


Summary of AB 213





Assembly Bill 213-- The study committee was directed to review laws relating to cities and villages, other than those relating to the fundamental organizational structure distinguishing cities and villages, and rectify any discrepancies and inconsistencies that exist for no apparent policy rationale.





The committee recommended that AB 213 be drafted and introduced.  The bill does the following: 





• Requires compensation for city and village elective offices to be established before the earliest time for filing nomination papers for the office (or, if nomination papers are not used for an elective village office, before the caucus date for that office). In so providing, the bill repeals current language regarding the establishment of salaries for elective city offices and appointive city offices with definite terms. Also, for consistency with law that applies to cities, the bill removes the requirement that the salary of a village president and village board member be an "annual" salary. 





• Makes the bidding procedure for village public construction contracts consistent with the bidding procedure that applies to city public construction contracts. Currently, villages have the option to use the city procedure. 





• Provides that persons serving in city appointive offices serve until their respective successors are appointed and qualify, for consistency with current village law. For both cities and villages, the bill allows an ordinance to provide otherwise. 





• Authorizes, consistent with law that applies to city public construction contracts, a village by resolution or ordinance to alter the statutory requirement that the village president and clerk execute all contracts, conveyances, commissions, licenses, or other written instruments. 





• Repeals officer-of-the-peace status of village board members for consistency with the former repeal of police powers for city council members. 





• Repeals the current directive that applies to city clerks, but not village clerks, to annually publish as a Class 1 notice a statement showing the receipts and disbursements as to each fund during the preceding fiscal year. 





• Extends the current authority of first, second, and third class cities to regulate political signs larger than 11 square feet in area to include fourth class cities and villages. 





• Repeals the statute providing that counties and cities are strictly liable, subject to contributory negligence principles, for injuries to persons or property caused by a mob or riot within their respective jurisdictions. 





• Consistent with law that applies to villages, expressly authorizes cities to contract for police protection with a village, town, another city, or a county and authorizes cities to contract for fire protection with a village, town, or another city. 





• Clarifies that the condemnation procedure under s. 32.05, Stats., may be used for certain housing and urban renewal condemnation in villages, as well as in cities. 





• Authorizes a first class city, consistent with the authority of other classes of cities and of villages, to use the bidder prequalification procedure for public contracts. 











Fiscal Effect:





Describe the fiscal effect of the bill.  Example:





The Fiscal Estimate from DOA lists the cost as indeterminate.  DOA estimates that currently the State purchases $1 billion of products and services that would be under this bill, and so the requirement would be for $50 million of that to be from within Wisconsin.  It is unknown, however, how much of that is currently from within Wisconsin, as DOA doesn’t keep track.  Also, DOA states that complying with AB1 will require agencies to implement new procedures and technologies to keep track of a company’s location.





There is no data available to determine the cost to local units of government to comply with the 5% requirement.








Assembly Republican Message:





Example: Purchasing from local businesses will put more money in the local economy and create jobs in Wisconsin.








Opposition Arguments:





Example: Setting a local purchasing goal of 5% is laudable.  However, it appears local governments and state agencies exceed this percentage by a large margin already.  Also, it doesn’t go into effect until the year after enactment, so, even if it increases local purchases, it will not have an immediate impact on Wisconsin’s economy.  There is also an unknown price tag for compliance as DOA establishes procedures for collecting and analyzing the data.
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Key Supporters:





Representative Mark Gottlieb, City of Milwaukee, League of Municipalities, Wisconsin Newspaper Association, 





Key Opponents:





No one testified or registered against AB 213, the Fox Cities Chamber of Commerce has questions about the legislation at this time and is not taking a stance. 





Committee Vote:





On June 16, 2009, the Assembly Committee on Urban & Local Affairs recommended passage of AB 213, on a vote of 8-0. 





Staff Author of Bill Summary





Jeff Grothman; Office of Rep. Dan LeMahieu (6-9175)
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