
OFFICIAL NOTICE AND AGENDA –
Notice is hereby given that the Public Works Committee of the City of Stoughton, Wisconsin will

hold a regular Public Works Meeting as indicated on the date, time and location given below.

Meeting of the:
Date /Time:
Location:

Members:

Public Works Committee of the City of Stoughton

Tuesday March 21, 2017 at 6:00 pm

Hall of Fame Room City Hall 381 E. Main St, Stoughton, WI 53589

Sid Boersma, Kathleen Johnson, Tom Majewski - Chair, Pat O’Connor, Mayor Donna Olson

Item # CALL TO ORDER
1. Communications :
2. Reports: Activity, Street Opening, Yardwaste

Item # OLD BUSINESS
3. Tree Planting Ordinance 10-2(d) Revised
4. Public Works Facility Update

Item # NEW BUSINESS
5. Approve Minutes of February 21st meeting
6. Annual Stormwater Discharge Report
7. Fly Dane Partnership Agreement
8. Nordic Ridge Construction Plans
9. Jefferson St Bridge Report
10. 2017 Road Construction Contract Approval
11. Crack Sealing Contract Approval
12. Tree Planting Contract Approval
13. Five Year Equipment Replacement Plan
16 Future Agenda Items:

ADJOURNMENT

cc: Council Members, City Leadership Team, City Attorney Matthew P. Dregne,
Library Administrative Assistant Sarah Monette, City Clerk Lana Kropf, Tim Onsager
Stoughton School District, Deb Blaney, Bill Livick Oregon Observer, Stoughton Newspaper/WI
State Journal/Capital Times

NOTE: AN EXPANDED MEETING MAY CONSTITUTE A QUORUM OF THE CITY COUNCIL

NOTE: For security reasons, the front doors of the City Hall Building (including the elevator door)
will be locked after 4:30 p.m. If you need to enter City Hall after that time, please use the Fifth
Street entrance or if you are physically challenged and are in need of assistance, please call 873-
6677 prior to 4:30 p.m.
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Item Sewer Utility Water Utility Storm Sewer Street Total


Sanitary Sewer Bid Items $268,830.00 $268,830.00
Water Main Bid Items $484,055.00 $484,055.00
Storm Sewer Bid Items $105,245.00 $105,245.00
Street Construction Bid Items $930,600.00 $930,600.00
Traffic Control $3,650.00 $3,650.00 $3,650.00 $10,950.00 $21,900.00
Erosion Control $1,916.66 $1,916.66 $1,916.68 $5,750.00 $11,500.00
Adjustment for Sidewalk $3,754.00 $3,862.00 ($7,616.00) $0.00
Adjustment for Asphalt Trench Patch $42,400.00 $36,400.00 ($78,800.00) $0.00


Total $320,550.66 $529,883.66 $110,811.68 $860,884.00 $1,822,130.00


Preliminary Breakdown of Construction Costs
2017 Street and Utility Reconstruction - Contract 1-2017


City of Stoughton
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PW - Parks Ferris Mower - Zero Turn #25 $12,000 $5,000 $7,000 PW - Parks Ferris Mower - Zero Turn #25 $12,000 $5,000 $7,000 Already replaced


PW - Parks Ferris Mower - Zero Turn #32 $12,000 $5,000 $7,000 PW - Parks Ferris Mower - Zero Turn #32 $12,000 $5,000 $7,000 Already replaced


PW - Streets Chevrolet Pickup Truck #47 $40,000 $8,000 $32,000 PW - Streets Chevrolet Pickup Truck #47 $35,000 $0 $35,000 Replace and Moves to Parks Fleet - Replaces parks #10


PW - Streets Chevrolet One Ton Dump Truck #6 $45,000 $7,500 $37,500 PW - Streets Chevrolet One Ton Dump Truck #6 $45,000 $7,500 $37,500 Replace w/ F450 with Forestry Box


PW - Streets Brine Making Equipment $45,000 0 $45,000 Move from 2017 to 2018 to be installed with the Building of the new PW Facility PW - Streets Brine Making Equipment $45,000 0 $45,000 Move from 2017 to 2018 to be installed with the Building of the new PW Facility


PW - Streets International 4300 Bucket Truck #33 $110,000 $10,000 $100,000 PW - Streets International 4300 Bucket Truck #33 $175,000 $15,000 $160,000


PW - Streets Landpride Rotory Mower #35 $14,000 $1,500 $12,500 PW - Streets Landpride Rotory Mower #35 $8,000 $1,500 $6,500


PW - Streets Morbark Tornado Wood Chipper #38 $55,000 $7,000 $48,000 PW - Streets Morbark Tornado Wood Chipper #38 $55,000 $7,000 $48,000 Moved to 2019


PW - Parks Toro 5900 Lawn Mower $95,000 $0 $95,000 Adding to the fleet PW - Parks Toro 4000 Lawn Mower 12 ft $70,000 $0 $70,000 Adding to the fleet


PW - Parks Skid Loader Broom Attachment $6,000 $0 $6,000 For snow operations PW - Streets Skid Loader Push Box Attachment $6,000 $0 $6,000 For snow operations


PW - Parks Pump for Troll Beach $39,000 $0 $39,000 Used for troll beach and other pumping needs PW - Streets Chevrolet One Ton Dump Truck #11 $45,000 $2,000 $43,000 Move up from 2020- Replace and move to parks for #37 (Add plow and salter)


PW - Streets John Deere 570A Grader #20 $125,000 $10,000 $115,000 PW - Parks Pump for Troll Beach $39,000 $0 $39,000 Used for troll beach and other pumping needs


$544,000 PW - Streets John Deere 570A Grader #20 $125,000 $10,000 $115,000 Moved to 2022


PW - Streets Line Lazer Painter $22,000 $1,000 $21,000 Carry over from 2016


Fleet Diagnostic Scan Tool $20,000 $0 $20,000 For Ford and International Trucks - Moved up from 2019


Outlay PW - Parks Tommy Lift for Truck #44 $1,800 $1,800 Put on truck #44


Outlay Fleet Transmission Jack 5,600$ 5,600$


Streets Gas Chevrolet C7500 Patrol Truck #17 $150,000 $10,000 $140,000 404,600$


PW - Streets John Deere Loader 544J #22 $165,000 $15,000 $150,000


PW - Streets Diagnostic Tool $9,000 $500 $8,500


$298,500


Streets Gas Chevrolet C7500 Patrol Truck #17 $160,000 $15,000 $145,000


PW - Streets John Deere Loader 544J #22 $210,000 $20,000 $190,000 Need JRB attachment


Outlay PW - Parks V-Plow for Tool Cat $3,000 $3,000


PW - Streets GMC Pickup Truck # 2 $40,000 $8,000 $32,000 Forklift $40,000 $40,000 Addition to the fleet


PW - Streets Rhino Ditch Mower #43 $14,000 $3,500 $10,500 Loader Plow Blade $17,000 $17,000 Need JRB attachment


PW - Streets Leaf Vacuum Unit #42 $50,000 $2,000 $48,000 PW - Streets Diagnostic Tool $9,000 $500 $8,500


PW - Streets Leaf Vacuum Unit #41 $50,000 $2,000 $48,000 PW - Streets Morbark Tornado Wood Chipper #38 $65,000 $7,000 $58,000 Moved from 2018


PW - Streets Chevrolet One Ton Dump Truck #11 $45,000 $7,500 $37,500 Fleet Stertile Coni Column Lifts (4) $40,000 $40,000 Potential Grant from Fire


PW - Streets John Deere Tractor 5210 w/cab #27 $35,000 $5,000 $30,000 $450,000


PW - Streets John Deere Tractor 5205 #28 $25,000 $5,000 $20,000


$226,000


PW - Streets GMC Pickup Truck # 2 $40,000 $0 $40,000 Replace and Moved to Parks to replace #13


PW - Streets Rhino Ditch Mower #43 $14,000 $3,500 $10,500


PW - Streets Ferris Mower - Zero Turn #25 $12,000 $5,000 $7,000 PW - Streets Leaf Vacuum Unit #42 $50,000 $2,000 $48,000


PW - Streets Ferris Mower - Zero Turn #32 $12,000 $5,000 $7,000 PW - Streets Leaf Vacuum Unit #41 $50,000 $2,000 $48,000


PW - Streets John Deere 310SG Backhoe #23 $130,000 $15,000 $115,000 PW - Streets Chevrolet One Ton Dump Truck #11 $45,000 $3,000 $42,000 Moved to 2018


PW - Streets Elgin Whirlwind Street Sweeper #3 $185,000 $15,000 $170,000 PW - Streets Chevy Patrol #7 $165,000 $15,000 $150,000


PW - Streets Landpride Mower 14 Feet #39 $24,000 $2,500 $21,500 PW - Streets Chevy Patrol #29 $165,000 $15,000 $150,000


PW - Streets Wacker Road Roller #30 $22,000 $3,000 $19,000 PW - Streets Enclosed Trailer #45 $3,500 $500 $3,000


$339,500 PW - Streets John Deere Tractor 5210 w/cab #27 $100,000 $15,000 $85,000


PW - Streets John Deere Tractor 5205 #28 $25,000 $5,000 $20,000


$554,500


PW - Streets Grounds Master 7200 - Zero Turn #25 $42,000 $10,000 $32,000 w/ Polartac


PW - Streets Scagg Mower #32 $4,000 $1,000 $3,000


PW - Streets John Deere 310SG Backhoe #23 $130,000 $15,000 $115,000


PW - Streets Elgin Whirlwind Street Sweeper #3 $250,000 $20,000 $230,000


PW - Streets Landpride Mower 14 Feet #39 $24,000 $2,500 $21,500 No longer in fleet - replaced with #27


PW - Streets Wacker Road Roller #30 $22,000 $3,000 $19,000


$399,000


PW - Streets John Deere 570A Grader #20 $125,000 $10,000 $115,000 Carry-over from 2016


PW - Streets Bobcat Skid Steer S630 #40 $55,000 $10,000 $45,000


PW - Parks GMC 1 Ton Sierra #8 $32,000 $1,000 $31,000


$160,000
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City Ordinance


Sec. 10-2. - Construction standards. (d) Terrace trees. The construction of a new home or business shall


require the owner of record of the property at the time of building or zoning permit issuance, to pay the


city the cost per tree for the installation of two city terrace trees that will be planted by an approved


landscape professional contracted by the city. The cost per tree will be evaluated annually and will be


updated on the Application for Tree Planting form. Trees are planted per frontage in the terrace area


between the curb and gutter and the public sidewalk.


For further clarification, all projects that require site plan review/approval by the planning commission


are required to pay the city for city terrace trees unless there are existing terrace trees meeting the


requirements of this section as determined by the Director of Public Works, Urban Forester or their


designee. These projects include new nonresidential buildings, new multi-family residential buildings


(three or more units), new parking lots or additions to: nonresidential buildings, multi-family buildings


(three or more units), or parking lots.


The applicant of a Construction project that requires a landscaping plan may elect to contract for their


own terrace tree(s) planting. All plantings must meet the City of Stoughton Planting Specification. The


applicant must fill out the Terrace Tree Planting Permit along with submitting a copy of the landscaping


plan to the Director of Public Works/Urban Forester or their designee for approval. It is up to the


discretion of the Director of Public Works to allow for a reduced tree planting deposit, of no less than


20% of the tree purchase and installation cost, which will be refunded once the trees have been


properly planted and inspected per the City of Stoughton Planting Specifications.


Frontages that exceed 80 feet may require additional trees as determined by the Director of Public


Works or their designee. If, as determined by the Director of Public Works or their designee, there is not


adequate space within the terrace, the required tree(s) may be installed on private property within ten


feet of the public sidewalk at the discretion of the property owner and approval from of the Director of


Public Works, Urban Forester or their designee. If, as determined by the Director of Public Works, Urban


Forester or their designee, the terrace or area behind the sidewalk is not suitable for tree installation,


the owner shall pay the city the cost outlined on the Application for Tree Planting form for each tree


required to be planted based on the property frontage. The city will then use those funds to plant the


trees elsewhere in the city's urban forest.


The Director of Public Works, Urban Forester or their designee, will work with the


developer/homeowner to choose tree species to be planted from a list of available species that are


approved to be planted within the city’s urban forest. Tree selection will be based on location of tree(s)


to be planted, five percent rule for any tree species within the urban forest, and availability.


Such projects abutting Main Street between Page Street and the railroad tracks east of Seventh Street


are exempt from this ordinance.








Public Works Committee
Tuesday, February 21, 2017 @ 6:00 PM
Hall of Fame Room – 381 E Main St


Members Present: Alderpersons Tom Majewski, Pat O’Connor, Kathleen Johnson and Mayor
Olson


Absent/Excused: Sid Boersm


Staff: Director of Public Works Brett Hebert and Vickie Erdahl


Guests: Streets Supervisor John Halverson, Alderperson Paul Lawrence, Residents Travis
Needham, Tom & Gail Gomach, Sheri Evans-Piper and Elaine Brenz


Call to Order: Majewski called the meeting to order


1) Communications: Hebert reported:


 That he had reached out to Strand to find out how they communicate with other utilities
when the street projects are going to move forward. Strand does reach out to the utilities to
see if they want to be involved as costs / access are more favorable when roads are
completely opened.


 The migration of Stormwater, plus the Tree and Sign Inventories has been completed by
MSA for GIS mapping.


 The Emerald Ash Borer RFP’s were sent to 13 vendors and are to be submitted by
Thursday, March 2nd.


 Cummins was awarded a $15,000 grant for environmentally sound projects which they will
be giving to the City to use for boardwalks.


2) Reports: Hebert stated there has only been 13 openings so far this year which is quite
normal for the season and that yard waste permits were just printed and will be on sale at the
beginning of March with the site opening on April 2nd – weather permitting.


Old Business:


3) Tree Planting Ordinance 10-2(d) Revised: Hebert made more changes to the Ordinance
removing the costs involved as each year they have the potential of changing, so will be stated
on the permit form. Also the developers will now be allowed to plant their own trees provided
the plan is approved and the arborist has reviewed the tree selections. Currently the
Ordinance is being reviewed by the City Attorney.


4) Public Works Facility Update: The Public Works has requested to continue working with
Angus Young and is waiting for Council review/approval on February 28 to move forward with
the next phase.


The Hub will be publishing an article with information for the public.


New Business:


5) Approve January 17, 2017 Meeting Minutes: Motion by O’Connor seconded by Johnson
to approve minutes. Motion carried 4-0 (w/Mayor voting yes).







6) 2017 Street Construction Plans / Sidewalk Installation Policy: Scheel stated that an open
house was held for the residents to review the plans. The streets presented are a total
reconstruction with curb, gutter and installation of sidewalks if none are present or
replacement of bad sidewalk sections. Streets reviewed were: Division St (Washington to just
beyond Forton), Brickson St (Page to dead end), Manilla St (Forton to Brickson), Henry St
(Ridge to Main), Park St (Lynn to Academy) & S Harrison St (Main to Hamilton). Scheel
stated that there was an adjustment made on S Harrison to move the sidewalk closer to the
curb and only have a four foot terrace area to address concerns raised by the adjacent
property owners. The adjustment does impact some terrace trees. Multiple residents were
concerned about safety. One property owner had installed a number of arborvitae shrubs in
the right of way and expressed interest in transplanting them. They also constructed a
retaining wall that extends into the right-of-way but the impact will be minimized by relocating
the sidewalk closer to the curb and gutter. Alderperson Johnson had looked at the area and
had a safety concern for a property. Scheel reported the City’s policy is to install sidewalks on
both sides of all streets that are being reconstruction and if there is interest to deviate from this
policy, the Common Council would need to take specific action to do so.


The property owner (Gomach) at 209 S. Harrison stated that they had their property surveyed
to find their stakes for the property lines. In discussions with the Planning Department about
five years ago, the property owner reported he had located the property lines and their
landscaping and retaining wall would be on private property; not in the right-of-way. It appears
from the City’s engineering survey that the property owner had not located the correct property
iron.


Residents in this area would like to not have the sidewalk installed stating that there is little
foot traffic and there is a sidewalk on the other side. Mayor Olson stated she understands
losing the greenspace but also meetings that she has attended state that studies show that
people want “walkability”.


Also discussed in more detail was the Henry St reconstruction where a resident has
arborvitaes in the terrace area which are not acceptable tress for that space and with the
installation of sidewalk it would be behind the trees. There is also, a triangle of vision problem
with the trees. O’Connor stated he had a safety concern with the shrubs in the right-of-way.


Alderperson Johnson would like to review the areas again


.


Motion by O’Connor, seconded by the Mayor to approve the Street Constructions Plans
as presented. Motion carried 3-1 (with the Mayor voting yes and Johnson voting no).


Scheel discussed the concept to allow angle parking on Hoel Avenue adjacent to the future
Nordic Ridge Park. The group discussion included:


 Hoel Avenue will be a heavily traveled street
 Angle Parking does create concern about safety
 Traffic calming measures for the park and Hoel Avenue should be incorporated into the


construction plans for this region
 This neighborhood is planned to have normal the standard City speed limit of 25 MPH
 Protection of as much green space as possible is important to the group


There was not a consensus whether to allow this type of street design or not and no action
was taken.







7) Construction and Post Construction Ordinance Changes: Scheel discussed the changes
made to this Ordinance in order for the City to be in compliance and keep its stormwater
permit. The changes meet the Department of Natural Resources (DNR) and Dane County
standards. Currently the City Attorney is reviewing the changes.


Motion by O’Connor, seconded by Johnson to recommend to the Common Council to
approve the changes to portions of the Erosion Control and Stormwater Management
Code Sec’s 10-122, 10-127, 10-129, 10-130 1ne 10-131. Motion carried 4-0 (with Mayor
voting yes)


8) Stormwater TMDL – Status Report: Scheel provided an up on the status of the stormwater
study that has been in process for several months. Currently, the DNR is reviewing the draft
version. The remaining draft schedule was discussed


9) Yahara Wins – Participation Report: Scheel provided a report that highlighted the national
attention this program is achieving as we work with other municipalities and agencies to
address stormwater quality improvements on a regional basis. Stoughton is an active member
of the Yahara Wins program.


10) Pollution Prevention Plan: Scheel discussed and reviewed the draft Stormwater Pollution
Prevention Plan (SWPPP) for the Public Work Facility. This plan will replace the previous
version and provides more guidance on appropriate housekeeping and maintenance
requirements for the facility than the previous version. This updated plan is a necessary
component of the City’s stormwater discharge permit. Hebert stated that the staff will have
more training on the practices outlined in the document. This document will also be
incorporated into the City TMDL Study that is currently underway.


Motion by O’Connor, seconded by Mayor Olson to recommend to the Common Council
replace the previous policy and adopt the Stormwater Pollution Prevention Plan.
Motion carried 4-0 (with the Mayor voting yes).


11) Tiered structure for street opening repair: Hebert submitted a draft of the new street
opening permit in which a PASER rating will now be recorded on the permit and if the rating is
a seven (7) or higher there will be more criteria required when replacing the roadway which
are stated in the Special Provision section of the permit. The charges for the permits remains
unchanged.


Motion by O’Connor, seconded by Johnson to approve the changes to the Street
Opening Permit. Motion carried 4-0 (with the Mayor voting yes)


12) Bridge Inspection Report: Hebert provided the committee with the report from the State
from the 2016 inspections. Each bridge has some repair work that needs to be done and the
Jefferson St footbridge was recommended to be replaced. Alderman Majewski suggested that
the footbridge project be put into the CIP due to the cost of meeting the recommended
requirements and would also like to see some different options.


Item will be placed on March’s agenda.


13) Downtown Improvements (Crosswalks, Drinking Fountains, Flowers): Hebert presented
some information on costs for installing drinking fountains which he was directed to research
into at a previous meeting. The costs of a drinking fountain and installation would be







somewhere between $18,000 - $25,000 per fountain. At this time the committee feels the
costs are high and won’t pursue. Hebert also explored the costs to have stone planters
(downtown area) and costs for soil and plants. The issue still remains, once the planters were
filled who would pay for the products and also maintain them. The committee would like to
have more discussion on the subject and look into the possibilities of volunteers – such as
Garden Clubs, Chamber etc.


Item will be placed on March’s agenda.


Also the Lazzaros’s, who maintain the Memory Garden Park on S Page St have asked if there
is anyone who can volunteer to help with the park as they are elderly and it’s becoming harder
for them.


14) Discussion of Tree Pruning Procedures: Tabeled.


15) Stoughton Community Farmers Market: Hebert stated he received an email from Kevan
Bard a board member for the Stoughton Community Farmers Market requesting that the
farmers market be able to continue using Forrest St {Main to north alley} on Saturday
mornings from 8am-1pm for the period {May 27 – Oct 28, 2017}. Mr. Bard still needs to
submit a street closing form signed by the surrounding businesses that will be affected by the
closure and a valid insurance certificate of liability insurance as part of the process.


Motion by Mayor Donna Olson, seconded by Johnson to allow the closure of Forrest St
(Main to north alley) to accommodate the Stoughton Community Farmers Market on
Saturdays May 29 – October 28, 2017. Motion carried 4-0 (with the Mayor voting yes)


16) Future Agenda Items: Bridge Inspections, Planters/Flowers, Annual Stormwater Report,
Pruning Policies


Moved by O’Connor seconded by Johnson to adjourn the meeting at 7:45 pm. Motion
carried 3-0. Respectfully submitted by Vickie Erdahl Administrative Assistant – 2/22/17








CITY OF STOUGHTON RODNEY J. SCHEEL


DEPARTMENT OF DIRECTOR


PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
381 East Main Street, Stoughton, WI. 53589


(608) 873-6619 www.ci.stoughton.wi.us


Date: March 14, 2017


To: Public Works Committee


From: Rodney J. Scheel
Director of Planning & Development


Subject: FlyDane Agreement


The City of Stoughton continues to participate in group purchasing of aerial imagery with Dane
County and other agencies. This cost effective method allows base imagery to be created for
Stoughton. This $1,500 expense is covered within our 2017 Budget. We recommend entering
into the agreement with Dane County to continue our participation in this program.


If you have any questions, please let me know.


If you have any questions, please contact me.








CITY OF STOUGHTON, 381 E. MAIN STREET, STOUGHTON, WISCONSIN


RESOLUTION OF THE COMMON COUNCIL


Resolution by the Common Council of the City of Stoughton
Approving an Agreement to Participate in the 2017 Fly Dane Imagery Acquisition Project with Dane


County


Committee Action:


Fiscal Impact: $1,560.61


File Number: Date Introduced:


The City of Stoughton, Wisconsin, Common Council does proclaim as follows:


RECITALS


WHEREAS, the City of Stoughton continues to be a member of the Fly Dane Partnership
to acquire digital imagery products, and


WHEREAS, Dane County manages the acquisition and distribution of imagery products
through the Partnership Agreement; and


WHEREAS, new imagery is scheduled to be acquired in 2017 and the City of Stoughton is
a participant in this project; now therefore


BE IT RESOLVED that the Common Council of the City of Stoughton hereby approves
the Agreement attached as Exhibit A.


Council Action: Adopted Failed Vote


Mayoral Action: Accept Veto


Donna Olson, Mayor Date


Council Action: Override Vote


S:\MPS-Shared\Resolutions\Resolution Approving Agreement with Dane County - FlyDane.docx







Exhibit A







AGREEMENT


Number of Pages, including schedules: 9


Agreement No.


Expiration Date: December 31, 2019


Authority: Res. 225 , 2016


Department: Land Information Office


Maximum Cost: $
1,560.61


R e g i s t e r e d A g e n t : N A


Address: 381 E Main St
Stoughton, WI 53589


THIS AGREEMENT, made and entered into, by and between the County of Dane
(hereafter referred to as "COUNTY") and City of Stoughton (hereafter, "ENTITY"),


W I T N E S S E T H :


WHEREAS COUNTY, whose address is do Dane County Land Information Office,
210 Martin Luther King Jr Blvd, Room 339: Madison, WI 53703 , has contracted for the
production of digital terrain and orthophotography data ("the data") from a private vendor,
the acquisition, analysis and development of the data and its conversion to a usable
product (hereinafter referred to as "the project"); and


WHEREAS ENTITY, whose address is 381 E Main St: Stouohton, WI 53589 desires
to acquire the data from COUNTY, COUNTY being willing to provide the data to ENTITY
in exchange for ENTITY's participating in COUNTY's costs of producing the data; and


WHEREAS COUNTY is seeking the participation of private entities as well as
municipalities within Dane County and agencies of federal, state and local governments in
the project;


NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the above premises and the mutual
covenants of the parties hereinafter set forth, the receipt and sufficiency of which is
acknowledged by each party for itself, COUNTY and ENTITY do agree as follows:


1. The term of this Agreement shall commence as of the date by which all parties
hereto have executed this Agreement and shall end as of the Expiration Date set forth on
Page 1, unless sooner agreed to in writing by the parties or if terminated by a party
pursuant to the provisions of this Agreement.


2. COUNTY agrees to arrange for the completion of the project, the same being more fully
described on the attached Schedule A, incorporated herein by reference. Schedule A, at A-3,
sets forth certain obligations on the part of ENTITY which ENTITY covenants to perform.


3. ENTITY agrees to share in the costs of the project in the manner and to the extent
set forth in the attached Schedule B, incorporated herein by reference.







4. COUNTY will establish a segregated fund to capture revenue from sales of the data for
the specific purpose of funding maintenance and future updates of these data. The fund will
be used to reduce the costs of participating entities, including ENTITY, related to updating the
data. Data update costs include the acquisition and production of updated imagery.


5. Data derived from the project and requested by ENTITY will be delivered in the
Wisconsin Coordinate Reference System (WISCRS) - Dane County, and the North
American Vertical Datum of 1988. Imagery file format will be GeoTIFF or MrSID, as
requested by ENTITY. Terrain file format will be LAS or DEM.


6. COUNTY will deliver to ENTITY the requested data which is detailed in the
attached Schedule C, incorporated herein by reference.


7. ENTITY shall not assign or transfer any interest or obligation in this Agreement,
whether by assignment or novation, without the prior written consent of COUNTY.


8. If, for any reason, a party fails to fulfill in a timely and proper manner its obligations
under this Agreement, or if a party violates any of the covenants of this Agreement, the
other party shall thereupon have the right to terminate this Agreement by giving a thirty (30)
day written notice to the offending party of such termination and specifying the effective date
thereof. Any ENTITY that chooses to terminate the Agreement pursuant to this provision
must remit payment to the COUNTY for any services or goods incurred within the thirty (30)
day notice period.


9. If during the term of this Agreement, a governmental ENTITY's governing body fails to
appropriate sufficient funds to carry out that party's obligations under this Agreement, this
Agreement shall be automatically terminated as of the date funds are no longer available and
without further notice of any kind to the other party. This paragraph shall not relieve the
governmental ENTITY of its responsibility to pay for services or goods provided or furnished to
the governmental ENTITY prior to the effective date of termination. This paragraph does not
apply to any private ENTITY. Further, COUNTY may utilize the provisions of this paragraph in
any event.


10. The parties shall commence, carry on and complete their respective obligations under
this Agreement with all deliberate speed and in a sound, economical and efficient manner, in
accordance with this Agreement and all applicable laws. Each party agrees to cooperate with
the various departments, agencies, employees and officers of the other.


11. Each party agrees to secure at the party's own expense all personnel necessary to
carry out the party's obligations under this Agreement. Such personnel shall not be deemed
to be employees of the other party nor shall they or any of them have or be deemed to have
any direct contractual relationship with the other party.


12. Notices, bills, invoices and reports required by this Agreement shall be deemed
delivered as of the date of postmark if deposited in a United States mailbox, first class
postage attached, addressed to a party's address as set forth above. It shall be the duty of
a party changing its address to notify the other party in writing within a reasonable time.


13. In the performance of this Agreement, each party shall be responsible for the
consequence its own acts, errors or omissions and those of its employees, boards,
commissions, agencies, officers, officials, representatives and employees and shall be
responsible for any losses, claims, and liabilities which are attributable to such acts, errors or
commissions, including providing its own defense. In doing so, it is not the intent of any party
to waive or modify the provisions of Wis. Stat. §893.80 or any other immunity, protection, or
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limitation of liability that may be available to the party under law. The obligations set forth
under this paragraph shall survive the expiration or termination of this Agreement


14. In no event shall the making of any payment or acceptance of any service or product
required by this Agreement constitute or be construed as a waiver by the non-breaching party
of any breach of the covenants of this Agreement or a waiver of any default of the breaching
party and the making of any such payment or acceptance of any such service or product by
the non-breaching party while any such default or breach shall exist shall in no way impair or
prejudice the right of the non-breaching party with respect to recovery of damages or other
remedy as a result of such breach or default.


15. During the term of this Agreement, both parties agree not to discriminate on the basis of
age, race, ethnicity, religion, color, gender, disability, marital status, sexual orientation, national
origin, cultural differences, ancestry, physical appearance, arrest record or conviction record,
military participation or membership in the national guard, state defense force or any other
reserve component of the military forces of the United States, or political beliefs against any
person, whether a recipient of services (actual or potential) or an employee or applicant for
employment. Such equal opportunity shall include but not be limited to the following:
employment, upgrading, demotion, transfer, recruitment, advertising, layoff, termination,
training, rates of pay, and any other form of compensation or level of service(s). Both parties will
post in conspicuous places, available to all employees, service recipients and applicants for
employment and services, notices setting forth the provisions of this paragraph. The listing of
prohibited bases for discrimination shall not be construed to amend in any fashion state or
federal law setting forth additional bases, and exceptions shall be permitted only to the extent
allowable in state or federal law.


16. In all solicitations for employment placed on a party's behalf during the term of this
Agreement, the party shall include a statement to the effect that the party is an "Equal
Opportunity Employer."


17. Each party warrants that the persons executing this Agreement on its behalf are
authorized to do so.


18. It is expressly understood and agreed to by the parties hereto that in the event of any
disagreement or controversy between the parties, Wisconsin law shall be controlling.


19. This Agreement is intended to be an agreement solely between the parties hereto
and for their benefit only. No part of this Agreement shall be construed to add to,
supplement, amend, abridge or repeal existing duties, rights, benefits or privileges of any
third party or parties, including but not limited to employes of either of the parties.


20. The entire agreement of the parties is contained herein and this Agreement
supersedes any and all oral agreements and negotiations between the parties relating to the
subject matter hereof. The parties expressly agree that this Agreement shall not be amended
in any fashion except in writing, executed by both parties.


21. The parties may evidence their agreement to the foregoing upon one or several
counterparts of this instrument, which together shall constitute a single instrument.


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, COUNTY and ENTITY, by their respective authorized
agents, have caused this Agreement and its Schedules to be executed, effective as of the
date by which all parties hereto have affixed their respective signatures.
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FORENTITY:


FORCOUNTY:


CARLOS PABELLON, Director of Administration


* [print name and title, below signature line of any person signing this document]
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Date Signed: _____


Date Signed: _____







SCHEDULE A


A.1 Introduction and general description:


A.1.1 Fly Dane Partnership is a Dane County cooperative project related to the
development of digital orthophotography products and information.


A.1.2 It is intended that the partnership will consist of those entities electing to
participate in the project's benefits and costs.


A.1.3 Project scope, services, schedules, and budget are outlined in COUNTY's
Contract No. 12850. A copy of COUNTY's Contract No. 12850 is attached to
this Schedule A and incorporated herein by reference.


A.1.4 The vendor under COUNTY's Contract No. 12850 is Ayres Associates,
however, as between the parties to this Agreement COUNTY reserves the
right in the exercise of its discretion to change vendors as the need to do so
may arise.


A.2 COUNTY's obligations. As administrator for the project, COUNTY agrees


to: A.2.1 Provide project planning, oversight and contract administration;


A.2.2 Serve as primary contact with vendor;


A.2.3 Provide products as requested by participating entities; (See Schedule


C) A.2.4 Contribute funding as a project participant;


A.2.5 Coordinate arrangements and meetings among participating


entities; A.2.6 Communicate project information to participating entities;


A.2.7 Apply for a copyright on the data, administer the copyright and defend the
same, to the extent COUNTY acting in its sole discretion deems necessary
or advisable;


A2.8 Distribute data on behalf of participating entities;


A.2.9 Manage data distribution on behalf of participating entities;


A.2.10 Administer data licensing agreements;


A.2.11 Provide access to participating entities of data produced from the project;


A.2.12 Work with the vendor to develop a schedule for data development and delivery
based on priorities identified by participating entities and their project needs;


A.2.13 Develop quality control specifications;


A.2.14 Perform quality control procedures on products developed prior to
distribution to participating entities; and


A.2.15 Act as data custodian for project data.
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A.2.16 The United States Geologic Survey — 3D Elevation Program (USGS-3DEP)
grant has been award to the COUNTY to be administered by the Wisconsin
Dept. of Administration. An agreement will provide that the terrain data
deliverables will be upgraded at no additional cost to ENTITY.


A.3 ENTITY's obligations. ENTITY agrees to:


A.3.1 Provide funding as set forth in Schedule B.


A.3.2 Share information for use in the project.


A.3.3 Target any utilities or landscape features desired by any agency or
department of ENTITY.


A.3.4 Identify any priority areas for data development and delivery.


A.3.5 Identify areas with specific product needs, Schedule C.


A.3.6 Participate in project planning meetings and the development of arrangements
with participating entities;


A.3.7 Share data with other participating entities at no cost;


A.3.8 Abide by data distribution and licensing agreements established by or entered
into by COUNTY after consultation with the participating entities; and


A.3.9 Deposit revenue from data sales into COUNTY's segregated fund to be used
for data updates as described in section 4 of this Agreement.


A.4 Timelines. The target dates for commencement or completion of the various steps in
the project are as follows:


A.4.1 Utility and landscape features targeted: If the ENTITY is interested in utility
marking, it should commence work in spring 2017 and have it in place by
early March 2017.


A.4.2 The aerial imagery and LiDAR acquisition will be conducted between mid-
March and late April 2017.


A.4.3 Processing of data: Commencing early April, 2017 or shortly after the flights
are completed and certified.


A.4.4 Aerial imagery related products including reports and metadata will be
completed and delivered to COUNTY on or before September 30, 2017.


A.4.5 Aerial imagery related products will be delivered to ENTITY on or before
October 31, 2017.


A.4.6 Terrain data related products including reports and metadata will be
completed and delivered to COUNTY on or before April 30, 2018.


A.4.7 Terrain data related products will be delivered to ENTITY on or before May 31,
2018.
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SCHEDULE B


Payments


B.1 COUNTY will issue an invoice for payment to the ENTITY following the standard
invoice process used by the COUNTY. The ENTITY shall remit payment within 30
days of receipt of invoice.


B.2 ENTITY'S obligation for payment


B.2.1 Total contribution $ 1,560.61


6.3 Payment Schedule


B.3.1 One-time invoice will be send following Imagery
Acquisition Acceptance on or before May 31, 2017 $ 1,560.61
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SCHEDULE C


Deliverables


C.1 2017 Aerial Imagery (as specified)


C.1.1 Aerial Imagery - Base Products:


C.1.1.1 Six-inch resolution, 4-band, true color imagery


C.1.1.2 Per mile units follow Public Land Survey System (PLSS) sections.


 TO5N-R1OE sections 1, 12
 TO5N-R11E sections 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 16, 17, 18
 TO6N-R1OE sections 36
 TO6N-R11E sections 28, 29, 31, 32, 33, 34


C.1.1.3 Municipal mosaic (MrSID format)


C.1.2 Partner Buy-up:


C.1.2.1 3-inch resolution, 4-band, true color imagery


 None requested


C.1.3 Multi-Participant Support:


C.1.3.1 ENTITY can contract with Ayres to develop other mosaic (MrSID
format), of various geographic extents, to provide a seamless
image of a project area beyond the municipality.


C.1.3.2 ENTITY can contract with Ayres to generate orthophoto imagery
in other file formats or other compressed formats, as specified
by ENTITY.


C.1.3.3 Pricing outlined in the Contract No 12850, Schedule B.4


C.2 2017 Terrain Data (as specified)


C.2.1 Terrain Data - Base Products:


C.2.1.1 LiDAR point and digital terrain surface with 1-foot contours:


 TO5N-R1OE sections 1, 12
 TO5N-R11E sections 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 16, 17, 18
 TO6N-R1OE sections 36
 TO6N-R11E sections 28, 29, 31, 32, 33, 34


C.3 COUNTY will make the following Fly Dane 2017 products available to ENTITY
upon request:


C.3.1 Six-inch resolution, 4-band, true color imagery outside of areas
identified above.


C.3.2 Base digital terrain data outside of areas identified above;
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C.4 Upon request, COUNTY will provide a hardcopy poster displaying the
imagery produced over the ENTITY area.
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Executive Summary 
 
This report discusses and assesses rehabilitation and replacement options for the 
Jefferson Street pedestrian bridge. 
 
The long term recommended option, Option 2, is to replace the existing concrete deck 
with a nail laminated timber deck slab with an asphalt wearing surface. This alternative 
has the lowest initial costs. The opinion of probable cost of construction for this 
alternative is $180,000.  
 
A short term solution consisting of adding transverse timber decking directly on the 
existing concrete deck is also recommended. The estimated cost of materials only for 
this option is $3,000. 
 
Introduction 
 
Kjohnson Engineers, Inc was retained by the City of Stoughton to evaluate the condition 
of the existing pedestrian structure and to recommend rehabilitation or replacement 
options for this structure. 
 
The bridge is located between Water Street and Main Page Court in the City of 
Stoughton. The structure crosses the Yahara River and is used to carry pedestrian 
traffic. No plans are available for this bridge. It is estimated that the bridge was 
constructed in the 1930’s which is consistent with the vintage of the 15 inch American 
standard beams that were field measured. 
 
The bridge is a 4 span steel deck girder supported by steel caissons at the piers and 
concrete abutments with an overall length of 152 feet. The concrete deck is 8 feet wide. 
The four 38 foot spans are simply supported. There are three 15 inch interior beams 
and two exterior channels that support the 3 inch concrete deck. The girder spacing is 
24 inches. There are 5 inch by 3 inch steel angles attached transversely to the bottom 
flanges of the girders at mid point of each span. The bridge railing consists of 3 1/2 inch 
by 2 1/2 inch steel angle posts supporting three 3 inch horizontal steel channels with a 
height of 40 inches. 
 
A field inspection was performed on May 9, 2012. The inspection consisted of a visual 
inspection of the superstructure and substructure components. A boat was used to 
access the underside of the superstructure. Conclusions and recommendations in this 
report represent the professional opinion of Jeff Melville, P.E.  
 
Inspection Findings 
 
In general the structure is in fair condition. The girders show localized areas of rust and 
deterioration to the top flanges and at bearing areas. Several of the steel girders exhibit 
severe rust/deterioration to the top flange areas. The concrete deck is severely 
deteriorated with scaling, cracking and spalling on the surface and several areas of 
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severe spalling and exposed deteriorated reinforcement underneath. The abutments 
and piers appear to be generally sound.  
 
Substructure 
 
Abutments 
 
The structure is supported by concrete abutments at each end of the bridge. The east 
abutment is exposed 2 feet in height and is in good condition. The west abutment has a 
5 foot exposed vertical face. A vertical crack extends full height near the center of the 
bridge. There is evidence of horizontal cracking and leaching with efflorescence near 
the base. There is heavy leaching and spalling in the southwest corner. The southwest 
wing wall has been previously repaired. 
 
Piers 
 
The piers are 2 foot diameter steel caissons filled with concrete. A 6 foot high steel plate 
curtain wall spans between the two steel caissons at each pier. The steel caisson shells 
were drilled at two locations and were determined to be filled with concrete. The 
caissons are riveted together. The northwest caisson shows heavy deterioration to 
several rivets due to extreme pressure from rusting. The caissons are topped with a flat 
steel plate which provides support for the exterior girders. These plates are severely 
rusted and deteriorated. 
 
There was no evidence of stream scouring at the abutments or piers. 
 
Superstructure 
 
Girders 
 
The girders consist of three 15 inch interior steel beams and two 15 inch exterior 
channel sections. The steel beams are generally in good condition with the exception of 
heavy rust deterioration to the top flanges. There are various degrees of this 
deterioration throughout the structure. At least two beams would require replacement for 
rehabilitation considerations. 
 
The existing paint on the steel girders was tested for lead content and the results were 
negative. 
 
Concrete Deck 
 
The concrete deck is 3 inches thick by 8 feet wide. It is simply supported on the three 
interior beams and two exterior channels. There is one mat of reinforcing steel which 
appears to have been laid on top of the existing beam flanges. The deck is in overall 
very poor condition. The top surface is heavily cracked and deteriorated. There are 
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several deck patches that are also failing due to the underlying poor condition of the 
original concrete. Underneath there are several bays where the concrete has spalled 
away entirely from the reinforcing. The exposed reinforcing is severely deteriorated. 
 
Bridge Railing 
 
The railing consists of steel angles for vertical posts and three lines of steel channels for 
the horizontal members. The angle posts are bolted to the steel channels. 
Miscellaneous angles are welded to the posts for additional bracing. The center post in 
each span is supported additionally by a diagonal brace extending to a lower lateral 
brace bolted to the bottom flanges of the bridge girders at mid span.  
 
The bridge railing currently functions as intended as a pedestrian railing. 
 
Structural Evaluation 
 
An evaluation of the existing steel girders was performed to determine the adequacy of 
the girders for the various rehabilitation options. The capacity of the existing girders will 
allow for the normal pedestrian loading criteria of 85 pounds per square foot in addition 
to a separate independent single maintenance vehicle load of 20,000 pounds. Although 
the foundation support of the abutments and piers is unknown it is the opinion of this 
author that these substructures would be capable of sustaining this loading also. 
 
Scour/Highwater/Freeboard Considerations 
 
The existing structure has been in place for an extended period, most likely since the 
1930’s. There appears to be no visible signs of stream scour or previous stream counter 
action measures. The existing steel beams provide approximately 6 feet of navigational 
clearance above the observed water conditions. Based on the existing Flood Insurance 
Study for the Yahara River there is approximately 4 feet of clearance between the 100 
year flood elevation and the bottom of the steel beams. There appears to be limited risk 
associated with scour or highwater conditions associated with this site. 
 
Rehabilitation/Replacement Options 
 
The following options have been evaluated for consideration: 
 


1. Short term deck rehabilitation 
2. Deck replacement – Timber 
3. Deck replacement – Concrete 
4. Superstructure replacement – Timber 
5. Bridge replacement – Multi-use structure  
6. Bridge replacement – Vehicular one way traffic with sidewalk 
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It is assumed for the purposes of this study that the City of Stoughton has adequate real 
estate interests at the site for bridge replacement Options 5 and 6. Cost breakdowns for 
each alternate can be found in the appendix. 
 
1. Short Term Deck Rehabilitation 
 
It is anticipated that it may take several years to provide for funding, design and 
construction of a long term solution at this site. The severely deteriorated existing 
concrete deck poses a maintenance and potential safety hazard. In the interim between 
providing a long term solution a viable option is to provide a “sleeper” timber deck 
directly on top of the existing concrete.  
 
Treated timber 2 by 4 longitudinal runners would be fastened to the concrete deck 
directly over the existing girder lines. Eight foot long treated timber 2 by 8 planking 
would then be attached perpendicular to the runners creating a new walking surface 
maintaining the existing eight foot width. The estimated material costs for the timber and 
fasteners are approximately $3,000 and could be potentially installed using City forces. 
The estimated life of this option is 5-10 years at which time a more permanent solution 
would be needed. 


 
2. Deck Replacement – Timber 
 
This rehabilitation involves removing the existing concrete deck and steel railing. The 
existing deck would be replaced by a nail laminated treated timber slab with a 10 foot 
clear width between railings. A 54 inch timber bike/pedestrian railing would be installed. 
A 2-inch asphalt wearing surface would be placed on top of the timber slab. This design 
allows for an 85 psf pedestrian load as well as an alternate maintenance vehicle load of 
20,000 pounds. 
 
Bridge repairs would include replacement of at least two girders and replacement of the 
steel caisson top bearing plates at the piers, painting girders, limited repairs to the west 
abutment concrete and nominal asphalt approach work to the bridge. The probable 
opinion of cost for this alternate is $180,000. The estimated life span of this alternate is 
estimated to be 30 years at which time it is assumed the remaining life of the existing 
bridge would be depleted.  
 
3. Deck Replacement – Concrete 


 
This rehabilitation involves removing the existing concrete deck and steel railing. The 
existing deck would be replaced by a 6 inch concrete deck with a 10 foot clear width 
between railings. A 54 inch steel ornamental bike/pedestrian railing would be installed. 
This design allows for an 85 psf pedestrian load as well as an alternate maintenance 
vehicle load of 20,000 pounds. 
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Bridge repairs would include replacement of at least two girders and replacement of the 
steel caisson top bearing plates at the piers, painting girders, limited repairs to the west 
abutment concrete and nominal asphalt approach work to the bridge. The probable 
opinion of cost for this alternate is $197,000. The estimated life span of this alternate is 
estimated to be 30 years at which time it is assumed the remaining life of the existing 
bridge would be depleted. 
 
4. Superstructure Replacement – Timber 
 
This option involves removing all superstructure components. Only the concrete 
abutments and bridge piers would remain. A new timber nail laminated slab consisting 
of four 38 foot spans would be installed on the existing abutments and piers along with 
nominal asphalt approach work to the bridge. The clear width between railings would be 
10 feet and utilize a 54 inch bike/pedestrian timber rail. This design allows for an 85 psf 
pedestrian load as well as an alternate maintenance vehicle load of 20,000 pounds. The 
probable opinion of cost for this alternate is $220,000. The estimated life span of this 
alternate is estimated to be 40 years at which time it is assumed the remaining life of 
the existing bridge would be depleted. 
 
5. Bridge Replacement – Multi-Use Structure 
 
This option would remove the existing bridge entirely and replace it with a prefabricated 
steel truss structure constructed of self weathering steel. The estimated length is 160 
foot long and would have a minimum clear width of twelve feet. A 54 inch 
bike/pedestrian railing would be installed. This design allows for an 85 psf pedestrian 
load as well as an alternate maintenance vehicle load of 20,000 pounds. The probable 
opinion of cost for this alternate is $400,000. The estimated life span of this structure is 
75 years minimum. 
 
6. Bridge Replacement – One Way Vehicular Traffic With Sidewalk 
 
This option assumes that Jefferson Street would be extended from Main Page Court to 
the intersection with Water Street to function as a one way public street. For purposes 
of this discussion a new structure 160 feet long with an 18 foot clear width roadway for 
vehicular and bicycle traffic and a 6 foot raised sidewalk on one side would be 
constructed for pedestrians. Approximately 100 feet of adjacent roadway approach 
would be needed. The probable opinion of cost for this alternate is $775,000. The 
estimated life span of this structure is 75 years minimum. 


 
Conclusion 
 
A life cycle cost analysis was prepared for Options 2 through 5 and is included in the 
appendix. The analysis summarizes present value costs for each option over a 75 year 
life cycle. 
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Option 2, replacing the existing concrete deck with a nail laminated timber slab and 
timber pedestrian/bicycle railing while utilizing the existing steel beam superstructure, is 
the recommended alternative. This option has the lowest initial construction cost which 
is estimated at $180,000 and is within 2.5% of the lowest life cycle cost alternative of 
replacing the entire superstructure with a timber panel laminated slab.  
 
Depending on availability of funding and time frame for this project it would be beneficial 
to re-evaluate the superstructure replacement alternative if the rehabilitation is not 
completed within approximately 5 years. The longer the existing steel superstructure 
continues to deteriorate the less desirable replacing only the concrete deck and railing 
becomes.  
 
A short term solution consisting of adding transverse timber decking directly on the 
existing concrete deck is also recommended. The estimated cost of materials only for 
this option is $3,000. 
 
Funding 
 
Two potential funding sources were identified through the Wisconsin Department of 
Transportation. Both programs are highly competitive. Both programs are not currently 
accepting applications at this time. Future funding of these programs is dependent on 
continuation of these programs in the federal Highway Transportation Bill currently 
being discussed. 
 
Further information can be found on the Departments web site at the following link: 
http://www.dot.wisconsin.gov/localgov/index.htm. 
 
Local Transportation Enhancements (TE):  
 
Funds have been awarded for projects through state fiscal year 2014. No program cycle 
is planned for calendar year 2012. Information on the next program cycle will be posted 
on the Web page in calendar year 2013. 
 
Program objective:  
To promote activities that would “enhance” the surface transportation system. Program 
funds are intended to accomplish something “above and beyond” what is normally done 
on highway projects. The Transportation Enhancements (TE) Program is designed to 
fund projects that enhance traditional highway facilities and promote multi‐modal 
activities. The TE program is intended to promote the development of a range of 
activities that complement or enhance a project or an sarea served by a transportation 
project.  
 
Program eligibility:  
Projects must meet federal and state requirements. Local governments with taxing 
authority, state agencies and Indian tribes are eligible for funding. Projects costing 
$200,000 or more that involve construction are eligible for funding, as are 



http://www.dot.wisconsin.gov/localgov/index.htm�
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non‐construction projects costing $50,000 or more. Additionally, the project must be 
usable when it is completed and not staged so that additional money is needed to make 
it a useful project. A project sponsor must pay for a project and then seek 
reimbursement for the project from the state. Federal funds will provide up to 80% of 
project costs, while the sponsor must provide at least the other 20%. 
 
Safe Routes To School (SRTS): 
 
The SRTS 2013-2014 application cycle is now closed. Information on the next program 
cycle will be posted on the Web page later. 
 
Program objective:  
Safe Routes to School (SRTS) is an international movement that promotes walking and 
bicycling to school. In 2005, the United States Congress signed into law a federally 
funded Safe Routes to School Program, allocating money to all 50 states and the 
District of Columbia. The goals of the program are:  
 To enable and encourage children, including those with disabilities, to walk and 


bicycle to school.  
 To make bicycling and walking to school a safer and more appealing 


transportation alternative, thereby encouraging a healthy and active lifestyle from 
an early age.  


 To facilitate the planning, development, and implementation of projects and 
activities that will improve safety and reduce traffic, fuel consumption, and air 
pollution in the vicinity of schools.  


 
Program eligibility:  
Projects must meet federal and state requirements. Local governments with taxing 
authority, state agencies and Indian tribes are eligible for funding. Projects costing 
$25,000 or more that involve construction are eligible for funding, as are 
non‐construction projects costing $10,000 or more. Additionally, the project must be 
usable when it is completed and not staged so that additional money is needed to make 
it a useful project. A project sponsor must pay for a project and then seek 
reimbursement for the project from the state. Federal funds will provide up to 100% of 
project costs.  
 
Under SAFETEA‐LU, the Safe Routes to School projects must: 
  Promote and/or improve conditions for walking and/or bicycling to school.  
 Focus on children in Kindergarten through eighth grade (Grades K – 8).  
 Be located within a two‐mile radius of any elementary or middle school (Grades K 


– 8). 
 Be open to both public and private schools.  
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Permitting 
 
With the exception of Option 1, it is anticipated that work involved will require a 
Department of Natural Resources Chapter 30 permit, a Dane County Erosion Control 
Permit and a United States Army Corps of Engineers Section 404 permit. Permitting 
fees are estimated to cost less than $2,000. 
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Appendix 
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Probable Opinion of Cost 
 
 


2. Deck Replacement – Timber 
 


Timber deck and railing $60,000 
Girder replacement/repair $10,000 
Remove old deck $15,000 
Painting $30,000 
Abutment repair $5,000 
Pier caisson repair $10,000 
Asphalt surface $5,000 
Mobilization $10,000 
Design/Construction Engineering $20,000 
Contingencies $15,000 
 
 Total $180,000 
 


3. Deck Replacement – Concrete 
 


Concrete deck and railing $75,000 
Girder replacement/repair $10,000 
Remove old deck $15,000 
Painting $30,000 
Abutment repair $5,000 
Pier caisson repair $10,000 
Asphalt approach surface $2,000 
Mobilization $15,000 
Design/Construction Engineering $20,000 
Contingencies $15,000 
 
 Total $197,000 


 
4. Superstructure Replacement – Timber 


 
Timber panel laminated slab and railing $120,000 
Remove old bridge $20,000 
Abutment repair $10,000 
Pier caisson repair $10,000 
Asphalt surface/approaches $10,000 
Mobilization $20,000 
Design/Construction Engineering $20,000 
Contingencies $10,000 
 
 Total $220,000 
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5. Bridge Replacement – Multi-Use Structure 
 


Prefab steel truss $230,000 
Remove old bridge  $25,000 
New concrete abutments $45,000 
Asphalt approach surface $25,000 
Mobilization $30,000 
Design/Soils Investigation/Construction Engineering $35,000 
Contingencies $10,000 
 
 Total $400,000 
 
6. Bridge Replacement – One Way Vehicular Traffic With 


Sidewalk 
 


3 span concrete slab bridge $530,000  
Remove old bridge $25,000 
Roadway approach work $75,000 
Mobilization $30,000 
Design Engineering/Soils Investigation $45,000 
Construction Engineering/Contingencies $70,000 
 
 Total $ 775,000 
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Life Cycle Cost Analysis
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Year 2. Deck Replacement - Timber 3. Deck Replacement - Concrete 4. Superstructure Replacement - 


Timber
5. Bridge Replacement - Multi-Use 


Structure


0 years $180,000 $197,000 $220,000 $400,000


30 years New Structure $400,000 New Structure $400,000


40 years New Structure $400,000 Deck Replacement $25,000


75 years Residual Service Life Value $400,000 x 30/75 = $160,000 $400,000 x 30/75 = $160,000 $400,000 x 40/75 = $215,000 $0


Year Present Value


0 years $180,000 $197,000 $220,000 $400,000


30 years $165,000 $165,000


40 years $125,000 $8,000


75 years (Salvage Value) ($17,000) ($17,000) ($25,000) $0


Total Cost Present Value $328,000 $345,000 $320,000 $408,000


Assumes 3% discount rate and 75 year analysis period. The short term deck rehabilitation and bridge replacement for use as a public street options were not included since these have different


functionalities.  





		Jefferson Street Pedestrian Bridge
































































Item Sewer Utility Water Utility Storm Sewer Street Total


Harrison Street $87,300.00 $33,870.00 $138,915.00 $260,085.00
Brickson Street and Manilla Street $55,650.00 $102,650.00 $46,003.34 $137,571.66 $341,875.00
Division Street $1,800.00 $32,400.00 $64,808.34 $270,756.66 $369,765.00
Park Street $86,200.00 $87,700.00 $113,365.00 $287,265.00
Henry Street $89,600.66 $97,068.66 $200,275.68 $386,945.00
Milwaukee Street $122,490.00 $122,490.00
Ridge Street / IKI $53,705.00 $53,705.00


Total $320,550.66 $529,883.66 $110,811.68 $860,884.00 $1,822,130.00


Preliminary Breakdown of Construction Costs by Street and Department
2017 Street and Utility Reconstruction - Contract 1-2017


City of Stoughton





