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Guests (continued)
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ROLL CALL AND INTRODUCTIONS 

Chairman Ostby called the meeting to order at 8:00 a.m. noting that a quorum was present. 

APPROVAL OF AGENDA 

There were no changes identified by Board members to the meeting agenda. 

REVIEW AND APPROVAL OF MINUTES OF THE JANUARY 30, 2007, MEETING 

A motion to approve the minutes as presented was made by Mr. Karls, seconded by Mr. Brandrup, and 
carried unanimously by the Board. 

CORRESPONDENCE 

Mr. Evenson drew the Board’s attention to the correspondence that had been provided to the Board (see 
Attachment 1) which included copies of resolutions passed by the Milwaukee Common Council on 
February 21, 2007, and by the Milwaukee County Board of Supervisors on March 1, 2007, in which both 
public bodies expressed their opposition to the RTA action proposing increasing the RTA rental car fee to 
provide the local funding needed for the KRM project in the absence of addressing also how to provide 
dedicated local funding for public transit in Milwaukee County.  He also referred to the March 2, 2007, 
letter from Milwaukee County Board Chairman Lee Holloway citing the Milwaukee County Board’s 
concern that the vast majority of the funds collected with the rental car fee increase would be generated 
from Milwaukee County rather than from Racine or Kenosha Counties, and the position of the County 
Board that the RTA should have as its highest priority providing dedicated funding for the existing County 
transit system. Finally, Mr. Evenson referred to Chairman Ostby’s March 5, 2007, letter responding to 
Chairman Holloway in which he pointed out that providing dedicated funding for public transit is a priority 
of the RTA and that the RTA had voted at its December 2006 meeting to support a local sales tax to fund 
both public transit and commuter rail--something none of the other public entities in the RTA Counties 
have considered voting on. His letter urged Milwaukee County and the other RTA members to identify and 
recommend to the RTA a source of local funds for public transit that is acceptable to them. The Board 
acknowledged receipt of the correspondence and placed them on file. 
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REVIEW AND DISCUSSION OF COMMENTS RECEIVED 

The Board acknowledged receipt of the comments that had been received through the RTA website or by 
letter since the last Board meeting (see Attachment 2) and placed them on file. 

Kenosha County Executive Alan Kehl addressed the RTA and commented on its work. He indicated that he 
was appreciative of the efforts of the Board to address the local funding needs of the KRM project and 
public transit. He stated that, although he normally takes a conservative position on fiscal matters, he 
supported enacting a local sales tax to provide the needed funds, noting that it had been shown to be the 
best option of the potential revenue sources that had been reviewed by the RTA. He asked that both 
Milwaukee County and the City of Milwaukee work with the RTA toward identifying an acceptable source 
of local funding for public transit. 

PRESENTATION BY CITY OF MILWAUKEE ON CITY TRANSIT PROPOSAL 

Ms. Robinson asked Mr. Jeff Polenske, City Engineer for the City of Milwaukee, to present information on 
the transit service improvement proposal released in February by Milwaukee Mayor Tom Barrett and 
indicated that the proposal represented a first phase of the transit improvements envisioned by the Mayor. 
Mr. Polenske made a PowerPoint presentation to the Board (see Attachment 3). 

The following questions were raised and comments made concerning Mr. Polenske’s presentation:  

1.  Mr. Yunker stated that the Commission’s regional transportation system plan had long 
recommended the development of a system of high quality express bus routes, and the 
proposed County of Milwaukee Express Transit (COMET) service would represent an initial 
stage of regional plan implementation. He also noted that the KRM commuter rail service 
proposal includes a circulator bus service to connect commuter rail passengers with downtown 
Milwaukee destinations.  He noted that the proposed rail circulator would be an alternative way 
of providing those connections. 

2.  In response to a question from Chairman Ostby concerning whether the proposed downtown 
circulator streetcar line was the type of transit service improvement envisioned for study under 
the Milwaukee Downtown Connector Study, Mr. Polenske stated that while the connector 
study had developed a guided street tram system designed to serve central Milwaukee County, 
the initial scope of that study had been more narrowly focused on identifying a downtown 
circulator.

3.  In response to questions from Mr. Eberle as to whether the proposed circulator was classified 
as light rail and whether the redesigned Amtrak Station would be able to accommodate the 
proposed downtown circulator, Mr. Polenske and Mr. Brandrup indicated that the circulator 
vehicle should be characterized as a modern day streetcar using an overhead electrical power 
source. Mr. Polenske stated that the circulator streetcar line would be designed to serve the 
Amtrak station, but would have on-street stops and not enter the Amtrak station. 

4.  In response to a question from Mr. Karls as to why the City had proposed using a streetcar 
instead of a bus for the circulator, Mr. Polenske stated that studies have shown that different 
forms of rail transit—including modern streetcars, light rail, and commuter rail—can promote 
substantial land development and redevelopment, while bus transit cannot. 

5.  In response to a question from Ms. Taylor as to what the City had identified as potential local 
funding sources for the operating costs of the circulator, Mr. Polenske stated that further 
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analysis needed to be undertaken on the circulator to identify appropriate service levels, and 
that information on total operating costs and the local share of operating costs and the source of 
these local funds would be developed during that analysis.  

6.  In response to a question from Chairman Ostby concerning the costs for the downtown 
circulator included in the current KRM planning study, Mr. Yunker stated that the current 
study included about $1 million annually in total operating costs for the KRM circulator, 
including about $100,000 annually for the local share of its operating costs.  

7.  Chairman Ostby asked Mr. Polenske to verify that the construction costs for the downtown 
circulator streetcar were estimated to be about $15 million per mile. Mr. Polenske confirmed 
that figure and indicated it was similar to the costs of circulator projects undertaken in other 
areas of the Country. Mr. Brandrup noted that the construction costs for the Kenosha streetcar 
line had been considerably less. 

8.  In response to a question from Chairman Ostby concerning who would be the operator of the 
proposed streetcar and express bus services, Mr. Polenske stated that the City envisioned the 
services would be operated as part of the Milwaukee County Transit System. He noted that the 
City had discussed the proposed COMET express bus services with the County for several 
months. He also acknowledged that the downtown circulator could be undertaken by the City.  

 Mr. Torres responded that the County did not support the streetcar circulator component of the 
City’s proposal. He stated that the County was not interested in assuming responsibility for the 
downtown streetcar circulator or using any of the $91.5 million in Federal Interstate Cost 
Estimate (ICE) funds on the streetcar proposal, indicating that it would be not be logical for the 
County to take on additional transit service before it determined how to address the funding 
needs of the existing transit system. He also noted that the circulator would compete directly 
with existing County bus routes for the Federal and State funds used by the transit system, and 
that the County did not believe the circulator would meet the environmental justice lawsuit 
settlement attendant to the use of the ICE funds. He indicated that the County did generally 
agree with the COMET express bus proposal and the County has discussed two potential 
express bus pilot projects with the City. 

PRESENTATION BY SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN – W2 AGENCIES 

Mr. Evenson introduced Mr. George Gerharz, a consultant to the Milwaukee County Wisconsin Works  
W2 agencies, and Ms. Paula Pennebaker, Executive Director of the Milwaukee YWCA, and stated that they 
would present information on the need for public transit to serve low-income population in Milwaukee 
County. Ms. Pennebaker then made a presentation (see Attachment 4) noting the dependence of low-
income individuals on public transit for access to jobs, stating that most individuals served by the W-2 
agencies do not have cars. She indicated that the low-income population has been affected by the past 
service cuts implemented by the County transit system and that using the bus service for travel to and from 
work and to and from childcare was becoming more difficult, if not impossible. She also acknowledged 
that transit service to locations outside Milwaukee County, where many of the jobs available to low-income 
persons are currently located, was limited and sometimes non-existent, and that this hindered the ability of 
individuals to both get and retain jobs. Ms. Pennebaker’s presentation concluded with specific 
recommendations for consideration by the RTA including: establish a clearly identified local funding 
source for public transit; develop intercounty agreements for providing transit services; extend transit 
services that operate during evening and weekend periods to areas with employers that hire entry level 
workers; and establish rapid and express bus services directed at reducing transit travel times, particularly 
for work travel.
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The following questions were raised and comments made by Board members concerning Ms. Pennebaker’s 
presentation:

1.  Referring to Ms. Pennebaker’s comments regarding the lack of transit service to job locations 
outside Milwaukee County, Ms. Robinson agreed there was a strong need to connect the low-
income population in the City of Milwaukee with jobs in the adjacent counties. She noted that 
many residents of outlying counties commute into the City of Milwaukee, but the lack of 
public transit service does not permit many low-income City of Milwaukee residents to 
commute to jobs in outlying counties.  

2.  Ms. Taylor asked Mr. Torres if the County transit system was still operating shuttle services 
between the ends of regular routes and industrial/office parks. Mr. Torres stated the County 
works with businesses to provide such services where possible, but it is limited by the County’s 
constrained financial resources. Mr. Gerharz commented that inadequate County funding was 
behind many of the County’s transit service issues. 

3.  Referring to the recommendation from the W-2 agencies for establishing a dedicated local 
funding source for public transit, Chairman Ostby noted that there appeared to be a growing 
consensus that a dedicated funding source was needed for public transit. Mr. Gerharz stated 
that the W-2 agencies supported using a sales tax to fund public transit as it is stable and would 
grow with inflation.  Ms. Robinson stated that she was glad to hear that the W-2 agencies 
supported the use of a sales tax to fund public transit and that she believed it was emerging as a 
viable funding option.   

REPORT ON RTA REVENUES AND COSTS TO DATE 

Chairman Ostby asked the Commission staff to review with the Board a financial report for the RTA (see 
Attachment 5 to the minutes). Mr. Evenson stated that the report identified the funds collected through the 
$2 rental car fee that had been received from the Wisconsin Department of Revenue (WisDOR) for 
calendar year 2006.  He noted that if the amounts collected to date are annualized, the revenue from the 
rental car fee would be expected to amount to about $800,000, or about what had been estimated by 
WisDOR staff when the RTA legislation was put into place. He also indicated that the report identified the 
expenditures to date for communications consultant services, and that amount reflected approximately 50 
percent of the consultant budget. He stated that the next financial report for the RTA would show the 
revised budget allocations for the consultant contract. In response to Mr. Evenson’s offer to have an audit 
report of the RTA finances for 2006 prepared using the Commission’s auditor, Chairman Ostby indicated 
he preferred to know the cost of performing the audit before it was undertaken.  

 [Secretary’s Note:  The audit cost has since been determined to be $500.] 

Chairman Ostby asked if it had been determined if all the rental car agencies in the RTA counties were 
cooperating with the collection of the rental car fee, or if there would be variations in the revenues collected 
by the season of the year. Mr. Evenson responded that it would take an audit by the Department of Revenue 
to know for certain, and seasonal variations in revenues collected may not be known until one or two years 
of experience is gained with the rental car fee. 

REPORT BY RTA COMMUNICATIONS CONSULTANT 

Staff from the consultant team presented information on the work undertaken in recent months. Mr. 
Mueller noted that support for KRM project was increasing among public officials and private business 
leaders and that more ideas on local funding for the project and public transit were being expressed. He 
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referred to the packets of articles and other materials compiled from news media that had been distributed 
to the Board, noting that public discussion of the KRM project was increasing. He indicated that per the 
contract changes approved at the last meeting, the consultant team had reallocated some staff resources to 
focus efforts on the needed State legislative actions, adding Rich Judge to the team to work with Brandon 
Scholz.

Ms. Ulichny added that staff visits with Federal officials to encourage their support for the KRM project 
“New Starts” application, as well as for the earmark funding request for the Muskego yards freight railway 
bypass around the Amtrak station, had gone well. She stated that staff had arranged for Chairman Ostby to 
speak at the public hearing in Milwaukee on the proposed State budget to be conducted by the Joint 
Finance Committee of the State Legislature on March 20, 2007. She indicated that staff was also working 
to regain the support of the Milwaukee County Board and the City of Milwaukee Common Council for the 
proposed increase in the rental car fee to fund the KRM project. 

Mr. Scholz stated that staff was continuing to work with the Joint Finance Committee toward obtaining 
support for the actions requested by the RTA including the increase in the rental car fee. He indicated that 
staff had submitted a letter requesting action on the negative quorum issue, and was in the process of 
identifying the appropriate legislator to sponsor the action. 

The following questions were raised and comments made by Board members concerning the information   
presented by consultant team:  

1.  Mr. Brandrup asked if the actions taken by Milwaukee County and the City of Milwaukee to 
express their opposition to the RTA proposal to increase in the rental car fee to fund the KRM 
project, as well as the proposals advanced by State Representative Stone and State Senator 
Plale for funding public transit and the KRM project through other sources, had affected 
legislative support for the KRM funding proposal advanced by the RTA. Ms. Ulichny 
responded that at this point in time, the focus in the Legislature was on the RTA’s proposal to 
increase the rental car fee to fund the KRM project. Mr. Scholz indicated his perception was 
that some legislators had questions over the RTA proposal and were researching other funding 
methods, but so far increasing the rental car fee was the only proposal that had been advanced. 
Mr. Mueller stated that he believed Mr. Brandrup had identified a legitimate concern and 
indicated one response should be to continue building consensus among the business 
community for the RTA proposal. 

2.   Chairman Ostby stated that he had received commitments from the Mayors in Kenosha, 
Racine, and Milwaukee and the County Executives in those Counties to support the proposed 
rental car fee increase. Mr. Karls suggested that the RTA draft a letter from the three mayors 
and county executives to State legislators confirming their support for the RTA proposal to 
increase in the rental car fee to fund the KRM project. Mr. Mueller stated he would work with 
Chairman  Ostby on this matter.  

3.  Mr. Torres suggested that the Board should be conscious of the fact that the opposition to the 
RTA funding proposal for KRM expressed by Milwaukee County and the City of Milwaukee 
had been based on the RTA not acting on dedicated local funding for public transit. He stated 
that the County and the City had been consistent in pressing for the RTA act to address 
dedicated local funding for public transit. Chairman Ostby responded that the RTA was the 
only body that had taken a clear position on how to fund public transit, but that solving this 
problem was not possible until a consensus was reached by Milwaukee County and the City of 
Milwaukee on the local funding source. He challenged County Executive Walker and Mayor 
Barrett to come up with workable funding suggestions that could be used to reach this 
consensus.
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4.  Racine Mayor Becker noted that he had recently attended a meeting in Chicago with staff of 
the Federal Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) who had voiced opposition to using funds 
currently spent on vehicle emission testing in the State to fund the local costs of the KRM 
project as proposed by State Representative Stone and State Senator Plale. He urged the RTA 
to continue to the focus on the proposal to increase the rental car fee to fund the KRM project. 
Chairman Ostby stated that the official position of the RTA is to fund the KRM project through 
an increase in the rental car fee. 

 Mr. Yunker identified another issue, namely that the funds for the vehicle emission testing 
program may be considered as State funds, not local funds. Ms. Taylor also noted that she had 
been informed by State staff that the vehicle sales tax funds included in the proposal by 
Representative Stone and Senator Plale had been committed as general revenue in the State 
Budget and could not be used for the KRM project. 

5.  Mayor Becker stated that at a recent meeting of the Wisconsin Alliance of Cities, a proposal  
was made to draft legislation to enable the creation of RTAs throughout Wisconsin. He 
indicated the proposal was being driven by funding problems that transit systems in Appleton 
and Green Bay expect to face after the 2010 census because the population growth in the 
Appleton and Green Bay urbanized areas which likely will result in the areas being reclassified 
from small to medium sized urbanized areas. That change in turn will reduce the amount of 
Federal transit assistance that the transit systems could use for service operation. Mr. Brandrup 
noted that transit systems in other areas of the state would face similar funding problems 
because of expected population growth by 2010. Mayor Becker stated that this illustrated that 
the need for RTAs and dedicated funding for public transit was spreading across the State, and 
that legislator interest in these matters should be increasing.   

[Secretary’s Note:  A draft copy of the legislation being developed by Wisconsin Alliance of Cities 
is included in Attachment 6.]    

FURTHER CONSIDERATION OF RTA RECOMMENDATIONS  
RELATIVE TO PUBLIC TRANSIT LOCAL FUNDING

Chairman Ostby asked Mr. Yunker to review the table that had been distributed to the Board to provide 
additional information on potential sources of dedicated funding for public transit (see Attachment 7). Mr. 
Yunker stated that the table was similar to the one discussed at the last meeting, noting that it had been 
expanded to include  additional local funding options identified by Mr. Torres at the last RTA meeting. He 
noted that the 2007 local transit funding shown for Kenosha and Racine Counties reflected only what was 
being spent for the transit systems in the Cities of Kenosha and Racine. He also noted that the service 
improvement and expansion assumed in the table represented an increase of about 10 percent compared 
with a doubling of transit service in the Region proposed under the Commission’s year 2035 regional 
transportation plan, and that additional funding beyond the total funding needs shown would, therefore, be 
required to fully implement the transit element of the regional plan. In particular, additional funding would 
be needed in Kenosha and Racine Counties to expand the existing City of Kenosha and Racine transit 
systems to serve larger areas, operate with longer service periods, and provide more frequent service, as 
well as to initiate transit services in the western portions of these counties. He indicated that improvement 
and expansion of public transit services would also be needed for the Milwaukee County Transit System to 
fully implement plan recommendations. Consequently, the case could be made that there is a need for more 
local funding for public transit than shown in the table.  

The following questions were raised and comments made by Board members concerning the information 
provided in the table on local public transit funding needs and alternative funding sources:  
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1.  In response to a question by Ms. Robinson as to whether the RTA had considered using a 
portion of State motor fuel tax revenues to provide dedicated local transit funding, Mr. Yunker 
stated that existing gas tax revenues would be considered as State, not local, funds. He indicted 
that a motor fuel tax was rarely used to fund public transit, and referred to the review of peer 
transit systems presented to the Board at its July 2006 meeting that had identified only the 
transit system serving Providence, Rhode Island as being funded through a motor fuel tax. Mr. 
Yunker indicated that the table identified the revenues estimated to be generated by a one cent 
gas tax.

 Mr. Brandrup referred to potential shortfalls that had been identified for meeting future 
national transportation needs with the Federal Highway Trust Fund which is funded through a 
motor fuel tax, and stated that the Wisconsin Transportation Fund has a substantial “hole” as a 
result of eliminating the automatic inflationary increases in the State gas tax. He said that 
gaining approval for a new gas tax in Milwaukee County may be difficult since part of the 
impetus for removing the automatic increases in the State gas tax came from public officials in 
Milwaukee County. 

2.  In response to a question from Chairman Ostby regarding the funds currently spent on the 
State’s vehicle emission testing program, Mr. Yunker responded that those funds would be 
considered State funds, and not local funds. Mr. Patrie questioned whether gaining EPA 
approval for discontinuing emission testing in Southeastern Wisconsin was feasible. 

3.  Ms. Robinson stated that she was disappointed that the RTA had not yet voted on local funding 
for public transit. She believed that winning approval in the State Legislature for the RTA 
proposal to increase the rental car fee to fund the KRM project would be difficult as the City’s 
lobbyists had been instructed to oppose the proposal. She was concerned the proposal would be 
defeated if the RTA did not act soon on local funding for public transit, but questioned whether 
it was possible to achieve a consensus on local funding for public transit. Chairman Ostby 
responded that his March 1, 2007, letter to Milwaukee County Board Chairman Holloway had 
articulated the RTA position that it was the only public body to date that has proposed a 
method for funding public transit, having voted at its December 2006 meeting to support using 
a local sales tax for this purpose, and that since then others had acted to delay further RTA 
action on the issue.  

4.  Mr. Patrie stated that unlike other areas in the State that were taking the initial steps toward  
creating RTAs, the Southeastern Wisconsin RTA had a New Starts grant application to 
complete which needed to identify how local funding will be provided for the KRM project 
and public transit. He indicated the RTA had two more meetings to come to consensus on the 
local funding issue. Mr. Yunker stated that, ideally, the legislative actions needed to support 
the funding plan identified in the New Starts application would be moving along in the State 
Legislature at this point. He noted that failure to gain legislative approval of the RTA proposal 
to increase the rental car fee to provide the local funds for the KRM project would set back the 
project by at least one year.   

5.  Mr. Brandrup stated that he wanted to reiterate Chairman Ostby’s statements concerning the 
vote taken by the Board at its December meeting. He noted that by that vote, the Board 
approved asking the Legislature to grant the RTA the authority to levy a sales tax for the KRM 
project, and for public transit if the local transit operators made that request to the RTA. He 
indicated that he was disappointed that the City and County representatives continued to assert 
that the RTA had not acted to provide for dedicated funding for public transit and noted that, 
by the December vote of the RTA, the burden was on Milwaukee County to request the RTA 
take further action on the sales tax. He stated that Milwaukee County had a total estimated 
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local transit funding need of $70 million, and that taking a piecemeal approach to addressing 
these needs using several local taxes would not work. He believed that the County and City 
needed to recognize that implementing a sales tax  was the only viable solution to address the 
identified local funding needs for transit in Milwaukee County. 

6.  Referring to Chairman Ostby’s and Mr. Brandrup’s statements on the December vote taken by 
the Board, Ms. Robinson stated she had voted for the proposed sales tax without knowing that 
Mayor Barrett was opposed to it. She stated that she was now willing to support a 0.15 percent 
sales tax to fund public transit. Mr. Brandrup observed that a sales tax closer to 0.60 percent 
would be needed to address the local funding needs of the Milwaukee County Transit System 
and cautioned against asking the Legislature for less funding than would actually be needed.  

Chairman Ostby asked for updates on several matters brought up at the previous meeting including 
approval of the land use plans for the areas around the KRM commuter rail stations in the City of 
Milwaukee, the amendment of the Commission’s regional transportation plan to include the KRM 
commuter rail, and the preparation of the CMAQ grant request for the KRM project. Ms. Ulichny indicated 
that staff was working with the City of Milwaukee on getting a resolution approving the station area land 
use plans passed by the Milwaukee Common Council before June 2007. Mr. Evenson indicated that the 
Commission was proceeding with consideration of the proposed regional plan amendment. Mr. Yunker 
indicated that staff was preparing the CMAQ grant application and would submit it to the State by the 
April 16, 2007, deadline. 

CONFIRMATION OF NEXT MEETING DATE 

Chairman Ostby stated the next meeting date for the RTA would be Monday April 16, 2007, in Milwaukee 
with the location to be determined.  

ADJOURNMENT 

There being no further business to come before the Board, the meeting was adjourned at 10:15 a.m. by 
Chairman Ostby without a formal motion by the Board. 

  Respectfully submitted, 

  Kenneth R. Yunker 
  Recording Secretary 

PCE/KRY/AAB/ab/mlh 
04/11/07
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Milwaukee Transit
comprehensive strategy

Milwaukee Intermodal Station
• First Phase:           Amtrak Station Renovation (Fall of ’07)
• Second Phase:    Downtown Circulator

Providing connectivity between:
• Passenger Rail (KRM & Amtrak)
• Intercity / Regional Bus
• Local Transit (MCTS / Circulator)
• Taxi Services
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Milwaukee Transit
comprehensive strategy

Downtown Circulator enhances “Park Once” concept.

Park Once

A managed system of street signage, parking structure signage, and accessible / 
visible public transit will allow visitors, residents and employees to park and move 
about the central business district in an efficient and enjoyable manner

Downtown Pedestrian Corridors
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• Priority Lanes
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Real-time GPS COMET tracking
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2/14/07

Federal Local                         Total

COMET (Initial Phase) $46.8 mil          $8.26 mil        =     $55.06 mil

Downtown Circulator      $44.7 mil          $7.89 mil         = $52.59 mil

TOTAL              $91.5 mil         $16.15 mil       =    $107.65 mil

Funding

Milwaukee Transit
comprehensive strategy

Conceptual Cost Distribution 

Federal Money Available            = $91.5 mil

Local Match = $16.15 mil

TOTAL Funds        = $107.65 mil

2/14/07

Milwaukee Transit
comprehensive strategy

Possible Sources of Funds for Local Match

KRM Station Circulator/Shuttle Funds
Amtrak Station TIF
Visitor Transit Pass
Park East Land Sales Proceeds ( FHWA’s Recovery Portion )
State Mass Transit Aids
Park Once Transit Pass
Gas Tax   ( % of Existing State Gas Tax )
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Milwaukee Transit
comprehensive strategy

Project Schedule

• Alternatives Analysis 8  - 11  months

• Engineering / EIS 18  - 24  months

• Construction 12  - 18  months

2/14/07

Milwaukee Transit
comprehensive strategy

Thank You
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Attachment 7 

ANALYSIS OF LOCAL PUBLIC TRANSIT FUNDING NEEDS
AND ALTERNATIVE FUNDING SOURCES

2007 Budgeta

Additional Funding Neededb

To restore service reductions of last five yearsc

Limit using for operating funding 
   Federal funding intended for capital projects d

Provide funding to maintain service if State 
   funding continues to decrease with inflatione

Initiate implementation of long planned 
   transit improvement/expansionf    Total Funding Neededg

Local Share of Public Transit Costs 
 Milwaukee County 
 Racine County 
 Kenosha County 

$23.5 million 
1.9 million 
2.2 million 

$50.0 million 
3.8 million 
2.3 million 

$73.5 million 
5.7 million 
4.5 million 

POTENTIAL FUNDING GENERATED BY ALTERNATIVE FUNDING SOURCES

Sales Tax – 0.1%    Hotel/Motel Room Tax – 1.0%  
 Milwaukee County  $12.4 million  Milwaukee County $1.4 million 
 Racine County $  2.4 million  Racine County  $0.2 million 
 Kenosha County $  1.8 million  Kenosha County  $0.2 million 

Motor Fuel Tax – 1¢   Tire Taxh – $2 per tire  
 Milwaukee County $4.0 million  Milwaukee County $1.3 million 
 Racine County $0.9 million  Racine County  $0.3 million 
 Kenosha County $0.8 million  Kenosha County  $0.3 million 

Vehicle Registration Fee – $10   Taxicab/Limousine Registration Fee – $10 
 Milwaukee County $6.5 million  Milwaukee County   $6,000 
 Racine County $1.7 million   Racine County  $   300 
 Kenosha County  $1.3 million    Kenosha County  $   300 



-2-

  Taxicab/Limousine Surcharge Per Milei – 10 cents per mile 
   Milwaukee County $3.0 million 
   Racine County $0.15 million 
   Kenosha County $0.15 million 

  Surcharge Per Cubic Yard of Asphalt/Concrete 
     Pavementj – $5 per cubic yard 
   Milwaukee County $3.0 million 
   Racine County $1.0 million 
   Kenosha County $1.0 million 

  Surcharge on Moving Traffic Violations – 3% 
   Milwaukee County $0.5 million 
   Racine County $0.2 million 
   Kenosha County $0.2 million 

aIncludes year 2007 budget operating funding and average capital funding over years 2001 to 2005.
bAssumes no new Federal funding and State funding increase at 2 percent annually -- less than expected transit cost inflation.
cService reductions of 15% for Milwaukee County, 18% for Racine County, and 6% for Kenosha County.
dAnnual Federal operating funding for Milwaukee County would be reduced from $20 million to $5 million, and of about $1.8 million  
   for Racine and Kenosha Counties would be eliminated. 
eAssumes State funding increases annually at 2% and transit cost inflation is 4%. 
fProvides for about a 10 percent expansion of transit service. Regional transit plan proposes a doubling of transit service over next 30 years.
gAdditional funding beyond the total funding needs shown would be required to fully implement the transit element of the regional
   transportation plan. In particular, additional funding beyond that shown would be needed in Kenosha and Racine Counties as the existing 
   transit systems provide limited service beyond the Cities of Kenosha and Racine, provide limited weekend service, provide limited to no 
   evening service to serve second and third shift workers, and provide limited frequency of service. In addition, there is no public transit 
   service in western Kenosha and Racine Counties. 
hAssumes average vehicle is driven 10,000 miles annually and tires are replaced every 40,000 miles. 
iAssumes 50,000 miles annually per vehicle. 
jBased on estimates of average width and depth of arterial and non-arterial pavements and average pavement life cycles. 
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