PROCEEDINGS OF THE BROWN COUNTY
EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
Pursuant to Section 19.84 Wis. Stats., a regular meeting of the Brown County Executive Committee was held on
Wednesday, September 9, 2020 in the Auditorium of the Brown County Central Library, 515 Pine Street, Green Bay,
Wisconsin.

Present:
Also Present:

I.

Chair Sieber, Vice-Chair Buckley, Supervisor Brusky (via speaker phone), Supervisor Deneys,
Supervisor Landwehr, Supervisor Schadewald, Supervisor Van Dyck
Corporation Counsel David Hemery, Director of Administration Chad Weininger, Internal Auditor Dan
Process, Supervisor Borchardt, Health and Human Services Director Erik Pritzl, other interested
parties.

Call meeting to order.
The meeting was called to order by Chair Sieber at 5:30 pm.

II.

Approve/modify Agenda.
Motion made by Supervisor Landwehr, seconded by Supervisor Deneys to approve. Vote taken. MOTION
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

III.

Approve/modify Minutes of March 9 and May 11, 2020.
Supervisor Brusky informed the word UNANIMOUSLY should be struck from the motion at Item 19a on the
March 9, 2020 minutes.
Motion made by Supervisor Schadewald, seconded by Supervisor Landwehr to strike the word
UNANIMOUSLY from the motion at Item 19a on the March 9, 2020 minutes. Vote taken. MOTION
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Comments from the Public. None.
1.

Review Minutes of:
a) Benefits Advisory Committee of September 12 & October 3, 2019 and July 10 & July 22, 2020.
Motion made by Supervisor Buckley, seconded by Supervisor Van Dyck to receive and place on file.
Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
b) Supervised Release Committee of December 30, 2019 and June 16 & 25 and July 30, 2020.
Motion made by Supervisor Landwehr, seconded by Supervisor Buckley to receive and place on file.
Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Communications
2.

Communication from Supervisor Schadewald re: This communication is my request for the annual budget
hearings (committee and full board) be done virtually to allow both in-person and virtual participation by
all supervisors and staff members. Referred from July County Board.
Chair Sieber asked Corporation Counsel David Hemery to provide an opinion as to if this is a decision that can
be made by the Committee rather than the County Board Chair. Hemery said without the full Board voting
on something, it is up the the Chair of each Committee to determine their agendas, but if this issue is taken
up tonight and action is taken, it can go forward to the County Board for further discussion and action.

Hemery continued that it may be better to make a motion to hold the meeting virtually because it is his
understanding that mixed meetings are not able to be done successfully at this time with the current
equipment we have, so there would likely be a cost to having a mixed meeting as outside help would be
necessary. It is certainly within the Committee and the Board’s power, if it is technologically possible, to say
that all budget-related Committee meetings and the County Board budget meeting be held virtually.
Supervisor Schadewald said this communication applies only to budget Committee meetings and the County
Board budget meeting. He is hoping to motivate the County Board and administration to figure out a way to
accommodate department heads and Supervisors who do not want to be exposed to COVID-19 but still have
full representation at the County Board. He is not aware of anyone having COVID at this time, but if someone
is exposed and must quarantine, department heads or Supervisors may not be able to participate in the most
important meeting of the year. Schadewald wants full participation in the budget meeting and that is why he
brought this forward. The reality of department heads or Supervisors having to miss the budget meeting due
to COVID exists. He would like to accommodate for this and noted that they tried a joint virtual and inperson meeting at Administration Committee, but it did not work very well. He would like to explore ways
for people who are off-site to communicate and hear what is going on on-site.
Supervisor Landwehr said he obviously wants to make any accommodations that are feasible and workable.
His concern for the budget meeting is potentially having 20 people set up via speaker phone and he does not
know if that is even possible. We need to think of what is possible and practical. He noted that he is having
some trouble hearing Supervisor Brusky who is appearing at this meeting via speaker phone and he questions
if having a number of speaker phones going at budget time would be practical and understandable.
Supervisor Deneys informed he has spoken with Technology Services Director August Neverman regarding
the possibility of having a number of participants appear at the budget meetings via speaker phone.
Neverman indicated the more people appearing by phone and the more pieces of technology involved, the
more complex it gets because of the loops. Eventually a soundboard would be needed to control this
because of all the loops, and this would cost money. Deneys said his understanding is that we would have to
employ someone from an outside company to control this.
Director of Administration Chad Weininger indicated that Neverman said the more technical it would get, the
more complex it gets and the more expensive it gets. He recalled that they tried a joint in-person and virtual
meeting at Administration Committee and it did not work well. Having one person appear via speaker phone
like tonight’s meeting works a little better, but it is only one line. The current phone system allows a number
of people to call in on one line, but it becomes a problem when there are a number of people conferencing
on one speaker phone. This would also be problematic during the budget meeting because the people who
are not in person at the meeting would not be able to receive any handouts. Doing the meeting virtually
would allow for sharing handouts and other information in real time. Weininger said they could do a test to
see how it would work with a number of people on speaker phone, but the problem would be to know who is
speaking. He feels an in-person meeting with a virtual component would have to be handled by someone
outside the county. The other challenge would be finding a location to house the number of staff that attend
the budget meeting. These are the logistical things we would need to look at.
Supervisor Buckley noted he has attended some of the recent Committee meetings and the Chairs know how
to best conduct their meetings. His personal opinion regarding the budget meeting is to set up a schedule for
the department heads allocating each of them a specific time to present their budget and to also have a
backup person in their department to handle things if necessary. Department heads should be thinking
about this now to make sure they are covered. Buckley continued that the Committee meetings he has
attended recently have run smoothly and he has no doubt the budget meeting will be the same. One of the
concerns he has with allowing people to call in is what the criteria will be that would allow someone to call in
rather than attend in person. Also, depending on what building the budget meeting will take place in,
Buckley has concerns about how easy it will be to hear and understand someone appearing by phone.
Supervisor Van Dyck does not have any opposition in trying to make accommodations and understands that if
that is the route we go, it is going to cost money and we have to decide if we are going to spend the money.
There will be some cost to whatever accommodations are made. He is opposed to doing the budget meeting

100% virtually and added that Ed and Rec has met in person the last two months and it has gone well. Van
Dyck further noted that sometimes department heads bring a number of their staff to budget meetings, but
he does not feel that is necessary with the circumstances this year. He also feels there is not a lot to decide
in the budget as there is not any extra money to spend and he feels that the entire budget meeting should be
fairly low key. If accommodations would only be made for a few participants, Van Dyck does not have a
problem with that, but reiterated he is not in favor of a 100% virtual budget meeting.
Motion made by Supervisor Schadewald, seconded by Supervisor Brusky to provide technical support for
Supervisors and staff who need accommodations at the October 28 full County Board budget meeting.
Vote taken. Ayes: Schadewald, Sieber, Landwehr, Brusky Nay: Buckley, Deneys Abstain: Van Dyck
MOTION CARRIED
Schadewald and Van Dyck both referenced an e-mail received from the ADRC regarding a desire to speak at
the budget meeting, but not wanting to have to attend in person. Van Dyck questioned if ADRC staff are
going out to assisted living facilities and meeting with clients. Supervisor Borchardt informed that staff is
meeting with clients on an appointment basis only and it is very limited. All staff meetings at the ADRC are
being held virtually and each staff member remains in their own office during these meetings. Van Dyck
expressed concern in that staff have lives outside of work and are likely not completely isolated in their
homes but are still also seeing clientele and this makes him question the concern about appearing at the
budget meeting out of concern for the clientele. Borchardt reiterated that the contact between ADRC staff
and their clients is very limited and by appointment only. Buckley also questioned the concern with coming
to the budget meeting if staff is still seeing clientele.
Regarding the motion, Landwehr pointed out there is no reference to what amount would be paid for outside
help to facilitate the meeting and suggested a friendly amendment to put a cap on the fiscal impact to hire an
outside firm. He does not necessarily have a problem with spending in the area of $5,000, but he does not
know if he would vote for it if the cost was more than that. He is not likely to support the motion the way it
is currently written. Schadewald responded that what he was originally looking for was not going to an
outside firm. He was looking to use equipment and technology the county already has. He is not able to
speak to any costs for an outside firm until he talks with Neverman. Schadewald continued that the
accommodations are for the people who want to limit their exposure for whatever personal reasons they
have. He said COVID is a real disease that really kills people and right now there are three times the number
of deaths from COVID than the number that died in the Vietnam war. He also noted the county has spent a
great deal of money due to COVID and to say that you will only accommodate people for a certain amount of
money is not a valid argument to him. Landwehr said that just with one person on speaker phone tonight,
there are problems hearing the speaker and if we are looking at spending a lot of money and multiplying the
problems, he will just vote against the motion. He was trying to make the motion more specific so he could
vote for it, but he will be voting against it as is. Schadewald said his hope is that we can at least decide to try
to make some accommodations and be helpful and he said voting against this shows Supervisors do not care
about others.
Buckley appreciates what Schadewald is saying, however, he does take some offense because there have
been a lot of people that have worked hard to be sure people are accommodated as much as possible. In
addition, there is a segment of Supervisors, employees and public who want to have a public meeting held in
person. Buckley continued that the Committee Chairs control their meetings and they get to decide how the
meetings are held. Just because a Chair chooses to have meetings in person does not mean a communication
has to be put in to make all Chairs hold their meetings the same way. One Committee has chosen to meet
virtually and that is their choice, and Buckley has not infringed upon that. With all the Committee Chairs
present at this meeting, we can decide what we want to do, or the Chairs can talk to their respective
department heads to see what their desire is. Buckley feels if we spend money on a meeting and then only a
handful of department heads show up, we will look somewhat foolish to the public. He does not feel we
should all be lumped together as not caring.
Van Dyck feels we need to define what the accommodation is going to be because the reality is the
accommodation will be different for one person than for 10 people and different still for 20 people. If we
want technical support to make accommodations, we have to decide what that means because some people

will feel staff went too far while others will feel staff did not do enough. He agreed with Buckley in that
Committee Chairs determine how to run their own meetings. Van Dyck asked if there is technology available
that would allow a Supervisor to watch a meeting, but not participate and noted that discussion on any item
can be discussed at the full Board meeting, not just at the committee level. He questions if there are
different stages of accommodations that can be utilized rather than just saying we are going to try to
accommodate because that is not really defined anywhere.
Weininger said each Chairman would decide how they want their meeting set up and if the requested
accommodation is technically feasible it would be done, but if it is not technically feasible, they do not do it.
At this time, we are at the stage of trying to figure out what different accommodations are available and will
work. If the Board wants it to be perfect, be able to hear clearly and share materials, it would cost $4,000 $5,000 for every meeting. Each person would have a computer and be able to share materials. It would
really be a virtual meeting, but people would have the option of appearing in person. If accommodations
need to be made for just one person, there are other ways to handle that. It is hard to define
accommodations because it depends on each circumstance and staff does their best to make it work. Van
Dyck would be on board with spending the money as long as it is for the budget meeting only under the
current circumstances, but he is not in favor of doing this for every meeting. He is not suggesting we do not
make accommodations for Supervisors, department heads or the general public, but he does not want to hire
out for every meeting. Van Duck continued that Supervisors can get their questions answered on committee
issues by coming to the meeting or calling the Chair or department head. He does not see the same priority
for the committee meetings as for the budget meeting. He reiterated that Supervisors will always get a kick
at the can at the full Board meeting.
Borchardt asked if there would be funds available to cover this under the Cares Act. Weininger responded
that there is money set aside to cover the costs of the meetings, but noted that the Cares Act money ends on
November 5 so realistically if we are going to do this in October, there could be funds available, but after
that, funding would have to be authorized through the normal channels and a resolution.
Schadewald informed he does not know what all of the options are, but he would like this Committee to
explore what is possible. He was not anticipating that we would know exactly tonight, or even at the
September meeting, but he does want to explore the options as there may be something we are currently
not aware of. He is pushing that we consider meeting the needs of some of those who have the desire to
attend and vote at the budget meeting but not participate in person. Schadewald continued that he holds his
Committee meetings in person, but if one of his members said to him they cannot come to a meeting
because of COVID, he would try to accommodate them. If other Committee Chairs do it differently, that is
fine. Learning what options are available may be good knowledge in the future. Schadewald’s goal with this
communication is to look at the situation we are in this year and what can be done to accommodate people.
Deneys agrees with the accommodation part of this and feels we have to make accommodations where
necessary. He pointed out that he has not heard any of the Committee Chairs or the Board Chair make any
statements or give any indication that we would not make accommodations when necessary. He noted that
one of the department heads who reports to Public Safety will not be able to attend the budget meeting
because he works in Dane County and Dane County will not allow him to attend meetings where more than
10 people are present so accommodations will need to be made for him. Deneys does not feel we need a
motion to take away the powers of the Committee Chairs and the County Board Chair, especially when he
has not heard anyone say they are not going to do what the motion is asking for. He agreed with Brusky that
Committee Chairs have certain powers and they should retain those. He also noted Weininger has indicated
there is funding to make accommodations and if the accommodations are not being made, there are ways for
the person who is not being accommodated to properly work through that. He sees a motion on this
unnecessary and he will probably vote against it.
Buckley noted the budget meeting is not until October 28 and a lot can happen between now and then. We
may not be able to accommodate everyone, but so far, we have done as much as we can to accommodate
those who need it. He feels the administration, Corporation Counsel and TS have bent over backwards to try
to accommodate people. As we continue to move forward, maybe something will change in the next six
weeks. If each Committee Chair has the ability to run their meetings and if Schadewald runs a meeting and

comes up with something that is going to work to accommodate someone, we can talk about it to see if it is
going to work for everyone. At this time though Buckley feels we are too far away to have one blanket vote
as to how this is going to run because we do not even know what technology there is to handle this or what
the cost is.
Brusky pointed out that according to the news, 157 people tested positive for COVID yesterday out of 307
tests which is a 57% positivity rate. There is no way to know what will happen in the future, but at this time it
is spiking extremely high and she feels it is only prudent that we accommodate everyone at the budget
meeting, especially in light of the rampant cases. She continued that we do not know the personal situations
of department heads and staff and noted that 40 – 60% of the population has pre-existing conditions. Brusky
feels its kind and prudent and right to accommodate people, especially at this once-a-year budget meeting.
Some people seem adamant about having an in-person meeting, but she cannot understand why at this one
point in your life you would not agree to virtual meetings. One time, once a year when we have a 57%
positivity rate, a virtual meeting would be the right thing to do, even if it costs a little money. Brusky does
not know how many other people are feeling forced to come to these meetings. She has her personal
reasons for not coming but there are 26 on the Board and she knows that at least one of them feels
uncomfortable. Another said they felt forced to go and another said it was the first time they had to break
out of their circle they made an agreement with not to expose themselves to other people. At one meeting
someone said that some people are just going to have to be uncomfortable, but she does not feel it is right to
make someone feel uncomfortable. She urged the Committee to do the right thing and vote in favor of the
motion.
The motion was discussed at this time and Schadewald said he would like the motion to apply only to the full
budget meeting. He is not trying to dictate what Committee Chairs do, but he understands that Brusky was
not accommodated for last month and he is not aware of accommodations that are made for the September
County Board meeting. He would also like the motion to apply to Supervisors and staff. This discussion
should be ongoing, and we should be looking for accommodations so all Supervisors can attend the budget
meeting and staff members who do not feel safe should also be able to attend the biggest meeting of the
year.
Buckley indicated that for the last few County Board meetings Corporation Counsel has worked very hard to
provide reasonable accommodations. Hearing that we have not made accommodations is disheartening.
There are a lot of people that put in a lot of time and worked very hard to make the meetings happen at the
Resch Center. He cannot vote in favor of the motion at this time because he does not know how the meeting
is going to work, what technology we are voting on and how much it is going to cost.
Schadewald questioned what has been tried at the County Board meeting for Supervisor Brusky or anyone
else to have accommodations. He is not saying anything was done wrong; he is advocating for doing better.
Hemery said that when talking about accommodations, there is the common sense of the term and the legal
sense of the term. If a person has a medical condition or disability that prevents major life functions from
occurring, they do everything they can to offer a reasonable accommodation. The accommodation made at
the last meeting at the Resch Center was to use a private entrance to a private elevator which took the
person to a private box where they were able to attend the meeting and then leave the facility in the same
manner. Hemery continued that when an individual has a medical issue or disability, there is a requirement
to engage in a conversation with the individual to discuss what options can be offered and see if the
individual accepts them. We can offer reasonable accommodations and administration is not hesitant to do
that, but they cannot make someone accept the reasonable accommodation.
Hemery continued that what has been talked about mostly in this meeting is not accommodations in the
legal sense where there are requirements under the ADA to offer a reasonable accommodation. We have
been talking about individuals who prefer, for one reason or another, not to attend meetings in person.
What we are talking about is if someone does not want to come to a meeting for reasons other than a
medical condition or disability that meets the definitions, what accommodations should be offered. In the
case of the County Board meetings, it is up to the Board Chair to make a decision as to whether the meeting
will be all in person or all virtual. Once the County Board took up the issue and voted to meet in person, his
hands and administration’s hands were tied and they can no longer offer accommodations for individuals

who prefer not to come for very valid reasons; they can only offer accommodations for individuals with
medical conditions or disabilities that meet the definition. Legally, after the vote the County Board made to
meet in person, he cannot just say we need to try to figure out ways for people to meet other than in person.
Committee Chairs still have the ability to determine how they wish to meet and what they can pull off given
technology and resources and tonight the Committee made accommodations to allow one of the Committee
members to attend via phone. Hemery reiterated that the County Board voted to meet in person and that
limits him and the administration to only offer accommodations to someone who has a disability or medical
condition that meets the definition. At times it is found that no reasonable accommodation can be offered
and that is entirely legal and that is why he requests people contact the county the day before a meeting so
there is time to look for accommodations. He added that when technology comes into play there are a
number of considerations such as loops and feedback. What we know solidly at this time is that all in-person
meetings work and all virtual meetings work and so does making an accommodation to allow one person to
appear by phone. Hemery concluded by saying Brown County will absolutely do its best to accommodate a
person with a disability or medical condition that would prevent them from attending a meeting in person,
but when the reason for the request for accommodations is a preference, it is a whole different situation.
Since the County Board voted to hold their meetings in person, Sieber asked if that would mean a Supervisor
would not be able to appear by phone. Hemery responded that the Board can vote to change anything they
want. Without voting on any changes, Chair Buckley would be in charge of addressing that.
Buckley said so far staff has done great trying to find accommodations for those who do not wish to attend
meetings in person and questioned what the criteria would be to not attend in person. How many would be
allowed to not attend in person and at what point do we turn requests down and what criteria would be in
place to turn down requests? A combination in-person and virtual meeting was tried and did not work.
Buckley said if a number of Supervisors ask to attend the budget meeting virtually, professional help will be
needed because pointing a number of microphones at a number of phones will not work; a professional
sound board is going to be needed for everyone in the Resch Center to be able to hear. He has concerns as
to how a meeting will work with half the people not there.
Schadewald said the point of his motion is to allow for flexibility for the budget meeting and that we spend
the money to have a full production so everyone can attend. He does not feel things will be done
haphazardly if we appropriately plan for it. He is confident the County Board can have a budget meeting on
October 28 at the Resch Center where everyone can hear each other virtually or in person with the proper
equipment and the proper technical people running it, but he does not feel this can happen if we do not have
a motion to explore the alternatives.
Deneys pointed out there is no mention of disability or medical need in the motion the way it currently reads.
His concern is that he does not want this to turn into a want for accommodations instead of a need for
accommodations. He feels the motion should specify that accommodations are based on a disability or
medical need and questioned if the current motion language is enough to lock that down.
Hemery responded that the motion is broad and reminded that currently under the law, the County is
required to do what they can to accommodate those with medical, mental or physical disabilities under the
ADA. There are times when there is no accommodation that works and that is perfectly legal. The current
motion does not contain any description that this would only be for required accommodations versus
permissive accommodations.
Deneys questioned if Schadewald would be interested in a friendly amendment to add the word “medical” or
“disability” to the motion to lock it down. Hemery noted that would probably be unnecessary as the county
is already required to do that. He feels that Schadewald wanted the motion to be a bit broader so that
individuals who are not comfortable for whatever reason to come to the meeting would have the option of
appearing virtually.
Schadewald responded that he had a discussion with Hemery a while ago and his hope is that this applies to
people who for medical reasons are unconformable coming to the meeting, but if the legal language of
medical is used, it is restricted to not in today’s world. Deneys reiterated his concern is that this turns into

more of a want than a need and then half the Board or department heads do not feel comfortable attending
the meeting.
Van Dyck informed he shares Deneys’ concerns. He is not sure how to address this other than he would hope
that people are reasonable in their decision. He hears the concerns and understands that some people are
uncomfortable and feel like they are forced to come to a meeting because it is in person. Van Dyck
continued that he is all for making accommodations for people who feel strongly about it, but assuming we
can take steps to make everyone feel 100% comfortable is an unrealistic goal that is not going to happen.
Some people are comfortable going out into crowds without a mask while others do not even want to leave
their house. We have gone through the steps of hand sanitizer, wipes and social distancing at the Resch
Center. At some point it becomes a personal choice as to what to accept or not accept and when all the
protocol is laid out and you still do not feel comfortable, that is fine, but everything is laid out according to
the recommendations. He noted that he works in a people business and employees need to show up for
work. If they do not want to do that because they are uncomfortable, they have the choice to get a different
job. Van Dyck reiterated he is up for trying to make accommodations, but people still have to understand
that there is a limit as to how far they can go. He is okay with looking into trying to do some things for the
upcoming budget meeting, but shares concerns that half the Board or department heads will decide they do
not wish to attend the meeting in person and it will be a mess.
Sieber asked Health and Human Services Director Erik Pritzl if he is aware of any cases of COVID as a result of
social spread at any meetings. Pritzl responded that he is not aware of any cases tied to a meeting. Sieber
noted that Hemery has made it clear the county is already legally obligated to accommodate as much as
possible and his opinion is that the boxes in the Resch Center are very accommodating. He suggested that
Buckley ask at the September Board meeting how many Supervisors plan to attend the budget meeting in
person to get an idea of how many we may have to accommodate, and he would like Committee Chairs to do
the same. He pointed out we already know there are two department heads and at least one Supervisor who
will not show up and this has been a long discussion to accommodate three people. At the end of the day,
this communication is not really necessary because we are already doing it. However, Sieber does feel it is
important for the County Board to pass this to show we do care about our staff and Supervisors and we
should do whatever is possible to make sure all Supervisors and staff are there and passing this would show
that support from the County Board. He does not want to spend money if we do not have to, but there are
still funds available through the Cares Act.
Sieber also noted that hypothetically, if someone comes to a meeting and coughs all over the place without a
mask and then is found to be COVID positive, a number of Supervisors could end up being quarantined and if
that would overlap with the budget meeting, it would be a problem and some accommodations would need
to be made for that.
At this time, the Committee voted on the motion made earlier.
3.

Communication from Supervisor Deneys re: Amend Chapter 2 of the Brown County Ordinances to require
that if a Chair of the County Board or Committee elects to have a meeting and allows for public comments
via US postal service mail or e-mail for said meeting, that said public comments received through these
methods shall be read into the record by the Chair during the public comments section of the meeting.
Referred from July County Board.
Deneys recalled that comments from the public at a recent virtual meeting were done via e-mail. Board staff
then forwarded those e-mails to all Supervisors via e-mail, but they were never read into the minutes. Public
comments could also be made in person at the meeting and Deneys wonders how many people took the
option of making a public comment in person because they wanted their comment to be heard by the
Supervisors at the meeting as well as by the public also. He wants to have a discussion on this to ensure this
does not happen again. He feels if we are going to take public comments that are relevant and would be
heard in a public meeting, those comments should be heard during the public meeting. His suggestion was to
change Chapter 2, but at the least he wants to have a discussion on this, and he would also like to hear from
Corporation Counsel.

Buckley feels if we are going to have public comments via e-mail or US Postal Service, those comments
should be read into the record, otherwise it seems that they really do not exist. On some of the larger issues
where 50 – 60 public comments are submitted via e-mail, Buckley questions how many Supervisors read all of
them. He feels if public comments are not allowed to be made in person at the meeting, the Chairs should be
reading in the public comments that were e-mailed or mailed so those comments are part of the record.
Landwehr disagreed slightly and referred to the Eagles Nest issue where Supervisors were inundated with
hundreds of e-mails. There would not be enough time in a meeting to read all these e-mails into the record.
Further, if they were to be read into the record, why would Supervisors bother to read them when they
receive them from Board staff. He suggested that perhaps the e-mails could be attached to the official
record of the meetings which would not extend the length of the meetings. Buckley responded that in a
meeting where in-person public comments are allowed, all of the e-mails would not need to be read into the
record because those people who wish to comment would be able to come in person to give their comments.
Deneys feels this comes down to the way public comments are listed on the agenda and if the agenda says
public comments can be made in person or by following certain instructions to provide written comments in
writing rather than at the the meeting. He referenced the Eagles Nest and said that for the meeting that was
discussed at, the only comments from the public were to be e-mailed in. For other meetings, there is an
option to come in person to make comments from the public or provide comments via e-mail and those emails that meet the criteria outlined in the agenda were then forwarded to all Supervisors. It came down to
how public comments was listed on the agenda as to how the comments came in. He does not want to sit in
a meeting for three hours reading in public comments when people are allowed to come to a meeting and
give their comments in person.
Borchardt suggested that on a big topic, such as the Eagles Nest, where Supervisors are getting inundated
with public comments via e-mail for or against, reading those into the record for those who do not feel
comfortable coming to an in-person public meeting would be a good accommodation, especially if comments
are sent to a specific e-mail box specifically for public comments.
Hemery pointed out that a decision as to how public comments are handled is up to to each individual
Committee Chair. Any Chair could ask for public comments in the meetings and then could read public
comments that were e-mailed in that meet the specified criteria if they desire. If a change was made to
Chapter 2, every Committee Chair would have to do things the same way. Hemery also pointed out that at
times public comments come in from outside of the county or outside of the state. In addition, you could
have one person providing public comments a number of times by creating and using a number of different
e-mail addresses. It may be wise to leave the discretion up to the individual Chair’s because they will know
what is on the agenda and how many e-mails were received and they could then make the decision as to
reading the e-mails or not. Also, with in-person public comments, a person would be able to spend their five
minutes speaking and then they are done. People also seem to have a more difficult time providing false
information or a false name in person. If there is a rule that says every e-mail will be read, that will have to
be done at every meeting.
Deneys said he wanted to have a discussion on this because he does not know if a motion is needed at this
time. He wanted to talk about this with the Committee Chairs so when the agendas are set, the public
comments portion is considered. He is going to leave this at that for now.
Buckley added that if the Committees do not allow for open public comments at the meetings, he feels the
Chair should be reading into the record the comments that come in via e-mail or US Mail. Deneys restated
that he will not make a motion at this point, but if this comes up again, he will bring it back up.
Motion made by Supervisor Landwehr, seconded by Supervisor Schadewald to hold until the subsequent
Executive Committee meeting. Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
4.

Communication from Supervisor Van Dyck re: Discussion with possible action on moving County Board
Chambers and IT training facility to the Central Branch Library.

Van Dyck provided a handout, a copy of which is attached. He recalled that during the last term several
Supervisors took up the issue of potentially relocating the County Board Chambers from City Hall to a
different location. It was his understanding that the county’s lease with the city runs out in January 2021 and
there was something said about software incompatibility that will have to be dealt with. At that time, several
different options were explored and Van Dyck has now honed this in to look at one specific option and that is
the Central Library, either on the third floor or the lower level of the facility. After some discussion with
Library staff it became apparent that the lower level room would be more easily accessible than the third
floor. This idea was a combined effort with Library staff, Technology Services and Facilities who all looked at
the area and came up with the budget outlined in in the handout. The last page is a rendition of what the
chambers might look like post COVID. The intention of this room would not only be for County Board
meetings, but to be flexible enough to be used as the TS training facility which is currently in the Sophie
Beaumont Building. The space could also be utilized for other functions such as Committee meetings and
could also be rented out to businesses who may need a board room or something similar. Unlike the current
facility where the desks are fixed, the intention of this space would be to be much more flexible, making it
usable for multiple purposes.
Van Dyck outlined the budget in the handout and noted there is a significant amount of contingencies as well
as a significant portion related to technology. A lot of this really does not apply to the remodeling of the
room, it is more the guts of what would need to be added. At this point, this is a best guess scenario and is a
rendition of what it could look like, but Van Dyck informed anything could be changed as we go through the
process. This has been presented to the Library Board who agreed to allocate up to $500,000 for renovation
of the $20 million dollars the Library is to receive from the sales tax. Van Dyck continued that he has not
talked to Weininger yet to see if any of this equipment could be justified as part of the county’s COVID
response. He feels that at this point everything has been done up to the point of deciding if we want to
proceed to the next step which would be to put it out for design and bids.
The other option Van Dyck mentioned was the possibility of a similar type arrangement in the East Branch
Library when it is built. That would likely be less expensive, but he looks at the 90,000 square foot building of
the Central Library that is not all being utilized and this alternative usage would be a good use of the space
that is not being utilized for anything else.
Schadewald informed he toured the proposed area before the meeting, and it looks like a very good spot. He
asked if Van Dyck had a comparison of square footage for the current location at City Hall to this location.
Van Dyck informed the chambers at City Hall is approximately 4,000 and the space at the library is about
6,000 square feet.
Landwehr questioned things like available parking because most of the times the Board would be meeting,
the Library would be open. He wants to be sure the rest of the infrastructure can accommodate this, and he
does not want to miss anything. Landwehr thanked Van Dyck for the work he has done on this and wanted
to know what input there has been from Facilities. Van Dyck responded that Facilities Director Paul
Fontecchio has looked at this and Sommerville also looked at the numbers. Fontecchio would likely say that
at this stage this is his best guess as to what this is going to cost based on the parameters he has been given.
The numbers in the handout were put together by Facilities and TS. Regarding parking, Van Dyck commented
that they would do what they can to accommodate that, but overall parking downtown is not ideal
anywhere. This idea seems to have some potential and seems to be of interest to some Supervisors. If the
Board would want to have a study done to locate a facility like this at a new East Branch, that could be done
too, but would obviously take longer.
Regarding some of the costs, Buckley questioned if some of county staff could do some of the work. He
noted we have been talking about finding a new meeting place for several years and he is glad that Van Dyck
has taken the ball on this. He thinks it is a good idea to continue to explore this to find out what the costs
would be because this would be a good option and would give the Library more purpose and maybe more
visits by people. Buckley also likes that this would be another option as a place to hold Committee meetings
as well as giving local businesses the opportunity to rent the space for their needs.

Deneys agreed that a number of different spaces have been explored in the past which would have all cost
way more than what is being proposed here and said this is the best option he has seen so far. The room is
large and there are not pillars or anything else in the way. He also pointed out that the auditorium could be
used for overflow crowds and meetings could be streamed into the auditorium. Additionally, from the
Library’s standpoint, this would provide a number of options for other uses, not only for a TS training facility
but also for businesses and he noted that a lot of businesses are doing thigs virtually and cutting down their
footprints and this would be a good space for them to rent. Deneys feels this would work nicely and he is
favor of moving it forward. He said this could also be set up to be a secondary EOC so if there is a problem
with the primary EOC, this would be available.
The appropriate next step was discussed and Weininger pointed out that Ed and Rec would have oversight of
this project, but this would have to be forwarded to Administration Committee to approve use of funds from
the contingency fund to fund the RFP.
Motion made by Supervisor Schadewald, seconded by Supervisor Buckley to refer to a special
Administration Committee meeting to be held on September 16, 2020 before the September County Board
meeting. Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
Internal Auditor
5.

Budget Status Financial Reports – Board of Supervisors & Veterans’ Recognition Subcommittee for
December 31, 2019 and July 31, 2020 (unaudited).
Internal Auditor Dan Process referred to the end of year numbers for 2019 and informed the County Board
ended the year under budget. There is nothing of concern with the 2020 numbers to date.
Motion made by Supervisor Buckley, seconded by Supervisor Schadewald to receive and place on file.
Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

6.

2020 Audit and Work Plan (Status Update: August 31, 2020).
Process informed there have been some adjustments to the 2020 work plan due to COVID. He noted he has
spent quite a bit of time on COVID-related issues and as a result some of the projects will be pushed back to
2021.
Buckley noted Process worked with administration on COVID expenses and is knowledgeable in how money
was spent during that period and would likely be able to answer any questions Supervisors have.
Van Dyck said if the Sheriff and Clerk of Courts are up for re-election and raises at the end of 2021 it would
beneficial to have independent information brought forward with regard to salary and wage comparisons
from other counties and perhaps this is something Process could add to his work plan as he feels it is rather
self-serving for these officials to be doing their own research to get their raises. Process said he will add this
to his work plan for 2021.
Motion made by Supervisor Schadewald, seconded by Supervisor Buckley to approve. Vote taken.
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

7.

2021 Proposed Audit and Work Plan.
Process informed he has included COVID in the 2021 proposed work plan as it is not known what that will
bring going forward. The audit and work plan can always be adjusted as time goes on to meet the needs of
the County Board.
Motion made by Supervisor Schadewald, seconded by Supervisor Buckley to approve. Vote taken.
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Resolutions, Ordinances
8.

Resolution Authorizing One-Year Extension of Auditing Services Contract.
Process informed administration is mainly involved in this, but it does have to go through the County Board
process for approval. The current contract is in the fourth year and was included in the agenda packet. This
resolution would be for a one-year extension of this contract. In the past the contract has been extended in
two-year intervals, but at this time they are asking for a one-year extension to be sure the external auditors
are satisfying all the requirements of the contract. Landwehr asked if the extension will be at the same price
and Weininger responded that the amount of the contract increases by roughly $1,200 each year. This was
last sent out for RFP in 2007.
Motion made by Supervisor Van Dyck, seconded by Supervisor Landwehr to approve. Vote taken.
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

9.

Resolution Extending the Declaration of Emergency from 09-16-2020 to 11-04-2020 and Limiting Authority.
Weininger provided a handout, a copy of which is attached, and outlined the numbers in the handout as they
relate to Items 9 and 10. Items listed as not yet assigned are bills that have come in that have not been put
into the correct category yet. As of two weeks ago there was about $984,000 in reimbursable COVID
expenses. He talked about the staffing expenses and noted that funding for the tracing will end at the end of
the year and the funding for the Roads to Recovery positions will end on November 5. The court system
currently has some people handing out masks at the door, but those positions will be going away as will
several other positions. The county will not be doing as much expensing as there has been in the past.
Weininger continued that there is $4.2 million dollars set aside from the state to help pay for COVID expenses
such as PPE, scanners, plastic shields and retrofitting in various areas as well as jail equipment and TS
equipment. To date the county has plans to spend about $3.2 million dollars of the $4.2 million dollars. The
person that signs off on all of this is Erik Pritzl and he has recently created a committee to go over these
things and make the appropriate decisions. The county is looking at the possibility of some type of
emergency pay for staff that was out working on the frontlines and there has also been a request from the
Resch Center for some additional sanitizing equipment and these things could be paid for out of the
remaining funds. Other costs include rental of the Resch Centre for County Board meetings and costs at the
EOC Center as well as some other ancillary costs. Weininger said there is also some money set aside for
communications and if there is something else the Supervisors think the county may be missing, they should
contact Pritzl to work through it.
Looking ahead to the October budget meeting and the potential need for technology to pull the meeting off,
Van Dyck asked if there is a possibility to tap into these funds to help pay for that equipment. Weininger
responded that there may be some flexibility, but he would have to check with the state to be sure it is
recoverable. Further, it would have to be expensed before November 5 and has to really go towards COVID.
He noted that since the Board voted to hold meetings in person, it would probably be hard to justify
purchasing equipment so the Board does not have to meet in person. Van Dyck understands the vote to
meet in person, but at the same time we are trying to accommodate other people and he just does not want
to miss out on any opportunities that may exist.
Van Dyck asked if the declaration of emergency truly has to be in place in order to receive the funds
Weininger talked about. Weininger responded that whenever grant dollars are received, there needs to be a
2/3 vote by the County Board which gives administration the authority to accept the cash and change the
budget. These resolutions provide administration with the vehicle to do that. Van Dyck asked if the
declaration of emergency is needed or if accepting the money could be done some other way. Weininger
said there needs to be a vehicle in order to change the budget and this emergency declaration resolution
provides for applying and accepting state and federal resources, including but not limited to grant money and
other reimbursements. Without this declaration, every time administration was going to accept a grant or
funds from FEMA, CDC and other state grants or programs they would have to bring a budget adjustment to
the appropriate Committee for approval and then it would have to flow through to the full Board under the
regular process which would take up to two months. This declaration allows the administration to do it right
away and also allows administration to function in a streamlined method.

Van Dyck understands the reasoning for the declaration of emergency and the mechanism it provides for
administration and he also understands there are still high test results, people are still in the hospital and
people are still dying, but he expressed concern regarding the proposed language, in that he feels the term
“emergency” sends a certain message to the public. He feels “emergency” starts to lose some its attention
when it continues on and on. Van Dyck did not have a problem with this at the beginning because we did not
know what to expect, but now we have a much better picture and see that our hospitals are not being
overrun. He has concerns as to how long the emergency power is being used for funding or bookkeeping
functions and feels we need to be cognizant of what the declaration of emergency message sends to the
public and he does not want to use it over and over again.
Weininger said the first resolution would get us through to November 4 and allow administration to continue
doing what they are currently doing. After November 4 Roads to Recovery is done and he noted the FEMA
dollars are month-to-month and could end at any times. The state funds will get the county through to the
end of the year. The second resolution is from November 5 through the end of the year and during that time
the only funds would be from FEMA and whatever the Health Department is going to get from their tracing
service or any programs the state deems necessary to implement. Weininger continued we do not know
what is going to happen in the future, but the resolution is written in a way that will allow the county to
capture the funds, make sure staff has the appropriate PPE and for Public Health to continue to do their
tracing. Changing this from an emergency to a declaration of authority to address COVID procedurally could
be done and the Board could do a resolution giving administration the authority to do certain things, but
Weininger does not know if there are any special powers the Board would need to do that. Further, if
anything really bad were to happen, the County Executive and Public Health Officer can do a separate order
and under this resolution the County Executive is required to call a meeting within 48 hours. Procedurally
and logistically, Weininger feels this could be done by calling it something other than a declaration of
emergency, but there would have to be some legal research done.
Regarding the use of the term “emergency”, Buckley asked at what point COVID would not be considered an
emergency from a health standpoint. Weininger reiterated that from a logistical standpoint, the declaration
of emergency is what is needed for Public Health to do their job. Right now, we need this to capture the
funding to address COVID. When that is done, we will not need a resolution. Buckley agreed with Van Dyck
in that the emergency part has gone away and asked if the funding runs out going forward, how Public Health
would operate. Weininger explained there is an external response to COVID as well as an internal response.
Reimbursement for the internal response will end on November 4 so if there are any additional expenditures
after that, Public Health would have to get a budget adjustment that would have to be approved by the
Board for funding. Weininger continued that Public Health does have a preparedness fund with $249,000 in
it, but they would need an appropriation from the Board to spend more than that or they would tell the state
they do not have funds and the state would need to come in and fund the job.
Buckley said it is his understanding that a lot of people that are going in to be tested for COVID are doing so
because they were potentially exposed versus before when everyone could get tested. Pritzl responded
there have been different testing phases throughout COVID. Very early on, it was very narrow as to who got
tested; it was only symptomatic individuals. Then they went to community test sites that were very open
where anyone who wanted to be tested could be tested. At this point, testing is done for people who have
symptoms or have had close contact with someone who is positive. There are also some healthcare systems
that have resumed testing of pre-operation or pre-procedure testing. Long-term care facilities are also doing
testing as required under state direction and those numbers are captured in the total numbers as are the
numbers from Green Bay Correctional Institution who is doing rounds of testing.
Buckley noted the county is currently getting reimbursed for the tracers, but from people he has talked to,
people are confused about the numbers and he questioned if the numbers are high because of all the
positive cases at GBCI, which he considers an isolated incident. He feels we need to be careful not to alarm
the public when we report things like 60% of the people tested were positive when the majority of the
people who are being sent for testing are showing symptoms.
Pritzl responded that he does not know what drove the recent 57% positivity rate, but when they see results
like that, they do try to understand it better. There could be a number of reasons for a spike in results such

as lab backups, a testing campaign or things of that nature. Pritzl will talk about this recent spike with the
healthcare systems next time he talks to them. He continued that it is important to remember we are all
functioning at different layers of government right now together. We are at the local level, but we are trying
to function according to the direction we are getting by the state, which is driven by a federal response. The
framework for trying to manage a pandemic is quite different than trying to manage a disaster such as a
tornado. Until there is a treatment and vaccine and ways to manage the spread effectively where it starts to
abate somewhat, we will likely continue to see things like spikes in test results and all the layers of
government will need to continue to work together.
Sieber asked Pritzl for his best guess as to where COVID is going and what the new normal may look like and
what has been learned and where we may be headed. Pritzl said an epidemiologist is one of the things that is
in the list of future expenses. Back in April when the CDC was here, a lot of people felt the county was at its
peak but there was a lot of discussion that the county probably was not at its peak. We had to tailor the
response to the situation in front of us. We ramped up and started doing a lot of multijurisdictional activities
with De Pere and Oneida Nation and started to do testing campaigns and operating isolation and quarantine
sites, making sure they had every response they can. We have also had to be sensitive as to what the public
wants to know and needs to know and some of the other things like how to balance the economic realities of
COVID.
Pritzl continued that we have heard to get ready for a vaccination at some point and plans need to be
developed for that, although there is not a specific vaccine or timetable right now. Looking at how mass
vaccinations were handled in the past will provide a framework to work from. They will continue to work
with their healthcare partners like other pieces of government and healthcare systems to deliver the services
that are needed; whether it is managing the response or actually delivering the services that are needed.
Bringing all the partners together is something Public Health does really well. What has been learned in the
past few months is the county has excellent partners to work with and there are many people that are
capable of doing amazing work and testing was a great example of this. Pritzl noted that Brown County’s
isolation and quarantine model was used statewide. Public Health saw things coming, reacted to those
things, and developed the appropriate plans and were successful.
Sieber noted the handout provided by Weininger was labeled “reimbursable expenses” and asked if there
were any non-reimbursable expenses related to COVID. Weininger responded that all COVID expenses are
tied to a reimbursable expense and that is how it is tracked. County staff has done a good job of tracking and
capturing all the costs related to COVID. Sieber asked if any of the COVID-related positions, including the
epidemiologist position will be included in the budget book or if expenses can be captured before November
4 for the funding of those positions. Weininger said there is the November 4 deadline, but there is also the
December 31 deadline which affects the tracers. At this time the tracers are LTE positions and there is no
plan to make any FTEs out of those positions, but that can be discussed in greater detail in December. Pritzl
added that this gets into how we operate. They take a very measured approach, for example with regard to
the the contract tracers, the state said through December 31 there is this much money and the county can do
this much. If the state comes forward with a funding package, Public Health will look at what they can do.
They are only committing to what is reimbursable at this time.
Sieber wants to be sure decisions are being made based on what is best for the community, not what the
state is going to pay for. Weininger said a lot of the county’s response is based off what funding is available.
So far there has been enough funds for Public Health to carry out what they need. Going into next year, if
the feds and state say they are not going to pay for tracers but Public Health feels tracers are necessary and
the Board agrees, we would be able to make adjustments to come up with additional funds to fund several
tracers or they could also reprioritize staff to do some of these duties. Sieber wants to be sure that if Public
Health feels the community is better off with something that there is no funding for, that it is still brought to
the Board to make a decision.
Van Dyck informed he is agreeable to Item 9, but he will not vote for Item 10 because he does not feel there
is a reason to do it tonight. He feels we already went down this path with Supervisor Suennen’s request at
the last Board meeting to extend the emergency declaration until the end of the year, but that got turned
down. Now it seems like we are almost coming back around and doing the same thing. Van Dyck feels Item

10 could easily be handled at the budget meeting if necessary and he asked that we take a serious look at the
need for this. He understands the funding part and the ease of the mechanism of the declaration, but he
would feel more comfortable if we can better define this. He has trouble in that the resolution says “on 3-182020 the Brown County Board of Supervisors declared that an emergency exists within the county by reason
of an imminent threat of disaster impairing medical care, health and other systems in the county due to
COVID-19”. That is pretty heavy language and Van Dyck does not feel we are currently at that stage. This
resolution is for funding mechanism purposes which he does not feel is an imminent threat. He understands
the purpose of the resolution and is not saying he does not support why we are doing it, at least up to
November 4, but beyond that we can take a further look at this and see if there is a different way of going
about this mechanism without the declaration of emergency language which he would be more comfortable
with. He will support Item 9, but not Item 10.
Holding Item 10 was discussed briefly. Weininger understands the concerns of the Committee but pointed
out that nobody is saying there is not still concerns with COVID. Both resolutions are before the Committee
to give Public Health the tools they need and to make the Board aware of what the plan is. He reiterated that
the Roads to Recovery funding will end on November 5 and then they will focus on Public Health’s portion of
addressing community spread, tracing and isolation and quarantine if needed. They did both resolutions
together to let the Committee and Board know what the game plan is. The goal was to scope this down to
November 4 and not have another debate during budget so that would bring us to the December Board
meeting and then a decision could be made as to what the Board wants to do at the end of December.
Buckley questioned using different language in the second resolution. Hemery responded that the language
is statutory. He may be able to work on a little bit of the language, but most of the wording is from the
statutes. When in an emergency declaration, by statutes there are certain things that can be done and the
question here is can the board delegate the authority to appropriate funds. Statutes seem to indicate that
the way that can be done is following the emergency declaration where the Board has extraordinary powers
to do things they could not usually do. It gives much greater protection to have the emergency declared.
There are no clear answers because everything is legal, a lot of the legalities become political. Hemery said
the emergency declaration gives administration what they need and it greatly helps them. It is not black and
white, and things very rarely are that way in the law, but this would be the best practice. Providing the
authority in the manner of the resolution provides the best chance of standing up should it ever be
challenged.
Buckley asked when an emergency is no longer considered an emergency. Hemery said everything has to be
weighed and that is a judgment call the Board as a whole makes based on the information they have.
Hemery feels that December would likely be the end of this and pointed out the authority continues to be
narrowed and as of November 4 the authority will be narrowed further. He feels by the end of December we
may be back to the point where if money is needed for a certain thing the Board will be asked for it through
resolution following the normal process. Hemery agreed with Van Dyck in that both resolutions do not have
to be voted on tonight; the second resolution could be taken up at the October meeting as discussed.
Weininger added that the Board also has the authority to call a special meeting to end the emergency at any
time.
Pritzl referred to the word “normal” which has been used a number of times tonight and said a clear indicator
of when this may no longer be considered an emergency would be when things can be handled using normal
operations and Public Health is no longer operating in response mode where changes to their normal
operating structure have been made and when additional resources are no longer necessary. He continued
that an emergency declaration allows the county to request assistance, not just financial assistance from
other layers of government but also assistance such as when the National Guard was brought in to help at
testing sites. These emergency declarations are done so the county can get the resources needed.
Van Dyck said he does not want to get into changing all the wording in the resolutions and reiterated he does
not have a problem extending this until November 5. It seems odd to him, though, to sit here tonight trying
to speculate what is going to happen from November 5 through the end of the year. He would rather deal
with what we know and what is currently at hand.

Motion made by Supervisor Schadewald, seconded by Supervisor Landwehr to approve. Vote taken.
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
10.

Resolution Extending the Declaration of Emergency from 11-05-2020 to December 2020 and Limiting
Authority.
Discussion on this Item was incorporated in the discussion of Item 9.
Motion made by Supervisor Van Dyck, seconded by Supervisor Landwehr to hold until the October 28
County Board meeting. Vote taken. MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

Other
11.

Audit of the bills.
Motion made by Supervisor Van Dyck, seconded by Supervisor Buckley to approve. Vote taken. MOTION
CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY

12.

Such other matters as authorized by law.
Sieber thanked Sarah Sugden for allowing the use of the Library auditorium for meetings and also thanked
Pritzl for all the great work he and his staff have done through COVID.

13.

Adjourn.
Motion made by Supervisor Landwehr, seconded by Supervisor Deneys to adjourn at 9:16 pm. Vote taken.
MOTION CARRIED UNANIMOUSLY
Respectfully submitted,
Therese Giannunzio
Administrative Specialist

County Board Room Estimate - Library Basement

Moving/Site prep
Carpentry

$
$

14,000
42,000
11,000

Electrical

$
$

Light Fixtures

$

6,000

Carpet

18,000

Furniture

$
$

104,000

Code review drawings

$

5,000

Audio/Video

$

53,000

Computers

$

76,000

Display Screens

$

22,000

TS Infrastructure

$

19,000

Cabling

36,000

Doors

$
$
$

Fire Protection

$

HVAC

$

Paint

Acoustic dampening

24,000

28,000
12,000

Design

10% ($47,000)

TS Contingency

15% ($70,500)

General Contingency

15% ($70,500)

$

Total:

658,000

Details of Costs
•

Moving/site prep- $14,000
o

Moving all library shelving, boxes furniture to another location and disposing of
all miscellaneous waste

•

Carpentry - $42,000
o

Labor 'and materials to raise approximately 1,520 sqft of floor to match
perimeter, build vestibule walls and storage room per plan, metal stud and
drywall. Install owner supplied 3 hollow metal frames and 5 doors. Suspend
ceiling in vestibules with standard grid and tile. Rough frame approximately 120
sqft two step high raised platform area

•

Paint - $11,000
o

Cover floor, prepare ceiling and paint black, prepare and apply two coats of paint
to existing block walls, prime and apply two coats of paint to new sheetrock
walls, apply two coats of paint to two alcoves, prepare and paint metal frames

County Board Room Estimate - Library Basement

•

Electrical - $24,000
o Install provided light fixtures on existing 5 circuits, wiring power in trench going
from IT closet along bottom wall and branching off to provide floor outlets to
desk locations, power ran overhead in conduit and down cement pillars to get
power to row of desks with outlets and conduit surface mounted on pillars

•

Light fixtures - $6,000
o 36 LED strip light fixtures, 2 alcove panels, 2 light control banks and controls

•

Carpet-$18,000
o

Furnish and install new carpet tile in style/color/patterns to match previously
remodeled areas in lower level. Includes installation of new 4" vinyl cove base

•

•

Furniture - $104,000
o

Flatscreen garage desks - qty 42

o

Chairs - 60 height adjustable, 140 stackable

Code review drawings - $5,000
o

•

Code review drawings with ADA and fire exit requirements/capacity

Audio/video -$53,000
o Based on $40k cost in 2010 for existing chambers without Web Ex/Teams/Zoom
tie in and smaller room vs larger room

•

Computers - $76,000
o

•

Display screens - $22,000
o (4) 65" displays (replacing projectors)
o

•

42 PCs w/dual monitor

(1) 90" display with mount (replacing projectors)

TS Infrastructure - $19,000
o

Network add and network relocation

o

UPS for electronics in new room

o

Rack for electronics in new room

•

Cabling - $36,000
o Cabling (72+ runs $500ea) increased from 30 to 42 in room

•

Acoustic dampening- $28,000
o

4'x4' wall mount fabric acoustic sound panels and ceiling clouds 2600 sqft

•

Doors - $12,000
o Double doors for two new alcoves and single door for IT closet

•

Fire protection -$0
o Sprinkler system does not need to be added to room per Sommerville

•

HVAC-$0
o Heating ventilation air conditioning will not be upgraded for this project

•

Design -10% ($47,000) - plans & specs for building permits and bidding out work

County Board Room Estimate - Library Basement

•

TS Contingency-15% ($70,500) - Need further scope refinement to narrow or
eliminate this contingency.

•

General Contingency-15% ($70,500} - Need further scope refinement to narrow or
eliminate this contingency.

IJOUNO.

l™CTCounty Board~Chambers
[sijejECT

NO.

ConceplUal Layoul - Main Library Basemen!

I

1

1
Of

-----

IOFUClNATEDBY

PROJECT LOCATION MAP

'"'

DATE

BCPW

8/4/2020

[RIV

[~. NO.

'U

Egress
Doors

♦Podium

Public Seating - 125

TS / Mechanicals/ Storage

~

7

Raised
Platrorm

NO-

CMDaOMIUalAIUDNNSU&nAlflal.ACCIWN

L

RIIIOIIIG l0UllaS

r-..i-.

i.ii,,.fi,i,iiiiiii
O,IDJJI

.,.

rtMA

IIUIAm
lSZ.IAl.27

PubkHcalln

l11n..noa1
IL

,.,.,_ ~ltt

'iawi....

-=s.11

••u.&DCIWN
a..iiioi-.-c

IIMA
Opt,1111;n,

ftJIIJ.ll
ll,11Ul

-

21,lll-'l
1,1".IU
U2.JM.Ol
1,7>'21

'"

TfflioC

.,!!!. __

°''""•
c-t,

CPS
DA

--..._..
.........
lltlar,

a,,..,,_

, . ,..j

,_

&I.IGl.11

Hlll
1.1.0l.lS

IHU
UJUI

11•.nuz
UIUI
ll.a? 1J

u,uz

,11

Uffll

'"

O.l,IUt

Si'it"°""

,,..,,.,,......,.,
bo

~Mw

01

M/11..,
,,1M,,,1S,r.n,f.,,a

,.r

,,.._1

1..

GnMToal

M.JlUJ

l.411~
UUJH'!I
l ,17UI

UJ,UUO

•n.oa
JSJ.IAUT
Ul.111

111.llll.N
UIUI

umm
i,.u.m
11-t,mul

IL

STAml<Q

li.aYef'ture fl.aft
CMIS.-,

C..,,,,,U,,iyk1>ktt
htc~h.t

u..,..,
""""°'

'-ll/cSaft!Y

s•'""
n
OonolC:...U

s,tio ..,,.,
M«a•h

,;::ii;

.,..,.
.,..,.
.,.

..

~

Ill

ltll

u
I

Ill

)&I,.

0

IU&I.H

a

Un.17

a

U ,<I.U)

a

111.u

usa.1a

1

Ill

a

Ill
111

•I

,_.......

11.IDUI
11.IDUO

a
a

II

~

II

.iii

11,IIUJ

15.171.11
1uia.1,
1.mll.111"

~

J

q

IV,

'1'AIMCI-DOWN

c-===
Aan1na1,,_..

---

Ill

Clornvltouru

.,.

O.,lalC.,,r.a

Corllalr..,u

c.,, of tcu11

°'''IIJ'~
an,.,c-u

!-ti.,..
111
•1•
Ill
Ill

Ill

l+t1,'ct\

,_
........,.
,._...

t1t11tt1

, _...MIii

en:

....,1.

.......

llooltl\

"''""
+ttttlf'I

"''""
ttutu.

Huttti
hll!ln

lttlllft

..,,_h

....
""
~S&i.tr
S,tlll-

•11

~

Jliiilliiili!i
LTt ~ Tu,,
lTt IIM1Jf11'l'M&mt
lll C:...,, A&llfllM
lTt Courc-111
lTICourclukt&M
lTt c...,.......,,111
LTI c...i......-.ini
LTIC...ltl.u'l!aflt
lTt"'-;nAllt
l'n,ctlffto-d......,.LTI

&1

l.MUS
IJJ)IIH

UU.50
I.IXl7.S0
1.1~SO
1.UIH

LTt..-ltt>lltlCO"""T"""°'
LTt , , _ lttll:t, C:...UCS T<l<ff

l,UJl.00
l.'111.00

..........a.th

LlY , , _ Hoolll Qio..., ' " " '
Lll , , _ Ht,.h "'""'1 Tmlf

l.'31111
1.,m.aa

LTl l'IJ>k "'' "" Coolll:1 Traar
Ltt l'Mbllc: Hltal\Co,ltMt Tlltat

1.<0IUII

,..........,,
"""'"""""
l\;l>II<""'""
"'*""'""
,__
Nllic...eth

,_......
..........., 1:11

, ..Ile_

...

LTI , _ """" c,,,,un Traa<
lTt ~ Hlllll'I Conur.t Tmlf
lll N11c Hl'"ftCDfflod Tram
LTI , _
T<Ktr
LI( P\dlWc.+tttllft CDnUd l fac-tt
-u.Nlfllffllll

ltt,-•a..ua

lTtS.oltlzo-.-•-

'~Kt•lttl

,,_,,.,,, '-'l!Nton lTt

111

S,""11. .

m

'"'°"'..,
"'""'
,.,..1...

'

H

'
"'

N
N

Ll71U

ruJakHUlltt

,.............

&,..a..f!!la

l.l4C.110
UH#!
I.AIXUII
L-111
l..ill.11)

1.m.00
Jl,trll.li

'

1.141.00
l.1!10..a&
U1S.00

s,tllo ......

•A1Woa,,1&,bl941of~2..-

q

rrpiii I
1ll[l!H

i
I •pl l 'J

Jj!i HiiUfiHP

1l'HL1 '

'HP

C

,.

ii

~

;:

ii

I B;i

HHi al ..i Hi i &&&BHHh~
~Bli Ii
I

I

I

II

H
'i

r
'If

~

j

HI i nUBHiB§~

iJliH I:jfJHli
dijl

i 11 I Ii

lhJ!H1J

JI

iii(
i Jl

I

qfl~ 111,
i!!f Pi'· 11
,

J
l f p1 1
!~

'

r' 1'11'

i

II

f

I
I
t

i1
.i

I

f

II

Ij
t ll

r11I (
!!

I
I

•J

I
I
1
I

fI

J

!I

;

i

I

I •f·1t
II

t, 'II

I I

I I
i

I

i

