GTAAILO-{ INCREASE| GTAALLO-|PERCENTAGE ALLO-|CONTRACTS [ CONTRACTS
CY 20131 CATION AS AS| CATION AS CHANGE " AS{ CATIONAS AS AS
‘GTA| APPROVED{ APPROVED | APPROVED | OVER 2014 AS APPROVED| APPROVED| APPROVED| APPROVED
ALLO- BY JFRC BY.JFC BYJFC| APPROVED BY JFC BY JFC BY JFC BY JFC
CATION (EST)* (EST.)* (EST.)* BYJFC (EST)* (EST.)** (EST.)*= (EST.)**
Forest | 82758381  $375838 $11.034 $286,872 | 4.0% s Cs1e2,724] 51,298,136 S171.812 $356,261
Gramt . SI360272]  $3,3607771 $54.411|  $1,414,683 4.0% o0l saurenl | serau] 52440902 $323,061|  $1.045.944
Green $934727] '$934.727 $37.389|  S972,116 4 " sRegaee) CUgroezea] 51,206,832 $139.72K]| $317,136
Greenlake | 5786938 $786,938: $31,47% $818,416 4.0% [ SaEn; $366.1161 . 596616 $652.473 86,357 $279.589
Towa 1 $909,426{  $509.425 $36.377 $945,803 a0% [ siBi7400f - Siseesee] o s2viie2]  $1,830,816 242,314 $784,517
Iron | :$316,387 §316,387, $12.655 $229,042 40% MR sosawe| s1az3mes| | $191.469]  $1,294384 §171,316]  $554.653.
Jackson 5767,929{  $%67,929 530,717 $798,646 4. 7 | SLEMSR3[ 83199431  $2.60,652 R285.969 $925.854
Jeffersor © 31,560,008]  $1,560,008 $62.400| 51,622,408 40% 3 ; 23| 839.593]  $2.494,128 $330,105|  SLO6K.TS2
Juneau ©S7RR11G|  $788119 $31.525|  $819,644 40% [ 51.570000] ' $1,893,083 $2,181,859 S28R.775 $934,942
Kenosha $2,552405] $2,552,405]  $102096] $2,654,501 A 000 $3.381.622]  8577033|  $3.896,772 $S1S,749|  $1.669.794
Kewaunee . $811,561|  $811,561 $32.462|  $844,023 4. j 370,700 578,137 $527,676 $69.840 $226.13
La Crosse §1,523,554]  $1,523,354] S60.934| 1,584,288 4.0% I S1y0sennl o spasasEg] o Sasowax|  $2,367,942 $313,404]  $1.012.680
Lafayette | $615,252]  $615,252 $24.610 $639,862 4.0% I §836.300 : $172,008|  $1,162,222 $133.822 $498,020
Langlade $612,085 $612,085] $24.483 $636,568 40% 54300 $1.830.705] $175.905| $1,187,932 $509.037
Lincoln $1.025949] $1.025,949 $41,038] 51,066,987 40% ; sts20.780]  szeuemnl $1.763.136 $755,516
Mapitowoe $1,357.726]  $1,357,726] $54.309| 51,412,035 407 ol . $igmaTel 0 $3314F9|  §2,238,559 S059.238
Masathion $2,914000]  $2914809] 81163560 $3,030,569 4.0% s367a028]  sa27098]  $4.232473 S560.445|  S1.814,502
Marietre $1,15906p] 51,159,060 $46.362|  $1,205,422 4 i b Si.899933] . §324.133]  $2,188.946 $289.713 $937.979
Marquere 5692872  $692,872 $27.715 $720,587 40% gt geT] 36097 $1.094,682 $144.882 $469.079
Menominee coS1TsTIs] . S17s 7] $7.031 $182,807 4.0% . spo7s88l 850788 5342983 $45.395 S146.970

*NOTE: These areestimates only and are intended ONLY to provide a general indication of what counties may experience over a two year funding period. These numbers have not been confinned by
WisDOT. Additionally, because GTA payments are distributed using a cost-based formula, each county's specific allocationmay change year over year despite no change in total state funding.
Therefore, the actual dollar amour:t GTA increase a county receives in both CY14 and CY15 may deviate from these estimates. These estimates are based on action by the Legislature’s Joint Finance
Committee, which calls for level GTA funding in CY14 and an approximately 4.0% increase in CY15. The full Legislature must still act on the budget prior to these provisions taking effect.

**NOTE: These are estimates only and are intended ONLY to provide a general indication of what counties may experience over a two year funding period. These nunbers have not been confinned by
wisDOT. Additionally, because RMA contracts are calculated using a cost-based formula, each county's specific allocation may change year over year despite no change in toal state funding. Asa
result, the 2013 LOS model can not necessaxrily be assumed to serve as an accurate predictor of 2014 LOS calculations. Further, because contracts are based on a calendar year basis and the funding
increases provided for by the Joint Finance Committee's action are allocated on a fiscal year basis, there are numerous ways to allocate the $52.5 million RMA increase over a two year period. This
distributon assumes an increase of $2.5 million in FY'13 and $50 million in FY 14 fortotal funding of $147.5 million in CY14 and $170 million in CY1S; however, the specific allocation of the funding
may deviate fromthese estimates. Additionally, while these increases have been approved by the Joint Finance Committee, the full Legislature muststill act on the budget prior to them becoming
effective.
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] GENER.}ERANSPORTATLON AlDSi(G'l'A)

ROUTINE MAINTENANCE AGREEMENTS (RMA)

TOTALTWO

E . YEAR

e ‘ : INCREASE

4| ENCREASE CY2015] INCREASE (CY14 &

; e CY2015 i ,-ﬁw:a:w RMA OVERCY| CY15) OVER

. cy20i4 GTA CY2015 T 2013] CONTRACT 2014 CY 2013

. }GTAALLOQ-| INCREASE| GTAALLO-|{ PERCENTAGE éco&rmc*rs ALLO-|CONTRACTS|CONTRACTS

CY 2013} CATION AS/ AS| CATION AS CHANGE IA; cm"mw AS: . AaS| CATION AS AS AS

GIA] APPROVED | APPROVED | APPROVED | OVER 2014AS '} APPROVED' ﬂPVEil)i APPROVED| APPROVED| APPROVED

ALLO- BY JFC BYJFC BYJFC| APPROVED BYJFC - -BYJFC BY JEC BY JFC BY JFC

CATION {(ESTY*] (EST)* (EST.)* BY JFC STy {ESTY*® (EST.)** (EST.)*=* (EST.)**

Milwaskces _$3465998] - $3465998] 5138640  $3,604,638 40% 814836708 $2.532,008] $17,009,935|  $2263227|  $7.327.445
Monroe §1, 00.379] $1,000379] ~ $40,015] $1,040,394 523862451 wab7249]  $2,750,254 $364.004]  SL178.503
Oconto 51,014,678 $1.014.629 $40.585| $1,055,214 $1,814.948 $369,748]  $2,091.803 §276.857|  $896.353
Oneida $901,681 $901,68 1 $36,067 $937,748 SI656,749% . STBATA9| 51,909,474 $2§2.724 $818.223
| OQutagamie $2,503957] 52,503957]  $100.358| s$2,604,115 $2,134,585] . S3ED886|  $2,437,150 $322.563]  51.044,33¢6
Ozaukee 1 51,262,652  $1,262,652]  $50.506| $1,313,158 : © §239.537] $1,618,328 $214.190| 5693465
Pepin | $33577] 8334577 $13,383 $347,960 7 ; 580452 $543,380 $71.918 $232.842
Pierce 882,585 $882,580 $35.303 $917,883 51,696,975, 8289.856]  $1.955,779 $25%,833 $838.065
Polk $1.235,868] 51,235,868 $49.435|  $1,285,303 $1,334,756: 522'«.796 $1,338,363 $203.667 $659,199
Portage $1,577.234|  $1,577.234, $63.089| $1,640,323 $2,277,126 5388.626 $2.624,4843 $347,35% $1.124.610
Price $678,182 $678,182, $27,127 $705,309 sl,,sa,z?g L $23379]  $1.440,995 190,72 $617,478
Raciue $2,198,008] 52,198,608 $87.920| 52,285,928 $3.2802 939 $539.819] 53,780,391 $300,372 $1.620.010
Richland $568372{ 3568372 $22.735|  $591,107 $1.216,155! $202.555|  $1,401,670 $183.515 §600,626
Rock 51,872,749 1,872,749 $74.910| $1,947,659 82 560,727, S437.007{ 82,951,346 $390,619 $1.264.672
Ratsk §595447]  $595,447, S21818|  $619,265 L §TIB3WL | $176.179] $852,120 ST127RI $365.139
| Saint Croix $1,675.094  $1,673,094 $67.004| $1,742,098 28055331 " $4R0w33|  $3.106,717|  saliass|  $1.3312%0
[ Sauk $1,293.074% $1.293,074. $51,723|  $1,344,797 S.i35978] 8364528  $2.461,748 $325.820 $1.054,876
Sawyer $779.24D|  $779,240 $31.170 $810,410 81,275,818 §717.738]  $1,470, 34 $193.616 $630.09!
Shawano $1,281,063] $1.231,063 $49.243| $1,280,306 51,785,989 3305489 $2.063,038 $273.049 $854,026
Sheboygan 52,484,507 52484907 $99.396| 82,584,303 32,163,661 $369.261]  $2.493,712 $330.050 $1.065.572

*NOTE: These are estimates only and are intended ONLY to provide a general indication of what counties may experience over a two year funding period. These numbers have not been confirmed by

WisDOT. Additionally, because GTA payments are distributed using a cost-based forinula, each county's specific allocation may change year over year despite no change in total state funding.
Therefore, the actual dollar amount GTA increase a county receives in both CY 14 and CY15 may deviate from these estimates. These estimates are based on action by the Legislatwre's Joint Finance
Committee, which calls for level GTA funding in CY 14 and an approximately 4.0% increase in CY15. The full Legislature must stili act on the budget prior to these provisions taking effect.

**NOTE: These are estimates only and are intended ONLY to provide a general indication of what counties may experience over a two year funding pericd. These numbeis have not been confinued by

WisDOT. Additionally, because RMA contracts are calculated using a cost-based fonmula, each county's specific allocation may change yearover year despite no change in total state funding. Asa
result, the 2013 LOS model can not necessarily be assumed to serve as an accurate predictor of 2014 LOS calculations. Further, because contracts are based on a calendar year basis andthe funding
increases provided for by the Joint Finance Committee's action are allocated on a fiscal year basis, there are numerous ways to allocate the $52.5 million RMA increase over a two year period. This

distribution asswines an increase of $2.5 million in FY13 and $50 million in FY14 for total funding of $147.5 million in CY14 and $170 million in CY15; however, the specific allocation of the funding

may deviate from these estimates. Additionally, while these increases have been approved by the Joint Finance Comuntttee, the full Legislature must still act on the budget prior to them becoming

effective.



GENERAL TRANSPORTATION AIDS (GTA) ROUTINE MALNTENANCE AGREEMENTS (RMA)
3 ik iy TOTALTWO!
: SR YEAR]
. 4 " o INCREASE |
| CY 20147 = INCREASE, CY 2015| INCREASE (CY14 &
CY 2015 Ty RMA! - OVERCY] RMA| OVERCY| CYI5) OVER
: | Cvam GTA| cCY2035 " {CONTRACT, " 2013 CONTRACT 2014 CY 2013
| GTAALLO-| INCREASE| GTAALLO-| PERCENTAGE ALLO-| CONTRACTS ALLO-|CONTRACTS |CONTRACTS
CY 2613} CATION AS AS| CATION AS CHANGE CATIONAS| - AS| CATION AS AS AS
‘GTA| APPROVED]| APPROVED | APPROVED| OVER 2014 AS APPROVED]| . APPROVEP| APPROVED| APPROVED| APPROVED
ALLO- BY JFC BY JFC BY JFC| APPROVED BYJFC| BY-JFC| BY JFC BY JFC BY JFC
| canioN (EST)*! (EST.)* (EST)* BY JFC (EST.F @ST)*]  (EST.)** (EST.)**| (EST.)**
| Taylor | $609:699F - $669059" $24.364 $633,463 4.0% U g700513 §134513: $911,100 $120.5%7 $3590.415
Trempealean $820,334]  $320.334 $32.813|  3853,1a7 4.0% 51,575,262 $1,815,557 §240,294 $777.979|
Vernon 221,939  §1,221,939) sax 878 $1,270,817 4.0% | $1,550057] $1,786,184 $236.246 §765,521
Vilas $897.578] $33,903 $933,181 4.0% | 81258,2%7) $1.430.172 $191.934 $621.200
Walworth | 1 $81.127| 2,109,299 4.0% $2871.337] $3,309.338 sa3mon|  srs1s074
Washbum 1 sg78039| $35.122|  $913,161 4.0% Sl $1.636,311 $216.571 $701.171
Washingten | $2.005086, j $80.203|  $2,085,289 4.0% Cgeam0el $3,028.892 $400.583 $1.297.902
Waukesha $4.449344] s4449344] 5177974 s4627318 4.0% no0| $5.583.995] $6,435,788 $851,793]  §2.737781
Waupaca | $1.581,530] $1.581,530 $63.261| $1,644,79) 20% 0 side000]  $2099.152] $358,253]  $2,419,362 $220219]  §1.036,714
Waushara §791.757] 379,757 $31.670|  $823.427 4.0% 0 Si623300]  $1.233.880] $210,580] 1,422,099 S18%,219 $609.380)
Winnebago $1,866,226] 51,866,226 $74.649| 51,940,875 4.0% 52.830.800]  $3,4i3,338 $582538]  $3.934,016 $520.679 S1.688,754
Wood $1,680,780]  $1,680.780 $67.231| $1,748,011 4.0% $1.286:000]  $is550.648] | s26a630! $1,787,178 $236,538 $765.819

*NOTE: These are estimates only and are intended ONLY toprovide a general indication of what counties may experience over a two year funding period. These nwnbers havenot been confirmed by
WisDOT. Additionally, because GTA payments are distiibuted using a cost-based formula, each county's specific allocation may change year over vear despite no change in total state funding.
Therefore, the actual dollar amount GTA increase a county receives in both CY14 and CY15 may deviate from these estimates. These estimates are based on action by the Legislature's Joint Finance
Committee, which calls for level GTA finding in CY 14 and an approximately 4.0% increase in CY15. The full Legislature must still act on the budget prior to these provisions taking effecr.

**NOTE: These aie estbuates only and are intended ONLY to provide a general indication of what counties may experience over a two year funding period. These nunbers have not been confinned by
WisDOT. Additionally, because RMA contracts are calculated using a cost-based formula, each county's specific allocation may change year over year despite no change in total staie funding. Asa
result, the 2013 LOS model can not necessarily be assumed to serve as an accurate predictor of 2014 LOS calculations. Further. because contracts are based on a calendar year basis and the funding
increases provided for by the Joint Finance Comimittee's action are allocated on a fiscal vear basis, there are numerous ways to allocate the $52.5 million RMA increase over a two year period. This
distribution assumes an increase of $2.5 million in FY'13 and $50 million in FY14 for towel funding of $147.5 million in CY14 and S170 million in CY15; however, the specific aliocation of the funding
may deviate from these estimates. Additionally, while these increases have been approved by the Joint Finance Committee, the fizll Legislature must still act on the budget prior to them becoming
effective.
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A |

|IOWA COUNTY HIGHWAY

BUDGET SUMMARY

REVENUE

Local Bridge Aids -50-50 Bridge Program

CRP Payments

General Transportati?)n Aids

Flood Damage Aids

STHS-Routine Maintenance & tonstruc_ﬁon

S’awmummawlwﬂ

State AVL/GPS Maintenance

-
~

State AVL/GPS Communicatons

=
w

State Roadside Maintenance

=
>

State Road & Bridge Construction

Juy
w

State Supervision

-
[=2])

State On-System Bridge

-
~

State Discretionary Maintenance - Paint

-
oo

State Local Force Accounts

—
Ne)

STHS-Winter Maintenance

N
o

State Overtime Reimbursement

~
iy

State Salt Storage Reimbursement

N
N

State Equipment Storage Reimbursement

~
w

Local Government

N
£~

Department of justice Radio Grant

~N
w

Radio & GPL Reimbursement

26
27

| LRIP Administration Fees
Drug & Alcohol Testing

28

Rental [ncome

29

Sale or Trade !n of Assets

30

CHtP Money Reimbursement - CTH G #11486

31

CHIP-D CTH B Project

32

CHIP Money Reimbursement - CTHW

33

31

CHIP Money Reimbursement - CTH DD # 10287

¢]

wv

DCOMM EECBG Grant

36

Capital Projects fund - Insulation

3

~

Capital Projects Fund - Windows

3

o

Windows Carryforward

3

o

Fees Collected

4

o

Indirect Cost Revenues - Health Department

41

Vendor Refunds & Creidts

4

N

Sale of Salvage & Waste Product

4

w

Insurance Recoveries

4

ESS

Donations - Fill/Concrete/Blacktop Chunks

4

v

Retained Fees Transfer -

46

Transfers In

47

Capital Projects Reserve Fund (Bridges)

Adopted 2013 0%

118640.20
947,322.00
412,500.00
2550000
280,000.00
90,00000
140,000.00

425,000.00

540,000.00

- 4,400.00
55.500.00
1675,000.00

10,800.00

1.400.00
8,800.00

4,700.00

~ 178.250.00

48

49

TOTAL REVENUE

50

51

EXPENDITURES

52

S3

OPERATING EXPENDITURES:

54

Administration

55
56

|Administration-Patrol Supt.
Unallocated Wage and BenefitIncreases

57
58

Fringe Benefits
Small Field Tools {Compressor. Tranny Flusher)

59

Shop Operations

60

Fuel Handling

61

Machinery Operation

62

Administration

63
64

Administration - Supt.
Small Field Tools

65

Shop Operations

66

Machinery Operation

67

Maintenance

68

Winter

69

Construction

70

County Bridge

71

State

72

Pit & Quarry

73

Bituminous Plant

3,937,784.09 |

35200000
- 180,000.00
~1.300,000.00
31,500.00
250,00000
 17,500.00
1,700,00000




[ ] A 8 | & | G
| 1 [IOWA COUNTY HIGHWAY CRH
2
3 |[BUDGET SUMMARY Adopted 2013 0% Proposed 2014 2014:2013
4 - - L Difference
|74 Buildings & Grounds =
| 75 | Pit & Quarry Operation 205,000.00 205,000.00 -
76 | Bituminous Operation - 300,000.00 330.000.00 30,000.00
77 | Buildings & Grounds a 250,000.00 250,000.00 =
7_8‘ Major Repairs & Betterments - - -
_7& STHS-Routine Maintenance & Construction 825,000.00 825,000.00 =
80 | STHS-Descretionary Maintenance - Paint 425,000.00 390,000.00 (35.000.00)
81 |STHS-Winter Maintenance _ §40,000.00 540,000.00 s
| 82 | STHS-Local Force Accounts - - -
83 |County Maintenance - Routine 638,000.00 640,000.00 2,000.00
84 |Preventative Maintenance 697,400.00 875,000.00 177,600.00
85 . Crackfilling {18 miles) 60.000.00 95,000.00 35,000.00
| 86 | Sealcoating {26.8 miles @ 14,000/Mi)) 325,600.00 375,000.00 49,400.00
87 Wedging (5000 ton) 240,000.00 330,000.00 90.000.00
| 88 | Shouldering (30 miles @ $2500/mi) 71,800.00 75.000.00 3,200.00
| 89 |County Snow Removal 1,000,000.00 1,000,000.00 -
90 | County Construction o 524,000.00 - (524,000.00),
91 | County Bridge Maintenance 65,000.00 65.000.00
92 |County Bridge Construction 352,480.00 330,000.00 (22.48000)
93 |** CTH K Williams' Creek Bridge Construction 234,000.00 76.000.00 (158,000.00)
| 94 | ** CTH E Bridge Design 50,880.00 25,000.00 (25.880.00)
95 |CTH F Design 95.000.00 95,000.00
| 96 [** CTH HK Bridge Design 14,200.00 134,000.00 119,800.00
97 |** Clay Hill Road Design 3.400.00 (3,400.00)
| 98 |50-50 Bridges ) _ 118,640.20 75,000.00 (43,640.20)
99 [Other Local Governments 675,000.00 675,000.00 =
100|Radio - 1,750.00 1,750.00 -
1101/ GPL 34,069.00 34,200.00 131.00
102| Total Operating Expense: 10,417,339.20 | 10,040,450.00 | (376,889.20)
1 103|Purchase of Capital Items-see note 1 below =
104| DEPRECIATION - (512,149.00) - (403,000.00) 109,149.00
105|OEPLETION - -
|106| TOTAL EXPENDITURES: CAPITAL ITEMS (512,149.00) (403.000.00) 109,149.00
107|Capital Items Purchases 382,450.00 553,000.00 170.,550.00
108[Automated Scale - : 5
| 109|Fleet Management & Fuel System Upgrade > 5,000.00 | 5.000.00
110{Bar Code Scanner - 15,000.00 (15,000.00)
| 111)Quarry Fuel tank Replacement | - =
112]Infra-structure Inventory tracking software 10,000.00 (10.000.00)
| 113 Salt Shed Roof Replacements ) - 25,000.00 25,000.00
114|Asphait Plant Repairs - -
1115| Shop Heavy Duty Rotary Lift (Pickups) a | 6,500.00 (6,500.00)
116/ Additional Shop Tools (Diagnostics. Welder) 5,000.00 56.000.00
117|Radio Upgrade Project | 56,950.00 (56,950.00)
| 118|Rear & Side Mower ($18,000/Set) 36,000.00 18,000.00 (18.000.00)
119|Front Vee Plow - -
1 120] Tractor Loader/Backhoe - 105,000.00 105,000.00
121|Single axle truck 160.000.00 - 160,000.00
_1_22‘ Dodgeville Shop Lighting 40,000.00 40,000.00
123]Tri-axle Truck Replacement 180,000.00 195.000.00 15,000.00
| 124]Autoflagger(s) / Message Boards - =
125|Agricultural Tractor {Replace #217) 78,000.00 (78.000.00),
ETOTAL CAPITAL EXPENDITURES {129,699.00)| 150,000.00 279,699.00
Hil ) e — — -
128|Less indirect costing -
129|Small fiieldtools (22,000.00) (22,000.00) -
[130] Fuel Handling (17,500.00) (17,50000) .
| 131{Shop Operations . (250,000.00) (225,000.00) 25,000.00
1132[Pit & Quarry (65,000.00) (185,000.00) (120.000.00)
133|Machinery - (1.700,000.00) (1.800,000.00) (100.000.00)
| 134|Fringe Benefit Recovery - (1,300,000.00) (1,200.000.00) 100.000.00
135| Bituminous Operations ) (300.000.00) (330.000.00) (30,000.00)
136)Building and Grounds (250.000.00) (250.000.00) -
137 =
| 138[TOTAL INDIRECT COSTING (3,904,500.00)[ (4,029,500.00)| (125,000.00)
2 &
140 3 -
_1_2{_ ] b
142)TOTAL EXPENDITURES Less Indirect Costing 6,383,140.20 | 6,160,950.00 | (222,190.20)




A

| B | C | G

| 1| IOWA COUNTY HIGHWAY CRH

2
|3 | BUDGET SUMMARY Adopted 2013 0%, | Proposed 2014 2014-2013

4 Difference
[143]Proposed by Department -
| 144|Expenditures less Revenues = Tax Levy | 2,445356.00 I 2,660,924.00 | 215.568.00
145 ) :
146 -
147|ADOPTED BY COUNTY BOARD

Gh-2
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REQUEST BY WCHA/WCA FOR REVISIONS TO CURRENT STATE HIGHWAY
MOWING POLICY

BACKGROUND: The underfunding of State Highway Maintenance the past several years has
forced the Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT) to make some very tough
choices. One of those choices has been to severely cut back on maintaining vegetation in the
State Highway right of way. The Wisconsin County Highway Association (WCHA) has
expressed concern and communicated many of the consequences related to the current mowing
policy to WisDOT.

It is our view that the decision to mow once per year is penny wise and pound-foolish. For
example instead of mowing with turf grass equipment, highway departments now are forced to
mow with large tractors that counties, in turn, bill to the state at four times the turfgrass
equipment rate. Mowing this tall vegetation can be dangerous as operators are no longer able to
see debris hidden in the grass and could be launched in an unpredictable manner. This situation
poses a possible safety risk to both motorist and to our operators. Additionally, this debris can
cause damage to county mowing equipment, causing local govermnment to accrue additional costs
to repair. Taller grass also hides from the operator’s vision utility pedestals and vaults and,
therefore, some have been hit and damaged by mowing operations. As a result, both the mowing
operators and motoring public is put at additional risk of injury. Further more, the cut blades of
grass become very long and difficult to manage. Counties often have to return to remove the cut
grass that clogs drainage basins after a heavy rain.

Highway departments are permitted to mow vision triangles and areas within 300 feet of
intersections and median openings more than once per season for safety reasons. In many cases,
this creates a false sense of safety. Roadway geometry allows the un-mowed portions of
medians to block vision. In this case, a one-size fits all policy is ineffective. County Highway
Departments should be given the discretion to mow additional areas beyond what is prescribed
for safety, at intervals consist with maintaining the height of the grass at less than 12 inches.

The other detrimental part of the mowing for only vision and safety is the viewpoint of the
taxpayer. This policy leaves the public with the impression that local highway departments are
not doing their jobs. Seeing mower tractors transiting from one intersection to another, past tall
vegetation hardly demonstrates efficiency to the travelling public.

The decision to maintain right of way areas once per year with one pass does not allow counties
the opportunity to address the spread of noxious weeds or invasive species within the right of
way; reforestation of the right-of-ways; or eliminating tall grass in the fall of the year, which
creates snow windrows. The invasive species and noxious weeds cause County Highway
Departments to receive notices from the local weed commissioners requesting removal.
WisDOT has always claimed that they are exempt from those local ordinances, which leave local

D &



Highway Departments with the responsibility to field the complaint calls and try to remedy the
situation. Invasive species are not being mowed at a time that would hinder proliferation. Many
rural right-of-ways become overrun with trees and brush that hinder a driver’s ability to avoid
collisions with wildlife. Evergreen trees shade highways during the winter season requiring
additional salt usage to clear roads. Windstorms result in dead and diseased trees to drop on the
highways making them impassable at times.

While the mowing policy is concerning to the WCHA statewide, there are greater concerns in
urban areas. For the purposes of the mowing policy, we would define an urban area as any
stretch of highway that has curb and gutter, or the entrance to an urban area. WCHA has long
argued that a one size fits all policy often does not work. For example, WCHA has argued that it
makes sense to require a higher standard of storm water management, thereby increasing costs,
in urban areas. WisDOT’s mowing policy needs to be tailored to serve the interests of taxpayers
in urban and rural areas. [t should not be a policy that attempts to fit a rural solution on an urban
environment or vice versa.

We believe the state’s decision to only mow the state’s medians once per year has resulted in
countless complaints from our citizens in urban areas and poses safety concerns. Since urban
sections of highway are traditionally more compact and have more motorists and pedestrians in
close proximity, the safety risk increases during the mowing process. In curb and gutter areas
with storm sewer, the extremely long cut grass will wash into and clog the storm sewer systems.
Once the grass gets into the storm sewer and clogs it, the rate for the sweeper truck to clean it out
is $70.50 an hour, another cost increase. Additionally, the impact of roadway floods can become
a safety concern. Under the present DOT mowing policy, additional costs for traffic control and
debris removal are being incurred. Finally the entrance to an urban area provides motorists with
the first impression of that area; therefore the care taken at that entrance has the ability to affect
the tourism economics of that area.

POSITION: WCHA supports a WisDOT policy that, at a minimum, would mow urban sections
of highway once per month or when the vegetation reaches a height of 12 inches, whichever
occurs first. Rural sections of the state highway system should be mowed a minimum of twice
per year. Right-of-way to right-of-way mowing of rural sections should be done at least every
third year to manage noxious weeds, invasive species and woody vegetation.
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