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Chapter I

INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

INTRODUCTION

In 1999 the Wisconsin Legislature enacted a new comprehensive planning law, set forth in Section 66.1001 of the
Wisconsin Statutes. The new requirements supplement earlier provisions in the Statutes for the preparation of county
development plans (Section 59.69(3) of the Statutes) and local master plans (Section 62.23 of the Statutes). The new
requirements, which are often referred to as the “Smart Growth” law, provide a new framework for the development,
adoption, and implementation of comprehensive plans in Wisconsin. The law includes a “consistency” requirement,
whereby zoning, subdivision, and official mapping ordinances adopted and enforced by counties, cities, villages, and
towns must be consistent with the comprehensive plan adopted by the county or local unit of government. Under the
comprehensive planning law (Section 66.1001 (3) of the Statutes), the consistency requirement will take effect on
January 1, 2010.

To address the State comprehensive planning requirements, a multi-jurisdictional comprehensive planning process was
undertaken by Washington County, 11 local government partners, UW-Extension, and the Southeastern Wisconsin
Regional Planning Commission (SEWRPC). As a result of the multi-jurisdictional process, comprehensive plans that
satisfy the planning requirements set forth in Section 66.1001 of the Statutes have been developed for the County and
each local government partner. The 11 local government partners are shown on Map 1 and listed below:

e Town of Addison e Town of Kewaskum
e Town of Barton e Town of Polk

e Town of Erin e Town of Trenton

e Town of Farmington e Town of Wayne

e Town of Germantown e Village of Kewaskum

e Town of Hartford

Although not all local governments partnered with Washington County to prepare a comprehensive plan, several local
governments agreed to participate in the planning process by attending a series of regular intergovernmental meetings
to discuss countywide issues of mutual concern. In addition, the Villages of Germantown, Newburg, and Slinger, and
the Town of Richfield" acknowledged, through adoption of a resolution, that it is in their best interest to participate in
the intergovernmental meetings for the general purpose of accomplishing coordinated, adjusted, and harmonious
development within Washington County. The Village of Jackson and Town of Jackson also agreed to participate in
intergovernmental meetings. The Village of Newburg, which is located partially in Ozaukee County, partnered with

"The Town of Richfield incorporated as a Village on February 13, 2008.
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Ozaukee County in applying for a grant to prepare its local comprehensive plan, but participated in the development of
the Washington County plan by serving on the plan Advisory Committee. Local governments that are not full
partners, but who have agreed to cooperate in the planning process, are designated as “supporting local governments”
on Map 1.

STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS

The multi-jurisdictional comprehensive plan presented in this report provides a long-range guide for Washington
County officials, staff, and citizens to effectively address future development and natural resource protection in the
County through the year 2035, and sets forth County planning goals and objectives. The County Board and affected
committees of the County Board should refer to the comprehensive plan as a matter of course in their deliberations on
planning issues and give the plan due weight when making decisions on such matters, particularly with regard to the
Statutory requirement for consistency between the County comprehensive plan and the County shoreland and
floodplain zoning ordinance and County subdivision ordinance. In addition, the comprehensive plan is intended to
increase intergovernmental cooperation and the general awareness and understanding of County and local government
planning goals and objectives by residents, landowners, developers, the business community, and other private
interests, and among the many units, levels, and agencies of government with land use related responsibilities within
the County.

Local government comprehensive plans developed as a result of this multi-jurisdictional planning process also provide
long-range guides for local government officials and citizens to address future development and natural resource
protection in their respective communities. Local plan commission members and members of local governing bodies
should refer to local comprehensive plans in the course of deliberations on local planning issues, particularly with
regard to the Statutory requirement for consistency between the local comprehensive plan and local zoning,
subdivision, and official mapping ordinances. As the County comprehensive plan is intended to increase
intergovernmental cooperation, local comprehensive plans address areas of mutual concern with the County and with
adjacent local governments. Local comprehensive plans also set forth local planning goals and objectives.

Nine Elements of the Comprehensive Plan
The multi-jurisdictional plan documented in this report as well as each local comprehensive plan resulting from the
multi-jurisdictional planning process contains the nine elements required by Section 66.1001(2) of the Statutes:

Issues and opportunities element 6. Agricultural, natural, and cultural resources

Land use element element

Housing element 7. Economic development element

Transportation element Intergovernmental cooperation element; and

A e

9. Implementation element

Utilities and community facilities element




Comprehensive Plan and Ordinance Consistency

To comply with the consistency requirements in Section 66.1001 (3) of the comprehensive planning law, Washington
County will make the changes needed, if any, to bring County shoreland and floodplain zoning regulations and its
subdivision ordinance into compliance with the multi-jurisdictional comprehensive plan prior to January 1, 2010.
Although not required by Section 66.1001 (3), other County land-use related ordinances, such as non-metallic mining
ordinances and stormwater management ordinances, will also be revised, if necessary, to be consistent with and help
implement the multi-jurisdictional comprehensive plan.

Each participating town and village will amend its zoning, subdivision, and official mapping ordinances, if needed, to
bring those ordinances into compliance with the comprehensive plan adopted by the Town or Village Board. Under
Section 66.1001 (3), zoning, subdivision, and official mapping ordinances adopted by a city, village, or town must be
consistent with the comprehensive plan adopted by that city, village, or town beginning on January 1, 2010.

Fourteen State of Wisconsin Comprehensive Planning Goals
The multi-jurisdictional comprehensive plan and local comprehensive plans also address the 14 planning goals set
forth in Section 16.965(4)(b) of the Wisconsin Statutes. The 14 planning goals are:

1. Promotion of the redevelopment of lands with existing infrastructure and public services and the maintenance
and rehabilitation of existing residential, commercial, and industrial structures.

2. Encouragement of neighborhood designs that support a range of transportation choices.

Protection of natural areas, including wetlands, wildlife habitats, lakes, woodlands, open spaces, and
groundwater resources.

4. Protection of economically productive areas, including
farmland and forests.

5. Encouragement of land uses, densities and regulations that
promote efficient development patterns and relatively low
municipal, state government, and utility costs.

Preservation of cultural, historic, and archeological sites.

Encouragement of coordination and cooperation among nearby
units of government.

8. Building of community identity by revitalizing main streets and
enforcing design standards.

9. Providing an adequate supply of affordable housing for . . goal of Washington County to protect econ-

individuals of all income levels throughout each community. omically productive areas including farmland and

.. . . . forests.
10. Providing adequate infrastructure and public services and an oress

adequate supply of developable land to meet existing and future
market demand for residential, commercial, and industrial uses.

11. Promoting the expansion or stabilization of the current
economic base and the creation of a range of employment
opportunities at the state, regional, and local level.

12. Balancing individual property rights with community interests
and goals.

13. Planning and development of land uses that create or preserve
varied and unique urban and rural communities.

14. Providing an integrated, efficient and economical transportation
system that affords mobility, convenience, and safety and that

meets the needs of all citizens, including transit-dependant and
disabled citizens Park and ride lots are becoming increasingly popular
’ as they promote convenience and safety.




The multi-jurisdictional planning process is also intended to meet County and local government planning goals and
objectives, as well as to carry related elements of existing regional plans into greater depth and detail. The multi-
jurisdictional planning process has provided an excellent opportunity for integrating local, county, and regional
planning goals and objectives with the 14 planning goals established in the Statutes.

Public Participation Plan

Section 66.1001(4) of the Statutes requires that the governing body of any County or local government preparing a
comprehensive plan adopt written procedures that are “designed to foster public participation, including open
discussion, communication programs, information services, and public meetings for which advance notice has been
provided, in every stage of the preparation of a comprehensive plan.” Proposed plan elements must be widely
distributed, and opportunities must be provided for written comments to be submitted by the public to the governing
body. A procedure for the governing body to respond to those comments must also be identified.

The comprehensive planning workgroup, with assistance from County and UW-Extension staff, developed a
recommended public participation plan for the multi-jurisdictional plan and each local government plan. The public
participation plan was adopted by the County Board and the Board of each local government partner in fall 2004, prior
to submittal of the grant application on November 1, 2004. The public participation plan seeks to enhance public
awareness of the planning effort and its importance; educate citizens about current and past growth trends that have
occurred in Washington County; and provides opportunities for citizens to help identify key community issues and
develop a vision of what Washington County and its local communities should look like in 30 years. Opportunities
for extensive public input during the draft plan review and plan adoption process are also included in the public
participation plan.

Techniques to secure public participation include news
releases, fact sheets, newsletters, a County website, display
exhibits, advisory committees, a countywide public opinion
telephone survey, focus groups, public open houses and
other meetings to convey information and promote an
exchange of ideas, and public hearings. A summary of the
public participation plan is included in Appendix A. The
full public participation plan is available for review in the
office of the Washington County Planning and Parks
Department, the Washington County UW-Extension office,
and the comprehensive planning website (www.co.wash-
ington.wi.us/smarterowth).

Plan Review and Adoption
Section 66.1001 (4) of the Statutes requires that a
S.W.O.T. (Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities, and Threats) ~ comprehensive plan or plan amendment be adopted by an
anglyse_s were one technique used to engage the public and gather ordinance enacted by the County Board, for adoption of'the
their opinion. multi-jurisdictional County comprehensive plan, or by an
ordinance of the Village or Town Board for individual
village and town comprehensive plans. The law further requires that all nine elements be adopted simultaneously, and
that at least one public hearing be held prior to adopting the County and local comprehensive plans. The Statutes
require that an adopted comprehensive plan, or an amendment to a plan, be sent to all governmental units within and
adjacent to the county or local government preparing a plan; the Wisconsin Department of Administration; the
regional planning commission (SEWRPC); and the public library that serves the area in which the county or local
government is located.

MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL PARTNERSHIP

A community workshop was sponsored by the Washington County Planning, Conservation, and Parks Committee on
October 15, 2003, to discuss comprehensive planning efforts at the regional, county, and local levels. The concept of
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preparing a multi-jurisdictional comprehensive plan as a cooperative effort among all interested local governments,
Washington County, and SEWRPC was discussed at that meeting as a way to meet the State comprehensive planning
requirements in an efficient and cost-effective manner. Local governments interested in working with the County and
SEWRPC were asked to notify the County by the end of 2003. Ten towns and three villages indicated a willingness to
cooperate with Washington County in preparing a multi-jurisdictional comprehensive plan. As previously noted, ten
towns and one village adopted resolutions formally agreeing to partner with the County in obtaining a grant.

A comprehensive planning workgroup made up of local government representatives, County officials, and County,
UW-Extension, and SEWRPC staff was formed to establish a framework for preparation of the multi-jurisdictional
comprehensive plan. Through a series of nine monthly meetings held between February and October 2004, the
workgroup developed a work program, public participation plan, and an application for a comprehensive planning
grant. The workgroup also developed the framework for a conflict resolution process for resolving multi-
jurisdictional disputes pertaining to adopted comprehensive plans, including future plan amendments, which was
approved by the County Board. In 2007, the Multi-Jurisdictional Comprehensive Plan Advisory Committee
completed the procedures and bylaws for the Multi-Jurisdictional Dispute Resolution Panel, which are described in
Chapter XIV.

In the fall of 2004, the Washington County Board, the Kewaskum Village Board, and the Town Boards of the Towns
of Addison, Barton, Erin, Farmington, Germantown, Hartford, Kewaskum, Polk, Trenton, and Wayne each adopted a
resolution agreeing to participate in a multi-jurisdictional planning process and agreeing to submit an application to
the Wisconsin Department of Administration (DOA) for a comprehensive planning grant to help fund preparation of
the plan. The Washington County Board and the Board of each participating town and village also adopted by
resolution the public participation plan prior to submittal of the grant application.

County and local resolutions to participate in the Washington County multi-jurisdictional comprehensive planning
process are included in Appendix B. A grant was awarded in March 2005, and a grant agreement between Washington
County and the DOA was signed on June 7, 2005. Prior to accepting the grant, Washington County and SEWRPC
signed a three-party Cooperative Agreement with each of the 11 local government partners. Each Agreement is a
formal commitment among the local government, Washington County, and SEWRPC to participate in a coordinated,
multi-jurisdictional comprehensive planning effort. The agreements are available for review in the office of the
Washington County Planning and Parks Department.

This multi-jurisdictional comprehensive planning effort is built upon the master and comprehensive plans adopted by
cities, villages, and towns in Washington County prior to the start of this comprehensive planning process. A list of
plans adopted by local governments as of December 2005 is presented in Chapter VI. Existing plans were updated to
reflect new inventory data and development conditions and supplemented as needed to include all of the nine elements
required under the State comprehensive planning law. The preparation and adoption of the County and local
comprehensive plans also met the procedural requirements set forth in State law, which require adoption and
implementation of a public participation plan, adoption of a County or local comprehensive plan by an ordinance of
the governing body, a public hearing prior to adoption, and distribution of the draft and final plan to adjacent
communities, State and regional agencies, and the local public library.

RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN COUNTY AND LOCAL COMPREHENSIVE PLANS

In conducting the multi-jurisdictional comprehensive planning effort, it is the intent of Washington County to build on
the land use, master, and comprehensive plans and official maps which have already been prepared and adopted by
cities, villages, and towns in Washington County. Sections 59.69 (3) and 62.23 (2) of the Wisconsin Statutes
explicitly require Washington County to “incorporate” into the County plan such plans and maps within municipal
boundaries that have been formally adopted by cities and villages. It is the County’s intent to also “incorporate” such
plans and maps that have been adopted by towns, provided the land use element of the town comprehensive plan has
been developed in accordance with the objectives, principles, and standards set forth in Chapter IV of the Regional
Land Use Plan for Southeastern Wisconsin: 2020. Ifa Town’s Land Use Element is in substantial agreement with the
regional plan’s objectives, principles, and standards, based on review by the Washington County Planning,
Conservation and Parks Committee, Washington County shall incorporate the Town’s Land Use Element into the
Land Use Element of the Washington County comprehensive plan for that Town.
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The County shall also incorporate planned city and village extraterritorial areas into the Land Use Element of the
Washington County comprehensive plan if it meets both of the following:

1. A comprehensive plan has been developed for the extraterritorial area and both the Town Board and the
Common Council/Village Board of the respective Town and City or Village have approved that one plan.

2. That the one plan is in substantial agreement with Chapter IV of the Regional Land Use Plan for Southeastern
Wisconsin: 2020.

While all such plans—<cities, villages, and towns—will be “incorporated” into the Washington County plan document
to the extent practicable, it is recognized that Washington County, in preparing its plan and readying that plan for
adoption by the County Board, may choose to disagree with one or more proposals included in a city, village, or town
plan, with such disagreements relating to, for example, State mandated shoreland zoning requirements. Every effort
was made to discuss and resolve issues between Washington County and the cities, villages, and towns in the County.
Where conflicts cannot be resolved, they were documented in the intergovernmental cooperation element of this
report. Washington County explicitly recognizes that cities, villages, and towns may choose, on certain matters and
issues, to disagree with a position that the County may take. The County respects the rights of cities, villages, and
towns to adopt plans that may differ from the County plan.

COMMITTEE STRUCTURE

The committee structure for developing and overseeing preparation of the multi-jurisdictional County comprehensive
plan is set forth in Figure 1. The County’s comprehensive planning effort was coordinated through the Washington
County Planning, Conservation, and Parks Committee (PCPC) of the County Board. The PCPC provided oversight of
the County planning effort and approved a recommended comprehensive plan for consideration for adoption by the
full County Board.

A Multi-Jurisdictional Comprehensive Plan Advisory
Committee was established by the PCPC to guide
preparation of the County plan, including development of
planning goals and objectives and a vision for the future,
review of draft plan chapters and other plan materials,
and development of a recommended plan for
consideration by the PCPC and the Plan Commissions of
local government partners. The Advisory Committee is
comprised of one representative from each local
government partner, two members of the County Board,
interest group representatives, and three citizen members.
The Advisory Committee held its first meeting on July
27,2005. Three workgroups, organized around the nine
required elements of a comprehensive plan, were also
established to assist in preparing specific plan elements
and to make preliminary recommendations to the
Advisory Committee on specific planning issues: 1)
agricultural, natural, and cultural resources workgroup; 2)
land use and transportation workgroup; and 3) housing,
utilities and community facilities, and economic
development workgroup.

A meeting of the Multi-Jurisdictional Advisory Committee.

A Technical Advisory Committee comprised of County Board members and staff from several County departments
was formed to develop plan chapters and other materials for review by the element workgroups and the Advisory
Committee. A list of committee members is provided on the inside front cover of this report. Members of the element
workgroups are listed in Figure 2.
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Advisory Committee and Workgroups Roles and Responsibilities

Multi-Jurisdictional Comprehensive Plan Advisory Committee (MJAC
The purpose of this committee is to oversee activities necessary to develop and implement a
multi-jurisdictional comprehensive plan as defined in Section 66.1001 of the Wisconsin Statutes.
MJAC is responsible for:

* Development of multi-jurisdictional plan
* Implementation of the public participation plan
* Implementation of the work program
* Oversee the work of the three element workgroups
* Monitor the plan for consistency

ANCR Workgroup

The purpose of this work group is to focus on the development of the

agriculture, natural, and cultural resources element. This workgroup is

advisory to the MJAC. Responsibilities include:

* Analyze and review trends, inventories, and forecasts pertaining to
agriculture, natural, and cultural resource issues

» Develop preliminary recommendations regarding agriculture, natural
resource, and cultural resource elements

LUT Workgroup

to land use and transportation

transportation elements

The purpose of this work group is to focus on the development
of the land use and transportation elements. This workgroup is
advisory to the MJAC. Responsibilities include:

+ Analyze and review trends, inventories, and forecasts pertaining

issues

* Develop preliminary recommendations regarding land use and

HUED Workgroup

[The purpose of this workgroup is to focus on the development of the utilities, community facilities,

economic development, and housing elements. This work group is advisory to the MJAC.

Responsibilities include:

* Analyze and review trends, inventories, and forecasts pertaining to utilities, community facilities,
economic development, and housing issues

* Develop preliminary recommendations regarding utilities, community facilities, economic develop-
ment, and housing elements

Source: Washington County.
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Figure 2

WASHINGTON COUNTY MULTI-JURISDICTIONAL COMPREHENSIVE PLAN WORKGROUP MEMBERS: 2008

Agricultural, Natural, and Cultural Resources Element Workgroup

David Baldus, Chairperson - Town of Polk Citizen Kieth Kriewaldt - Town of Wayne

Rod Bartlow - Ice Age Trail Foundation Mary Krumbiegel — County Board Supervisor

Richard Beine - Town of Hartford Sue Millin — Land Conservation Partnership

Robert Bingen - Town of Addison Andy Pesch - Village of Kewaskum

Ross Bishop - Agribusiness Cluster Council Joe Peters - Town of Barton

Norbert Dettmann - Landmarks Committee Ike Roell - Town of Farmington

Dale Dhein - Town of Germantown Daniel Schmidt - Town of Kewaskum

Kevin Dittmar - Metropolitan Builders Association Albert Schulteis - Town of Polk

Melvin Ewert - County Board Supervisor, Planning, Conservation, and Parks Committee Helmut Wagner - Town of Erin

Michael Heili - Village of Newburg Roger Walsh - Lake Protection and Rehabilitation District

Marilyn John - Town of Trenton Citizen

Land Use and Transportation Elements Workgroup

Jerry Priesgen, Chairperson - West Bend Area Builders Association Mike Heili - Village of Newburg

John Stern, Vice-Chairperson - County Board Supervisor; Planning, Conservation and Parks Committee Barb Kohler - Town of Erin

Frank Beesten - Village of Kewaskum Paul Metz - Town of Germantown
Charlene Brady - County Board Supervisor; Planning, Conservation and Parks Committee Tom Nelson - West Bend Trailblazers
Margaret Burlingham - Rock River Coalition Mark Pamperin - Town of Wayne
Tom Calenberg - Applied Manufacturing Cluster Council Dennis Panicucci - Town of Hartford
Dan DeThorne - City of West Bend Citizen Mark Peters - Town of Polk

Ed Doerr - Town of Trenton Art Seyfert - Town of Farmington
Mike Dricken - Town of Barton Susan Touchett - Town of Richfield Citizen
Eric Gilbert — Nonmetallic Mining Representative Jeff Walters - Board of Realtors

Vicki Heideman - Town of Kewaskum Dan Wolf - Town of Addison

Housing, Utilities and Community Facilities, and Economic Development (HUED) Elements Workgroup

Chris Kuehn, Chairperson - Town of Wayne Allen Hron - Town of Kewaskum

Joseph Gonnering, Vice-Chairperson - County Board Supervisor - Town of Trenton David Kainz - Town of Hartford

James Arens Jr. - Town of Germantown Gary Karnitz - Town of Addison

Brad Bautz - Town of Erin Mike Komro - Town of Trenton

Richard Bertram - County Board Supervisor - Town of Barton Theodore Merten - Town of Polk

Carol Biersach - Director, Slinger Housing Authority James Nowakowski - Village of Germantown Citizen
Jack Caldwell - Washington County Economic Development Corporation Kori Schneider - Fair Housing Council

Brian Dasher - School District Representative Gary Schreiber - Town of Farmington

Claire Fowler - Town of Erin Citizen Kris Turner - Town of Barton

Jerry Gilles - Village of Kewaskum Bruce Wilk - Workforce Development Board

Andy Gumm — Utility Representative Citizen Representative, City of West Bend - vacant
Michael Heili - Village of Newburg Moraine Park Technical College Representative - vacant

Kenneth Heins - Applied Manufacturing Cluster Council Representative

Land Evaluation and Site Assessment (LESA) Subcommittee
Mary Krumbiegel, Chairperson - County Board Supervisor
Robert Bingen, Vice-Chairperson - Town of Addison
Helmut Wagner - Town of Erin
Kieth Kriewaldt - Town of Wayne
Roger Walsh - Big Cedar Lake Protection and Rehabilitation District
Sue Millin - Land Conservation Partnership
Kevin Dittmar - Metropolitan Builders Association

Dispute Resolution Forum Subcommittee

Mathew Heiser, Chairperson — Village of Kewaskum Chris Kuehn — HUED Chairperson

Brian Bausch — County Board Supervisor David Nixon — UW-Washington County

Jim Bennett - Town of Hartford Barb Renkas — Town of West Bend Citizen
Ron Hefter - Town of Addison Justin Drew — City of Hartford

Leander Herriges - Town of Wayne Mary Schanning — City of West Bend

Daniel Knodl — County Board Supervisor Mark Piotrowicz — City of West Bend (alternate)

Source: Washington County.




Local government partners relied on local plan commissions to provide guidance during the planning process. With
one exception, each local plan commission took the primary role in developing the local comprehensive plan and in
reviewing and providing input to the multi-jurisdictional plan. The Town of Erin established a Smart Growth
Committee to take the lead role in developing the Town plan and reviewing the multi-jurisdictional plan, with
oversight provided by the Town Plan Commission and Town Board.

THE PLANNING AREA

The planning area includes all of Washington County and those portions of the City of Hartford and Village of
Newburg that extend outside Washington County. Washington County encompasses a total of 278,756 acres, or
about 436 square miles. About 56 acres of the Village of Newburg extend into Ozaukee County, and about 308 acres
of the City of Hartford extend into Dodge County.

The Village of Kewaskum owns about 60 acres in the Town of Auburn in Fond du Lac County, which is considered
part of the Village. The site is a former landfill and is leased to Wings over Wisconsin as a bird sanctuary. The site
will not be developed.

The County is bordered on the north by Fond du Lac and Sheboygan Counties, on the west by Dodge County, on the
south by Waukesha County, and on the east by Ozaukee County. Milwaukee County is located to the southeast.

REPORT FORMAT

This planning report consists of 16 chapters. Following this introductory chapter, Chapters II though VI present
inventory data. Inventory chapters include: Population and Employment Trends and Projections; Agricultural,
Cultural, and Natural Resources; Existing Land Uses and Transportation Facilities and Services; Utilities and
Community Facilities; and Existing County and Local Plans and Ordinances. Chapters VII through XV constitute the
multi-jurisdictional comprehensive plan. Comprehensive plan key planning element chapters include: Issues and
Opportunities (VII); Agricultural, Natural, and Cultural Resources (VIII); Land Use (IX); Housing (X); Transportation
(XI); Utilities and Community Facilities (XII); and Economic Development (XIII). Chapters XIV and XV include the
Intergovernmental Cooperation and Implementation elements, respectively. The multi-jurisdictional comprehensive
plan is summarized in Chapter XVI.

In addition to this multi-jurisdictional County comprehensive plan report, an individual comprehensive plan was
adopted by each local government partner, with the exception of the Town of Germantown. The Town of Germantown
adopted the multi-jurisdictional plan as the Town comprehensive plan. This plan includes data and recommendations
for the County as a whole, and for each of the local government partners. Information specific to each local
government partner is also documented in the plan for each community. Appendix K provides information specific to
the Town of Germantown.

REGIONAL CONTEXT

Washington County is one of the seven counties that together make up the Southeastern Wisconsin Region. Several
significant urban centers are within 100 miles of the Region including the Chicago area; Madison area; Fox Cities-
Green Bay area; and the Janesville, Beloit, and Rockford area. The Region itself encompasses 2,689 square miles;
includes the Milwaukee, Racine, and Kenosha urbanized areas; and in 2000 had a population of over 1.9 million.
Washington County is in the northwest portion of the Region, and contains a mix of urban areas, small villages, and
extensive areas of farmland and natural resources. Washington County is part of the Milwaukee metropolitan area.

Pursuant to Statutory requirements, SEWRPC has prepared and adopted a series of regional plan elements, including a
regional land use plan, regional transportation system plan, regional water quality and water supply plans, a regional
natural area plan, and a regional park and open space plan (comprised of the seven individual park and open space
plans for each County), which provided a framework for development of the County plan. The regional plan elements
were refined and detailed through the preparation of the County and local comprehensive plans.
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The need for comprehensive planning has been sparked by many things, including the demand to construct and expand transportation facilities and
the rate and location of new urban development.

NEED FOR COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING

Washington County has experienced growth and increased urbanization in recent decades, which has been
accompanied by a variety of development issues. Some of the development issues that have surfaced during past
decades include: the rate and location of new urban development; the need to construct and expand utilities, public
facilities, transportation facilities, and other essential urban services and, in some cases, to coordinate efforts in
multiple jurisdictions; the availability of affordable housing; protection of the natural resource base, including surface
and groundwater quality and quantity; the preservation of farmland and open space, and conflicts between towns and
adjacent cities and villages relating to annexations and exercise of extraterritorial authorities. These development
issues, coupled with Wisconsin’s comprehensive planning law, a projected increase in County population and
employment, a projected increase in the age of the County population, and the continued trend of planning and
development issues crossing jurisdictional boundaries, resulted in the County, participating local governments, and
SEWRPC joining together to develop this multi-jurisdictional comprehensive plan.

BENEFITS OF COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING

In addition to development, timing, and growth issues specific to Washington County, there are general positive
results of thoughtful comprehensive planning from which Washington County, and each community participating in
the multi-jurisdictional planning process, may benefit, including the following:

e Planning Helps Define the Future Character of a Community
The physical design, setting, and arrangement of land uses can make it possible for people to carry out their
daily lives and activities in an attractive and safe community environment. Land use planning and design can
foster a distinctive sense of place. Planning allows a community to identify, preserve, and build upon the
defining features of the community.

e  Planning Helps Protect Natural

and Cultural Resources

Planning can help protect environmental
features like wetlands, woodlands, and stream
corridors which provide important public
benefits, such as stormwater storage and
groundwater recharge areas and recreational
opportunities. ~ Such resources would be
difficult and expensive to replace if lost or
damaged. Planning can also help identify and

preserve prime agricultural SOilS, non-metallic Planning can help protect e_nvironmgntal fea_ture_s like wetland_s,

.. d histori heological woodlands, and stream corridors which provide important public
mining resources, and historic, archeological, benefits, such as stormwater storage and groundwater recharge
and other important cultural structures and sites. areas and recreational opportunities.

1"



12

Planning Can Provide a Rational
Basis for Local Decisions

Plans provide a factual and objective
guide that can be used by public
officials and citizens to make informed
decisions about land use and de-
velopment. Planning is a process that
can help a community prepare for
change rather than react to it.

Planning Can Provide Certainty

Regarding Future Development

Plans and related maps show land-
owners and developers the location and
type of development desired by the
community, which can save them time
and money in developing plans for
future land uses. Planning can help
increase the consistency and fairness of
the development review and approval
process while protecting the established
property interests of existing residents.

Planning Can Save Money
Well-planned, orderly, and phased de-
velopment patterns are less expensive
for a community to provide public
services and infrastructure than low
density and scattered development
patterns.

Planning Can Promote

Economic Development

Planning can provide information about
existing businesses and industries and
help determine desirable types of new
businesses. Planning can also help
determine if the existing work force is
sufficient to  staff  particular
employment sectors and whether local
services and housing are adequate to
handle the impacts of new economic
development.

Planning Can Promote Public Health
Finally, well planned development
patterns and transportation options can
make recreational, educational, and
commercial facilities accessible to
pedestrians. The ability to safely walk
or bike to these facilities promotes
physical health and community
interaction.

/L

Well-planned, orderly, and phased development patterns are less
expensive for a community to provide with public services and
infrastructure than low density and scattered development patterns.

Planning can help determine if the existing work force is sufficient to
staff particular employment sectors and whether local services and
housing are adequate to handle the impacts of new economic
development.

The ability to safely walk or bike to recreational, educational, and
commercial facilities promotes physical health and community
interaction.



PLAN IMPLEMENTATION

While planning provides many important public benefits, it is important to recognize that an adopted plan is not an
“end result,” but rather provides recommendations for future action. Plan recommendations will be fulfilled over time
in generally small, incremental steps. A comprehensive plan provides a foundation and guide for many implementing
tools, which may include community zoning ordinances and maps, subdivision ordinances, capital improvements
programming, detailed facilities planning, and other County and local ordinances, programs, and policies. The
implementation of new programs identified in the plan will require the review and approval of appropriate County
Board liaison committees and the County Board of Supervisors through the annual budget process.

COMPREHENSIVE PLANNING PROCESS

The comprehensive plan presented in this report was developed through a three-year planning process consisting of
the following steps: 1) start up tasks, 2) inventory, 3) issue identification, 4) preparation of forecasts and analysis, 5)
preparation of key planning elements, 6) preparation of implementation elements, and 7) plan review, refinement, and
adoption. Another key step in the comprehensive planning process will be the implementation of the plan by
Washington County and implementation of each local comprehensive plan by the local government concerned.
Throughout the planning process, the active participation of citizens, landowners, County and local government
officials, and interest groups was essential for identifying important issues and preparing a plan with realistic goals for
the County and local government partners.

13



(This page intentionally left blank)



Chapter 11

POPULATION, HOUSEHOLD,
AND EMPLOYMENT TRENDS AND PROJECTIONS

PART 1: EXISTING POPULATION, HOUSEHOLD, AND EMPLOYMENT LEVELS

Information on the size, characteristics, and distribution of population, household, and employment levels in the
County assists in preparing projections that will anticipate changes in these factors over time, which is essential to
the comprehensive planning process. Many of the planning recommendations set forth in the following chapters
of this report are directly related to the existing and probable future population, household, and employment
levels in the County and each local government. Part I of this chapter provides information on existing and
historical population, household, and employment levels. Population, household, and employment projections for
the year 2035, which were used to design the plan presented later in this report, are presented in Part II.

Much of the historical demographic data in this chapter are from the U. S. Bureau of the Census. Census data are
collected every ten years and are derived from both short and long form questionnaires. The short form, also
referred to as Summary File 1, is sent to every household and provides a complete count of all persons living in
the United States. The long form, also referred to as Summary File 3, is sent to one of every six households. Data
from Summary File 1 are more accurate than data from Summary File 3, due to sampling-related errors; however,
Summary File 3 includes a wider range of topics and in some cases is the only source of information. If available,
Summary File 1 data were used to prepare this chapter. Data relating to education, housing, and income is from
Summary File 3.

POPULATION

Population Trends

The historical and current population of Washington
County is set forth in Table 1 and Figure 3. The total
population remained stable from 1860 to 1920.
Between 1920 and 1940, the population increased
from 25,713 to 28,430 residents. The County
experienced rapid growth rates in the decades between
1940 and 1980, including population gains of over 35
percent in each of the two decades between 1950 and
1970. This rapid growth can be attributed to both the
migration of new residents to Washington County and
the natural increase of the existing population (more The County saw its population grow at a rate of about 23 percent
births than deaths). After World War II, the existing between 1990 and 2000.
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Table 1 Figure 3

HISTORIC POPULATION OF RESIDENT POPULATION OF
WASHINGTON COUNTY: 1850-2000 WASHINGTON COUNTY: 1850-2000
120,000
Change From Preceding Census

Year Population Number Percent
100,000

1850 19,485 -- --

1860 23,622 4,137 21.2

1870 23,919 297 1.2 . RS

1880 23,442 477 2.0 =

1890 22,751 -691 -3.0 é 60,000

1900 23,589 838 3.7 é

1910 23,784 195 0.8 40,000

1920 25,713 1,929 8.1

1930 26,551 838 3.2 20,000 P

1940 28,430 1,879 7.0

1950 33,902 5,472 19.2 0

1960 46,119 12,217 36.0 1850 1870 1890 1910 1930 1950 1970 1990

1970 63,839 17,720 38.4 1860 1880 1900 1920 1940 1960 1980 2000

1980 84,848 21,009 329 YEAR

;ggg 1?32;2 ;g:zg ;gg Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC.

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC.

population grew as soldiers returned home and began families, creating the baby-boom generation. Federal
subsidies for home ownership led to suburban migration, as families sought newer single-family homes outside
the central city. Federal legislation adopted in 1956 led to the construction of a new network of freeways and
expressways, providing convenient highway access between suburbs and the central city. The County continued
to see growth between 1980 and 2000 at a rate of about 12 percent between 1980 and 1990, and a growth rate of
about 23 percent between 1990 and 2000. The Wisconsin Department of Administration (DOA) estimates that the
County population grew just over 7 percent, from 117,496 to 125,940 residents, between 2000 and 2005.

Washington County’s population grew by 32,645 people, or about 39 percent, between 1980 and 2000. During
this same period, the Southeastern Wisconsin Region1 experienced an increase of 168,112 residents, or about 10
percent; the State experienced an increase of 658,033 residents, or about 14 percent; and the United States
experienced an increase of about 55 million residents, or about 24 percent (see Table 2). Thus, Washington
County experienced a higher rate of growth than the Region, State, and Nation during this period.

Population changes in Washington County communities between 1980 and 2000, and 2005 population estimates
from the DOA, are shown on Table 3. Between 1990 and 2000, about 29 percent of the County’s population
growth occurred in cities, about 28 percent occurred in towns, and about 43 percent occurred in villages. In 2000,
about 33 percent of the County’s population lived in cities, about 40 percent lived in towns, and about 27 percent
lived in villages.

The biggest percentage increase in community population between 1990 and 2000 was in the Village of Jackson,
where the population almost doubled in size, from 2,486 to 4,938 residents. The population of the Village of
Slinger grew by about 1,600 residents, or 67 percent. The City of Hartford and Village of Germantown both grew
by over 30 percent between 1990 and 2000. In terms of numbers of new residents, the Village of Germantown
grew by over 4,600 residents, the City of West Bend grew by almost 3,700 residents, and the City of Hartford
grew by over 2,700 residents between 1990 and 2000.

"The Southeastern Wisconsin Region includes Kenosha, Milwaukee, Ozaukee, Racine, Walworth, Washington, and
Waukesha Counties.

16



Table 2

COMPARISON OF WASHINGTON COUNTY POPULATION TRENDS
TO REGIONAL, STATE, AND NATIONAL TRENDS: 1980-2000

Washington County Southeastern Wisconsin State of Wisconsin United States of America
Percent Percent Percent Percent
Year Number Change Number Change Number Change Number Change
1980 84,848 -- 1,764,796 -- 4,705,642 -- 226,504,825 --
1990 95,328 12.3 1,810,364 2.6 4,891,769 4.0 249,632,692 10.2
2000 117,496 23.2 1,932,908 6.8 5,363,675 9.6 281,421,906 12.7
Source: U. S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC.
Table 3

POPULATION TRENDS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUNITIES: 1980-2005

Year Change 1990-2000
Community 1980 1990 2000 2005% Number Percent
Towns
AddISON ... 2,834 3,051 3,341 3,546 290 9.5
Barton........ccocvvoeniieeeees 2,493 2,586 2,546 2,616 -40 -1.5
EriN 2,455 2,817 3,664 3,879 847 30.1
Farmington .........ccccoevininicnnns 2,386 2,523 3,239 3,497 716 28.4
Germantown..........coceeveveenenne. 267 258 278 269 20 7.8
Hartford ... 3,269 3,243 4,031 4,016 788 24.3
JacKSON ..o 3,180 3,172 3,516 3,767 344 10.8
Kewaskum........cccccooovnviiinicnncns 1,243 1,139 1,119 1,141 -20 -1.8
POIK oo 3,486 3,540 3,938 3,988 398 11.2
Richfield.......cccovveniniiiiics 8,390 8,993 10,373 11,336 1,380 15.3
Trenton ..o 3,914 3,967 4,440 4,677 473 11.9
Wayne ... 1,471 1,374 1,727 1,932 353 25.7
West Bend..........ccccovrveieiniennennd 3,588 4,165 4,834 4,856 669 16.1
Villages
Germantown ..........ccceveereeneenienns 10,729 13,658 18,260 19,189 4,602 33.7
JacKSOoN ....ccevieiiniee 1,817 2,486 4,938 5,884 2,452 98.6
Kewaskum...........ccccovnvevinininnnns 2,381 2,514 3,277 3,689 763 30.4
NEWbUrg® ..o 783 958 1,119 1,162 161 16.8
SlINGEr ..vveviiieiieiee e 1,612 2,340 3,901 4,243 1,561 66.7
Cities
Hartford® ...... 7,159 8,188 10,905 12,728 2,717 33.2
West Bend 21,484 24,470 28,152 29,612 3,682 15.0
Washington County® 84,848 95,328 117,496 125,940 22,168 23.3

@The 2005 population levels are estimates by the Wisconsin Department of Administration. All other years are from the U.S. Census.
®Includes that portion of the Village of Newburg located in Ozaukee County. There were 92 Newburg residents in Ozaukee County in 2000.
°Includes that portion of the City of Hartford located in Dodge County. There were 10 Hartford residents in Dodge County in 2000.
“Includes Washington County only.

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Wisconsin Department of Administration, and SEWRPC.

The Town of Erin experienced the largest percentage of population growth of any town, gaining 847 residents, or
just over 30 percent, between 1990 and 2000. The Town of Richfield experienced the largest gain in the number
of new residents; increasing by 1,380 persons, or about a 15 percent increase. Two towns experienced decreases
in population between 1990 and 2000. The Town of Barton’s population decreased by 40 residents, or about 2
percent; and the Town of Kewaskum’s population decreased by 20 residents, also about 2 percent.
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Table 4 Historical population in the Town of Germantown
from 1950 to 2000 is shown on Table 4. The Town’s
population decreased between 1960 and 1970, owing
to annexations by the Village of Germantown. The
Town’s population continued to decline, but more

HISTORIC POPULATION OF THE
TOWN OF GERMANTOWN: 1950-2000

Vear Population Cha;f;;er?m Precedgsr;enzsus slowly, between 1970 and 1990, and then increased
1950 2100 472 291 between 1990 and 2000. The Town had 278
1960 3,984 1,884 897 residents in 2000. The 2005 DOA population
1970 416 -3.568 895 estimate for the Town i1s 269, a decrease of nine
1980 267 -149 -35.8 residents from 2000.

1990 258 -9 -3.4

2000 278 20 77 Map 2 depicts Washington County population

distribution in 2000. As shown on the map, pop-
ulation densities tend to be higher in areas where
public sanitary sewer and typically public water are
available. Sanitary sewer service in Washington
County is available in the hamlet of Allenton in the Town of Addison and throughout all of the cities and villages
except the Villages of Germantown and Slinger. The Village of Germantown includes both urban areas with
sewer service provided by the Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District (MMSD) and unsewered rural areas,
which are generally in agricultural uses. Although much of the area within the Village of Slinger has been
developed with urban uses served by sanitary sewer, the Village has recently been annexing land and permitting
urban-density development without providing sewer and water services. Areas served by sewer and adopted
sewer service areas in Washington County are shown on Map 49 in Chapter V.

Source: U. S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC.

Age Distribution

The age distribution of the population has important implications for planning and the formation of public policies
in the areas of education, health, housing, transportation, and economic development. The age distribution of
Washington County’s population in 2000 is set forth in Table 5.

The median age of Washington County residents in 2000 was about 37
years. The median age ranged from a low of 33 years in the Village of
Newburg to a high of over 42 years of age in the Town of West Bend. The
median age was between 33 and 39 in all communities except the Town of
West Bend. The median age in the Town of Germantown was just over 37
years.

The median age of 37 years in Washington County is close to the median
age of about 35 years in the Region and 36 years in the State of Wisconsin
in 2000.

In 2000, children less than five years old numbered 7,970, or about 7
percent of the County population, while children between the ages five and
19 numbered 26.146. or about 22 percent of the County population. The

ey R aniith] . ’

The age distribution of the population has important implications for planning and the formation of public policies in the areas of education,
health, housing, transportation, and economic development.
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Map 2

POPULATION DISTRIBUTION IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2000
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Table 5

POPULATION BY AGE GROUP AND MEDIAN AGE IN WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUNITIES: 2000

?Includes that portion of the Village of Newburg located in Ozaukee County.

bIncludes that portion of the City of Hartford located in Dodge County.

°Includes Washington County only.

Source: U. S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC.

20

Under 5 5 through 19 20 through 64
Community Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Towns
AddISON.....cooiiiiiiiiieeeee 212 6.4 840 251 2,008 60.1
Barton 121 4.8 616 24.3 1,603 62.9
EFiN o 238 6.4 820 225 2,278 62.2
Farmington.........c.cccoeeiiiecnenen. 188 5.8 778 24.0 1,998 61.7
Germantown .........ccoceveereenneene. 19 6.8 73 26.3 155 55.8
Hartford..........cooooveiiiiiiiece, 239 5.9 986 245 2,468 61.2
Jackson ... 221 6.2 848 24.2 2,134 60.7
Kewaskum ........cccevvirciiinniens 68 6.1 248 221 668 59.8
POIK. ..ot 218 55 947 241 2,363 60.0
Richfield.......cccooviiiiiiiicecee 609 5.9 2,399 231 6,524 62.9
Trenton ..ooceeveereieee e 260 5.9 1,057 23.8 2,713 61.1
Wayne .......cocceevveniiiiieeenee 105 6.1 404 234 1,071 62.1
WestBend........cccooevvvvineenecnnene 245 5.2 1,009 20.9 2,670 55.1
Villages
Germantown .........cccceeeveiieeieennen. 1,327 7.3 3,981 21.8 11,238 61.5
Jackson......... 445 9.0 984 19.9 3,041 61.5
Kewaskum .... 222 6.8 767 235 1,891 57.7
Newburg?®... . 113 10.1 251 225 664 59.3
SHNGEr ... 254 6.5 876 225 2,294 58.8
Cities
Hartford®...........ooooveeiieeeeesees 841 7.7 2,416 22.1 6,256 57.4
West Bend ........ccooveevieiiieneeiee 2,031 7.2 5,864 20.8 16,190 57.5
Washington County® 7,970 6.8 26,146 22.3 70,165 59.7
65 and older Total
Community Number Percent Number Percent Median Age
Towns
AddiSON.......oiiiiiieiieeeee 281 8.4 3,341 100.0 35.9
Barton ... 206 8.0 2,546 100.0 39.6
EFiN o 328 8.9 3,664 100.0 39.3
Farmington.........cccccooieniiininnne 275 85 3,239 100.0 37.6
Germantown .........coceveerieneeene. 31 111 278 100.0 37.3
Hartford.........oooooiniiiiii, 338 8.4 4,031 100.0 375
Jackson ... 313 8.9 3,516 100.0 38.2
Kewaskum ........ccccoiiiiieiiniinens 135 12.0 1,119 100.0 38.7
POIK. .o 410 10.4 3,938 100.0 39.3
Richfield.........cccccoeeiiiieiiiieiee 841 8.1 10,373 100.0 39.3
Trenton ..o 410 9.2 4,440 100.0 38.9
Wayne ... - 147 8.4 1,727 100.0 36.4
West Bend ..o 910 18.8 4,834 100.0 42.5
Villages
Germantown ........cccceeeiveiieeniiennnnns 1,714 9.4 18,260 100.0 36.4
Jackson.......cceeiiiviii 468 9.6 4,938 100.0 33.1
Kewaskum .........ccoeininiiiininnn, 394 12.0 3,274 100.0 33.1
NeWbUrg® ... 91 8.1 1,119 100.0 33.0
LS [T 1= R 477 12.2 3,901 100.0 35.6
Cities
Hartford®..........oooveveeeeeeeeeen. 1,392 12.8 10,905 100.0 335
WestBend ........ccooeviiieiiiiiicies 4,067 14.5 28,152 100.0 35.3
Washington County® 13,212 11.2 117,493 100.0 36.6




Table 6

RACIAL COMPOSITION OF RESIDENTS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY, THE REGION, AND THE STATE: 2000

Washington County Southeastern Wisconsin State of Wisconsin
Race? Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
White AlONe .......cocveeeecieeeeieeee 114,781 97.7 1,534,464 79.4 4,769,857 88.9
Black or African American Alone..... 465 0.4 263,200 13.6 304,460 5.7
American Indian and Alaska
Native Alone .........ccceeeeveeeenennnns 296 0.3 9,510 0.5 47,228 0.9
Asian Alone 674 0.6 34,438 1.8 88,763 1.7
Native Hawaiian and Other
Pacific Islander Alone.................. 35 - 716 - 1,630 -
Some Other Race Alone................. 474 0.4 58,157 3.0 84,842 1.6
Two Or More Races..........cc..c......... 771 0.6 32,423 1.7 66,895 1.2
Total 117,496 100.0 1,932,908 100.0 5,363,675 100.0

@The Federal government does not consider Hispanic origin to be a race, but rather an ethnic group.
b ess than 0.05 percent.
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC.

size of the less than five years old age group and the five to 19 year old age group is important for planning future
educational facilities. Expansion of existing educational facilities and the addition of new facilities should be
planned to accommodate projected increases or decreases within these age groups.

Adults ages 20 through 64 numbered 70,165, or about 60 percent of the total County population, in 2000. The
size of this age group relates directly to the size of the workforce residing in Washington County. It will be
important to retain and expand existing businesses and attract new businesses to the County to meet the
employment needs of the workforce and maintain a stable and healthy economy. Conversely, there is a need to
provide educational opportunities to ensure a trained labor force for existing businesses.

Persons age 65 and older in Washington County numbered 13,212, or about 11 percent of the total County
population, in 2000. There will likely be an increased demand for specialized housing units, transportation, and
health care services for the elderly if the elderly population increases in size over the next three decades. An
increase in the over-65 age group is anticipated as the “baby boom” generation will move into this age group
during the planning period. Information on future age group distribution is included in Part II of this chapter.

In the Town of Germantown in 2000, children less than five years old numbered 19, or about 7 percent of the
Town population, while children between the ages five and 19 numbered 73, or about 26 percent of the
population. Adults ages 20 through 64 numbered 155, or about 56 percent of the Town population, and persons
age 65 and older numbered 31, or about 11 percent of the population. The population distribution by age group in
the Town was very similar to that in the County for the under five and over 65 age groups, but there was a higher
percentage of the population in the five to 19 age group and a lower percentage in the 20 to 64 age group.

Racial Composition

Table 6 indicates the racial composition of Washington County. The County has a homogeneous population.
Almost 98 percent of the population, or 114,778 of the total 117,496 residents in 2000, were white. The
percentage of whites in the County population was higher than in both the Region, where about 79 percent were
white, and the State of Wisconsin, where about 89 percent of residents were white.

The second and third largest racial groups in Washington County were Asian, 0.6 percent or 674 persons, and
African American, 0.4 percent or 465 persons, respectively. Table 6 does not show a separate racial group for
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people of Hispanic origin. This is because the Federal government considers Hispanic origin to be an ethnic
group rather than a race; however, the Census collected separate data regarding Hispanic residents. A total of
1,529 persons, or 1.3 percent of County residents in 2000, were Hispanic.

Educational Attainment

The level of educational attainment is one indicator of earning potential, which, in turn, influences such important
choices as location, type, and size of housing. Educational attainment is also an indicator of the type of
occupations the County workforce is most suited to fill. This information is useful for formulating strategies to
retain and expand existing businesses in the County and attract new businesses to the County over the planning
period. Table 7 shows the educational attainment of residents at least 25 years of age for the County and each
local government in 2000.

In 2000, nearly 89 percent of County residents, and about 93 percent of Town of Germantown residents, at least
25 years of age had attained a high school or higher level of education. These levels are higher than the
educational attainment of the overall population of the seven—county Southeastern Wisconsin Region, where 84
percent of the population 25 years of age and older had attained this level of education as of 2000. Nearly
54 percent of the population 25 years of age and older in both Washington County and the seven-county region,
and 62 percent of Town of Germantown residents age 25 and older, had attended some college or earned either an
associate, bachelor, or graduate degree. This level of education suggests that Washington County’s workforce is
well suited for skilled employment such as management, professional, business, and financial occupations and
skilled and high tech production positions. This factor is examined in greater detail in the Economic
Development Element.

HOUSEHOLDS

Household Trends

The number of households, or occupied housing units, is important to land use and public facility planning.
Households directly influence the demand for urban land as well as the demand for transportation and other public
facilities and services, such as public sewer, water, and parks. A household includes all persons who occupy a
housing unit, which is defined by the U.S. Bureau of the Census as a house, apartment, mobile home, a group of
rooms, or a single-room that is occupied, or intended for occupancy, as separate living quarters.

The number of households and the average household size in Washington County and each local government for
1980, 1990, and 2000 are set forth in Table 8. There were 43,842 households in Washington County in 2000,
with an average household size of 2.65 persons, compared to an average household size of 2.52 persons in the
Region. There were 89 households in the Town of Germantown, with an average household size of 3.12 persons.

As shown on Table 8, the number of
households has increased in each local
government and the County in each
decade, with a few exceptions. While the
number of households has increased
steadily in most local governments, the

average number of persons per household
g . P P There were 43,843 households in Washington County in 2000, with an average
has decreased in each local government  poysehold size of 2.65 people.

and the County between 1980 and 1990

and between 1990 and 2000. This trend has occurred throughout Wisconsin, and reflects the fact that family sizes
(average number of children per family) have decreased and unmarried persons have increasingly tended to
establish their own households rather than live with family. The Town of Germantown had the highest average
household size in the County, which indicates that there were relatively more families occupying homes in the
Town than elsewhere in the County. Average household sizes are larger in towns than in cities and villages,
which can be attributed to a higher percentage of single-family homes in the towns. Single-family homes are
more likely to be occupied by families than are apartments.

22



Table 7

EDUCATIONAL ATTAINMENT OF PERSONS 25 YEARS OF AGE

AND OLDER IN WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUNITIES: 2000

Less Than 9" Grade

9" to 12" Grade No Diploma

High School Graduate

Community Persons Percent of Total Persons Percent of Total Persons Percent of Total
Towns
Addison.. 152 71 158 7.4 841 394
Barton ... 61 3.6 158 9.3 619 36.6
Erin ....... 40 1.6 114 45 892 354
Farmington..........c.ccceovnene 109 5.1 148 6.9 926 43.3
Germantown ............ccceeuee. 2 1.1 12 6.4 58 30.9
Hartford.........cccoonciiinne 104 4.0 128 4.9 961 36.6
Jackson.......ccocoeiviiiiiiiicne 130 53 97 3.9 852 345
Kewaskum ...........ccccoevene 63 8.1 50 6.4 343 43.9
POIK ..o 30 1.2 123 5.0 1,000 40.2
Richfield ..........ccccoeeiinene 112 1.6 435 6.2 2,397 344
Trenton ......ccccevivciiiiins 176 5.9 246 8.3 1,195 40.1
Wayne........occovinciiiiins 63 55 84 7.3 513 44.9
WestBend ..........ccceceneune 180 5.2 244 7.0 956 274
Villages
Germantown...........ccccceeeeee. 301 2.5 714 5.8 3,515 28.8
Jackson...... 57 1.8 257 8.1 1,087 344
Kewaskum.. 154 7.5 173 8.4 848 41.4
Newburg?® ... 25 3.6 51 7.3 269 38.6
Slinger........coccovviiciiiiicns 165 6.0 121 4.4 1,247 45.7
Cities
Hartford®...........ocerreeeeereeenne 473 6.8 566 8.1 2,559 36.7
West Bend.............cccoceneen. 990 54 1,481 8.1 6,252 34.1
Washington County® 3,382 4.4 5,356 6.9 27,308 35.1

Some College or Associates Degree

Bachelor or Graduate Degree

Total Persons A

ge 25 and Older

Community Persons Percent of Total Persons Percent of Total Persons Percent of Total
Towns
AddisON........ccooiiiiiiiies 771 36.0 217 10.1 2,139 100.0
Barton ... 598 354 256 15.1 1,692 100.0
Erin ....... 738 29.2 739 293 2,523 100.0
Farmington...............ccocoe. 629 29.4 328 15.3 2,140 100.0
Germantown ..........cc.cceeeeee. 55 29.2 61 32.4 188 100.0
Hartford..........ccoooiiiie 1,031 39.3 399 15.2 2,623 100.0
Jackson.........coceeieiieienene 811 329 578 23.4 2,468 100.0
Kewaskum ...........cccoeeeeene 222 28.5 103 131 781 100.0
POIK....ooiiiiiiiiie 772 31.0 562 22.6 2,487 100.0
Richfield ..o 2,300 33.0 1,734 248 6,978 100.0
Trenton ... 804 27.0 558 18.7 2,979 100.0
Wayne.......coooiiiiiiiiinis 324 28.4 159 13.9 1,143 100.0
WestBend ..........cccoceeeene 1,102 315 1,011 28.9 3,493 100.0
Villages
Germantown..........c.ccccceieene 4,081 33.5 3,585 29.4 12,196 100.0
Jackson .........coceiiiiiiiene 1,029 32.6 731 23.1 3,161 100.0
Kewaskum.........cccccceiiiics 558 27.2 315 15.5 2,048 100.0
Newburg?® ... 244 351 107 15.4 696 100.0
Slinger........cccoovveviiiiiiiis 683 25.0 516 18.9 2,732 100.0
Cities
Hartford®.........cc.covovvcieerennn. 2,306 33.0 1,077 15.4 6,981 100.0
West Bend..........c..cccoeeuennne 5,574 30.4 4,023 22.0 18,320 100.0
Washington County® 24,606 31.7 17,057 21.9 77,709 100.0

eIncludes that portion of the Village of Newburg located in Ozaukee County.

bIncludes that portion of the City of Hartford located in Dodge County.

°Includes Washington County only.
Source: U. S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC.
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Table 8

NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS AND AVERAGE HOUSEHOLD SIZE

FOR WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUNITIES: 1980-2000

1980 1990 2000
Percent of Percent of
Number of County Average Number of County Average
Community Households Households Household Size Households Households Household Size
Towns
AddisON........ccooeviiriiiieie 796 3.0 3.56 943 2.9 3.22
Barton 703 2.6 3.55 821 25 3.21
Erin ....... 718 2.7 3.39 911 2.8 3.07
Farmington... 677 25 3.52 789 2.4 3.20
Germantown ..........c..ceeeeee. 75 0.3 3.56 81 0.3 3.19
Hartford..........ccooooiiiie 988 3.3 3.31 1,105 3.3 2.93
Jackson.......ccocveiviiiiiiiiene 915 25 3.48 995 3.0 3.19
Kewaskum ... 366 1.4 3.40 356 1.0 3.19
POIK....ooiiiiii e 1,057 4.0 3.28 1,136 34 3.10
Richfield ..o 2,384 8.9 3.52 2,839 8.6 3.17
Trenton .....cooccevceeieiieeeee 1,112 4.2 3.52 1,236 3.7 3.25
Wayne.......cccocveiniiiiinns 409 1.5 3.60 418 1.3 3.29
WestBend .............cccueeeee 1,033 3.9 3.10 1,629 5.0 2.56
Villages
Germantown...........cccceeeeeee. 3,428 3.1 3.13 4,931 15.0 2.77
Jackson .........ccocceiiiiiiene 672 2.7 2.70 953 29 2.60
Kewaskum.. 787 2.9 3.00 925 2.8 2.72
Newburg® ... 226 0.8 3.04 290 0.9 2.94
Slinger........cccoovvviviiiiiinns 526 2.0 3.05 882 2.7 2.62
Cities
Hartford®.........cc.covovvrveereenn. 2,550 9.5 2.75 3,051 9.2 2.64
West Bend.........ccccoervrnennnne 7,293 2.9 2.90 8,686 26.3 2.71
Washington County® 26,715 100.0 3.14 32,977 100.0 2.86

@Includes that portion of the Village of Newburg located in Ozaukee County. There where 226 households in Washington County in 1980, 290
households in 1990, and 356 households in 2000.

bIncludes that portion of the City of Hartford located in Dodge County. There where 2,550 households in Washington County in 1980, 3,051 households
in 1990, and 4,276 households in 2000.

°Includes Washington County only.
Source: U. S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC.

Household Income®

The 1999 annual household incomes in Washington County and each local government are set forth in Table 9.
Median annual household incomes are also included in the Table and are shown on Map 3 for each local
government. The 1999 annual median income of all households in the County was $57,033. The median
household income in the Town of Germantown in 1999 was $75,000, which was substantially higher than that of
the County. Median incomes tended to be higher in the towns than in cities and villages. This reflects the
likelihood that persons with more modest or limited incomes would live in cities and villages, which tend to have
a greater range of housing choices.

Table 10 sets forth the average household income for counties in southeastern Wisconsin and adjacent Counties
outside the seven-county region (Dodge, Fond du Lac, and Sheboygan Counties). The median Washington
County household income was about $10,000 more than the annual median household income in the Region of
$46,587, about $12,000 higher that the annual median income of households in the adjacent counties outside of

’Households include persons who live alone; unrelated persons who live together, such as college roommates;
and families. Persons not living in households are classified as living in group quarters, such as hospitals for the
chronically ill, homes for the aged, correctional institutions, and college dormitories.
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ANNUAL HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUNITIES: 1999

Table 9

Household Income Less
than $15,000

Household Income
$15,000 to $24,999

Household Income
$25,000 to $34,999

Household Income
$35,000 to $49,999

Household Income
$50,000 to $74,999

Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of
Community Households Total Households Total Households Total Households Total Households Total
Towns
Addison .. 71 6.2 95 8.3 136 11.8 143 12.5 351 30.6
26 2.9 46 5.2 50 5.6 167 18.7 248 27.8
62 4.7 45 3.4 65 4.9 182 13.8 305 23.2
Farmington . 49 4.5 44 4.1 58 5.4 164 15.2 431 39.9
Germantown.. 4 4.2 4 4.2 5 5.2 8 8.3 27 28.1
Hartford .. 31 2.2 96 7.0 138 10.0 149 10.8 345 25.1
Jackson .. 23 1.9 58 4.9 143 12.1 181 15.3 346 29.2
Kewaskum.. 38 9.1 28 6.7 39 9.3 65 15.6 119 28.5
26 2.0 45 3.5 51 3.9 235 18.2 358 27.7
94 2.6 169 4.7 211 5.8 452 12.5 953 26.3
Trenton... 67 4.4 106 6.8 112 7.2 215 13.8 479 30.7
Wayne ... 24 41 15 2.6 66 11.3 94 16.1 195 334
West Bend............... 67 41 86 5.3 125 7.7 176 10.8 378 23.3
Villages
Germantown ............. 376 5.4 478 6.9 737 10.6 1,128 16.3 1,769 255
Jackson 159 8.2 146 7.5 166 8.6 406 20.9 656 33.8
Kewaskum ... 92 7.7 110 9.3 153 12.9 241 20.3 320 26.9
Newburg® . 29 7.2 33 8.2 33 8.2 78 19.4 112 27.8
Slinger 178 10.9 156 9.5 236 14.4 345 211 406 24.8
Cities
Hartford"®... 517 12.0 456 10.6 562 13.1 756 17.6 1,291 30.1
West Bend ... . 965 8.5 1,285 11.3 1,556 13.7 2,121 18.7 3,173 27.9
Washington County® 2,893 6.6 3,494 8.0 4,642 10.6 7,298 16.6 12,255 27.9
Household Income Household Income Household Income Household Income
$75,000 to $99,999 $100,000 to $149,000 $150,000 to $199,999 $200,000 Or More Median
Percent of Percent of Percent of Percent of Household Total
Community Households Total Households Total Households Total Households Total Income Households
Towns
Addison .........ccceeee 223 19.4 104 9.1 18 1.6 7 0.5 $56,875 1,148
Barton.. 212 23.8 127 14.2 0 0.0 16 1.8 64,861 892
325 247 231 17.6 66 5.0 34 2.7 74,875 1,315
Farmington .... 180 16.7 105 9.7 25 2.3 24 22 61,677 1,080
Germantown.. 19 19.8 14 14.6 12 12.5 3 3.1 75,000 96
Hartford ........cccoe.. 325 23.7 199 14.5 71 5.2 20 1.5 69,896 1,374
Jackson 217 18.3 182 15.3 20 1.7 16 1.3 64,070 1,186
Kewaskum.. 75 17.9 43 10.3 7 1.7 4 0.9 59,500 418
253 19.6 214 16.6 69 5.3 42 3.2 62,933 1,293
Richfield.. 788 21.8 676 18.7 118 3.3 155 43 72,809 3,616
Trenton... 229 14.7 307 19.7 35 22 11 0.6 66,213 1,561
Wayne . 128 22.0 52 8.9 6 1.0 3 0.5 61,033 583
West Bend.. 253 15.6 313 19.3 121 7.4 105 6.5 73,333 1,624
Villages
Germantown ............. 1,305 18.8 949 13.7 128 1.9 59 0.9 $60,742 6,929
Jackson 216 111 133 6.9 44 2.3 14 0.7 53,990 1,940
Kewaskum 175 14.7 69 5.8 16 1.3 13 1.1 49,861 1,189
Newburg® 78 19.3 29 7.2 8 2.0 3 0.7 57,024 403
SHNGer....cccovvirenreins 166 10.1 128 7.8 16 1.0 7 0.4 47,125 1,638
Cities
415 9.7 194 4.5 27 0.6 79 1.8 $46,553 4,297
West Bend ... . 1,241 10.9 758 6.7 126 1.1 141 1.2 48,315 11,366
Washington County® 6,819 15.5 4,823 11.0 930 21 756 1.7 $57,033 43,910

“Includes that portion of the Village of Newburg located in Ozaukee County.

®Includes that portion of the City of Hartford located in Dodge County.

°Includes Washington County only.

Source: U. S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC.
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Map 3
MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME BY COMMUNITY IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 1999
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Table 10 the Region of $45,578, and about $13,000 higher
than the annual median household income in the

ANNUAL MEDIAN HOUSEHOLD INCOME IN State of $43,791 in 1999. Both Ozaukee and
SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN AND COUNTIES Waukesh C ti had hich di
ADJACENT TO WASHINGTON COUNTY: 1999 aukesha (ounties had —a higher median

household income than Washington County in

. 1999, but the median income was higher in

Median Household . .

County Income Washington County than in Dodge, Fond du Lac,

Southeastern Wisconsin Region Kenosha, Milwaukee, Racine, Sheboygan, and

KENOSNA ... $46,970 Walworth Counties. The relative economic

MiIlWaUKEE ... $38,100 prosperity in Washington County can in part be

OZAUKEE .....oooonnnnnnieeeis $62,745 explained through the high educational attainment
RACING ..ot $48,059

of County residents and the corresponding ability

Wasmgton ga7.008 to compete for high paying jobs located in the

T e $62,839 County and neighboring areas. Economic pros-

Seven-County REGION ..........oovveeenn... $47,710 perity in the County also has an effect on the
Adjacent Counties Outside the Region types, sizes, and locations of housing within the

DOAGE ..o $45,190 County.

Fond duLac ......cccceoveeveecreeeieeceec $45,578

Sheboygan .............ooooooovvvvvvsvvvvovneenen $46,237 Although there is great economic prosperity in the

County, a number of households have exper-
ienced annual incomes below the poverty level.
In 1999, there were 1,628 households in the
County with an annual income below the poverty
level.®> Of these households, 867 were family households and 761 were non-family households.* The number and
percentage of households in each community with incomes below the poverty level is set forth in Table 11. There
were two households in the Town of Germantown living below the poverty level in 2000, or about 2 percent of all
households.

Source: U. S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC.

Household Size

In addition to determining the number of additional housing units needed over the planning period, household size
can be used to determine the type and size of housing which will best meet the needs of Washington County and
local government residents. Table 12 sets forth the number of households in each size category ranging from one
person households to households containing seven or more members in the County and each local government.
Two-person households were the most common type of households in all local governments and in the County
overall in 2000. About 36 percent of all households in the County were in the two-person household category,
followed respectively by one-person households at about 20 percent, four-person households at just over 17
percent, and three-person households at just under 17 percent. Five, six, and seven or more person households
combined to make up about 10 percent of households in the County. Household size information coupled with
household income and housing affordability information provided the basis for the housing recommendations set
forth in the Housing Element chapter of this report.

SMultiple thresholds exist to determine if a household is under the poverty level. An example of the types of
variables used to determine poverty thresholds include: age of householder, age of family members, number of
family members, and number of children present in a household related to the householder. In 1999, poverty
threshold levels varied from an annual household income of 38,501 for a household with one householder under
the age of 65 to an annual income of $37,076 for a household with nine or more people, one of which is a child
under the age of 18 related to the householder.

“A family household includes a householder and one or more person living in the same household who are
related to the householder by birth, marriage, or adoption. Non-family households include households with one
person living alone or a group of people unrelated by birth, marriage, or adoption.
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Table 11

HOUSEHOLDS BELOW THE POVERTY LEVEL IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 1999

Households Below the Poverty Level Percent of
Family Non-Family Total Number of Households Below
Community Households Households Total Households Poverty Level
Towns
Addison ... 28 38 66 1,148 5.7
Barton ... 0 23 23 892 26
EriN o 34 10 44 1,315 3.3
Farmington ..........cccceeeenineene 18 13 31 1,080 29
Germantown .........cccceeveeeeeneen. 2 0 2 96 21
Hartford .......cccoovieviniiinn, 12 0 12 1,374 0.9
Jackson ... 0 0 0 1,186 0.0
Kewaskum..........ccceveiveeniennne 12 3 15 418 3.6
POIK. .o 35 7 42 1,293 3.2
Richfield.......ccccovvieiiiice. 34 20 54 3,616 1.5
Trenton .....eeeeeeeciieeeeeeeciee 19 17 36 1,561 2.3
Wayne ..o 4 5 9 583 1.5
WestBend..........ccocevvvveiinnnne 23 0 23 1,624 1.4
Villages
Germantown .............oeeeeeeeeennnn. 100 94 194 6,929 2.8
JacKSOoN.......covnieiiieceeen 46 39 85 1,940 4.4
Kewaskum .........ccccceevevveeneeennn, 35 26 61 1,189 51
Newburg®.......ccooveevrerinene 4 7 11 368 3.0
SliNger.....ccoovvieiiiieeieceeeeee 66 28 94 1,638 5.7
Cities
Hartford® .........coocoovoeveeeeeene. 138 148 286 4,294 6.7
WestBend.........cccoevevvieenncnen. 257 283 540 11,366 4.8
Washington County® 867 761 1,628 43,910° 3.7

®Includes that portion of the Village of Newburg located in Ozaukee County.
®Includes that portion of the City of Hartford located in Dodge County.
°Includes Washington County only.

“The total number of households in the County varies between Summary Tape 1 (43,842 households) and Summary Tape 3 (43,910
households).

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC.

EMPLOYMENT

Employment and Occupational Characteristics
The number of employed persons 16 years of age and older by occupation in Washington County is set forth in
Table 13. Employed persons are the number of residents holding jobs, regardless of the location of the employer
and whether the jobs are part-time or full-time. There were a total of 66,549
County residents in the labor force in 2000. Of that number, 64,687 were
employed and 1,809 were unemployed at the time the Census was taken.
Just over 74 percent of all County residents age 16 years and over were in the ey "
labor force, compared to about 68 percent in the Region and about 69 percent = u
in the State. The remaining 26 percent (23,119) of County residents age 16 : ‘&\ >
years of age and older who were not in the labor force were retired or not L 5
actively looking for work.

B [

e

Residents employed in management, professional, and related occupations Residents employed in management,
made up the largest percentage of the employed Washington County  Professional, and related occupations

. . made up the largest percentage of the
workforce at about 32 percent. Sales and office occupations and production,  employed Washington County workforce

transportation, and material moving occupations rank second and third atabout 32 percent in 2000.
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Table 12

HOUSEHOLD SIZE BY CATEGORY IN WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUNITIES: 2000

1-person Households

2-person Households

3-person Households

4-person Households

Community Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Towns
Addison...........cceeueene 167 14.5 391 34.0 194 16.9 246 214
Barton .........cccoeeenenne 120 134 325 36.3 177 19.8 170 19.0
Erin...coooiiiiiee 149 11.6 521 40.5 232 18.0 239 18.6
Farmington................ 127 11.4 426 38.2 181 16.2 244 21.9
Germantown.............. 10 11.2 24 27.0 16 18.0 27 30.3
Hartford .. 202 14.4 470 33.6 265 19.0 279 20.0
Jackson.......cccocenes 156 13.0 405 33.7 231 19.2 250 20.8
Kewaskum................ 58 14.7 145 36.8 65 16.5 81 20.6
Lo 170 12.6 515 38.1 228 16.9 251 18.5
Richfield ...........c........ 397 11.0 1,385 38.3 657 18.2 769 21.3
Trenton......cccoveeveene 180 11.9 546 35.9 292 19.2 305 201
Wayne......cccoeveeinnnne 63 10.8 215 36.9 101 17.3 129 22.2
West Bend................. 257 15.9 618 38.4 248 15.4 312 194
Villages
Germantown 1,411 20.4 2,416 35.0 1,239 18.0 1,209 17.5
Jackson ........cccceeeeeene. 447 229 706 36.2 324 16.6 329 16.9
Kewaskum.................. 256 211 425 35.1 199 16.4 206 17.0
Newburg®........ccccovee. 74 18.6 125 314 81 20.4 67 16.8
Slinger ....ccoocvvvviieenne 417 26.7 536 34.3 263 16.8 203 13.0
Cities
Hartford® .........c.co....... 1,123 26.2 1,416 33.1 694 16.2 651 15.2
West Bend .. 3,132 275 3,948 34.7 1,743 15.3 1,608 14.1
Washington County® 8,903 20.3 15,539 35.5 7,425 16.9 7,570 17.3
5-person Households 6-person Households 7-or-more-person Households Total
Community Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Towns
Addison...........cceeueene 105 9.1 34 3.0 12 1.1 1,149 100.0
Barton .........ccceeeeneene 76 8.5 23 2.6 5 0.5 896 100.0
Erin...coooiiiiiee 103 8.0 29 22 14 1.1 1,287 100.0
Farmington................ 102 9.1 28 25 8 0.7 1,116 100.0
Germantown.............. 10 11.2 0 0.0 2 23 89 100.0
Hartford ..... 128 9.2 43 3.1 10 0.7 1,397 100.0
Jackson.. 108 9.0 44 3.7 7 0.6 1,201 100.0
Kewaskum. 27 6.8 13 3.3 5 1.3 394 100.0
POIK ..o 137 10.1 28 2.1 23 1.7 1,352 100.0
Richfield ...........c........ 305 8.4 83 23 18 0.5 3,614 100.0
Trenton......ccceveeveene 148 9.7 37 24 12 0.8 1,520 100.0
Wayne......cccceveviennne 45 7.8 21 3.6 8 1.4 582 100.0
West Bend................. 139 8.6 30 1.9 7 0.4 1,611 100.0
Villages
Germantown 475 6.9 119 1.7 35 0.5 6,904 100.0
Jackson .......ccccceeeeeee. 101 5.2 29 1.5 13 0.7 1,949 100.0
Kewaskum................. 94 7.7 25 2.1 7 0.6 1,212 100.0
Newburg®........ccocvue. 34 8.5 10 25 7 1.8 398 100.0
Slinger ....ccoocvvoviienene 112 7.2 23 1.5 8 0.5 1,562 100.0
Cities
Hartford® .........c..c........ 293 6.9 77 1.8 25 0.6 4,279 100.0
West Bend.................. 689 6.1 199 1.8 56 0.5 11,375 100.0
Washington County® 3,229 7.4 894 2.0 282 0.6 43,842 100.0

“Includes that portion of the Village of Newburg located in Ozaukee County. There are 356 households located in Washington County.

®Includes that portion of the City of Hartford located in Dodge County. There are 4,276 households located in Washington County.

°Includes Washington County only.

Source: U. S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC.
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Table 13

EMPLOYED PERSONS 16 YEARS OF AGE AND OLDER
BY OCCUPATION IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2000

Percent
Occupation Number of Total
Management, Professional,
and Related Occupations
Farmers and Farm Managers............ccocceeviueeennnes 521 0.8
Other Management, Business,
and Financial Operations...............cccceevieeiiinenn. 8,340 12.9
Professional and Related ...............cccccocoevineeenn. 11,944 18.5
Subtotal 20,805 32.2
Service Occupations
Healthcare Support ..........cooceveiieiiiie e 1,063 1.7
Protective Service 594 0.9
Food Preparation and Serving Related ................ 2,646 4.1
Building and Grounds Cleaning and
Maintenance .........cccueveeeieiiiiiii e 1,561 2.4
Personal Care and Service ...........ccccceeeeeeecuvenennnn. 1,380 2.1
Subtotal 7,244 11.2
Sales and Office Occupations
Sales and Related.........c.ccooeeeiiiiiiieiiiice. 6,577 10.2
Office and Administrative Support 9,671 14.9
Subtotal 16,248 251
Farming,? Fishing, and Forestry Occupations 353 0.5
Construction, Extraction, and
Maintenance Occupations
Construction and Extraction .............ccccooeeeeennnnnn. 3,542 55
Installation, Maintenance, and Repair .................. 2,926 4.5
Subtotal 6,468 10.0
Production, Transportation, and
Material Moving Occupations
Production..........cccooiiiiiiiiie e 10,174 15.7
Transportation and Material Moving...................... 3,395 53
Subtotal 13,569 21.0
Total 64,687 100.0

“Includes farm labor contractors, agricultural inspectors, animal breeders, graders
and sorters, agricultural equipment operators, and farmworkers and laborers
(including crop, nursery, greenhouse, and farm/ranch workers).
farm managers are included under the “management, professional, and related”

occupations.
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC.

Place of Work

Farmers and

respectively, with about 25 percent and 21 percent
of the employed resident workforce. The remain-
ing County workforce was employed in service
occupations (11 percent); construction, extraction,
and maintenance occupations (10 percent); and
farming, fishing, and forestry occupations (0.5
percent).

The high percentage of workers in management
and professional occupations may be explained by
the high level of educational attainment among
County residents 25 years of age and older. This
relationship and its implication for future
economic development and workforce planning is
examined in greater detail in the Economic
Development Element chapter.

There were a total of 172 Town of Germantown
residents age 16 years and older in the labor force
in 2000. Of that number, 170 were employed and
two were unemployed at the time the Census was
taken. About 78 percent of the Town’s residents
age 16 years and over were in the labor force,
compared to about 74 percent in the County, 68
percent in the Region and about 69 percent in the
State. The occupations of Town of Germantown
residents are shown in Table 14. Similar to the
County as a whole, the largest percentage, about
38 percent, were employed in management,
professional, and related occupations. More
Town workers than County workers were
employed in production, transportation, and
material moving occupations, which ranked
second in the Town, with 20 percent of workers,
but third in the County. About 19 percent of
Town workers were employed in sales and office
occupations.

Table 15 indicates the general place of work of employed Washington County residents 16 years of age and older
in 2000. The Census identified 63,620° employed residents 16 years of age and older in Washington County who
were working during the last week of March 1999. Just over half of employed County residents (50.4 percent), or
32,066 workers, worked in Washington County. County residents who worked in other counties most typically
commuted to Milwaukee County (about 23 percent), or Waukesha County (about 16 percent). About 11 percent

of employed Washington County residents worked in other counties.

Figure 4 illustrates commuting

The place of work Census data estimates the number of people 16 years of age and older who were both
employed and at work during the reference week (generally the week prior to April 1, 2000). People who did not
work during this week due to temporary absences and other reasons are not included in the place of work data.
Therefore, the place of work data may understate the total employment in a geographic area and differs from the

employment total shown in Table 11.
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Table 14

EMPLOYED PERSONS 16 YEARS OF AGE AND OLDER
BY OCCUPATION IN THE TOWN OF GERMANTOWN: 2000

Table 15

PLACE OF WORK OF
WASHINGTON COUNTY RESIDENTS: 2000°

Percent Place of Work Number Percent
Occupation Number | of Total City Of HAMFOTD ... v eeeeeeserereseeeen] 4,548" 72
Management, Professional, City of West Bend..........o.coovvooveoeeeorrcere ] 11,968 18.8
and Related Occupations Village of Germantown .............cccceeeiiiiiinnnnnn 4,394 6.9
g?;me':: and Farthsna.gers .............................. 12 71 Village of JACKSON ...ovrrroe oo 1,533 24
er Management, Business, )
and Financial Operations...............cc.cccooeniinnn. 15 8.8 V!IIage of ngaskum '''''''''''''''''''''''''' 731 11
Professional and Related...................ccooiiiie 37 21.8 \R/,Illag? c:’f Sll:g\;r h """""""""""""""""""""""" ;zgi 1?2
Subtotal 64 377 emainder of Washington County.................] ,49: .
- - Subtotal 32,066 50.4
Service Occupations - -
Food Preparation and Serving Related................ 2 12 City of. Mllwauke.e ........................................... 8,947 14.1
- . Remainder of Milwaukee County...................] 5,388 8.5
Building and Grounds Cleaning and
MaINtENANCE .......evveveeeeeeeeee e 8 47 Subtotal 14,335 22.6
Personal Care and Service.............cocceueverieeenee. 4 2.3 Dodge County ...... 791° 1.2
Subtotal 14 8.2 Fond du Lac County .........cccccvvviiriiniinnnnn 541 0.9
Sales and Office Occupations Ozaukee COoUNtY........ccerurieriieiie e 4,545 71
Sales and Related ..........cccccoeiiiiiiiiiiiiicceee 11 6.5 Waukesha County.........ccceeviiiiiiniiiiiienn 9,983 15.7
Office and Administrative Support...............cce.... 21 12.3 Worked Elsewhere ...........cccooviiiiiiiiiiiinnnd 1,359 2.1
Subtotal 32 18.8 Total 63,620 100.0
Farming, Fishing, and Forestry Occupations 0 0.0
Construction, Extraction, and “The place of work Census Data estimates the number of people 16 years of
Maintenance Occupations age and older who were both employed and at work during the reference week
Construction and EXtraction...........oooooooooooon. 9 5.3 (generally the week prior to April 1, 2000). People who did not vyork during this
) . . week due to temporary absences and other reasons are not included in the
Installation, Maintenance, and Repair................. 17 10.0 place of work data. Therefore, the place of work data may understate the total
Subtotal 26 15.3 employment in a geographic area.
Production, Transportation, and ®The 2000 Census reported employees of the Quad Graphics plant in that
Material Moving Occupations portion of the City of Hartford located in Dodge County as working in the City of
Production ..........ccccoeciiiiiinne 15 8.8 Hartford, Washington County.
Transportation and Material Moving..................... 19 11.2 Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC.
Subtotal 34 20.0
Total 170 100.0

Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC.

patterns from and into Washington County from
surrounding counties.  According to Census data,
16,416 workers were commuting into Washington
County for work. The highest percentage, about 9
percent, were commuting from Milwaukee County to
Washington County.

As shown by Table 16, approximately half (48.5
percent) of Town of Germantown workers were
employed in Washington County in 2000. A higher
percentage of Germantown workers commuted to
Milwaukee County than workers in the County as a
whole (about 32 percent compared to 23 percent),
which is not surprising given the Town’s proximity to
Milwaukee. A higher percentage of Germantown
residents worked in Waukesha County than workers in
the County as a whole (about 17 percent compared to
16 percent), which again is not surprising given the
Town’s location.

During the last week in March 1999, the Census indicated that just
over half of employed County residents worked in Washington

County. The data also indicated that 16,416 workers were
commuting into Washington County for work.
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Figure 4

COMMUTING PATTERNS INTO AND FROM WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2000
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Table 16 Total Employment Levels®
The previous two sections provided information
PLACE OF WORK OF TOWN OF a on the employment characteristics of Wash-
GERMANTOWN RESIDENTS: 2000 ington County residents, including those that

worked outside the County. Total employment

PI f Work Numb P t . . .
City ofWest Benzce o U;T; ul e1rge9n in the County, that is, the number of jobs located
Village of Germantown 16 9.7 in Washmgton County, stood at about §1,7QO
Village of Jackson............. 5 3.0 jobs in 2000, compared to about 46,100 jobs in
Village of Slinger..........cccccovvevieiienen. 5 3.0 1990.
Remainder of Washington County ................ 36 21.9
Subtotal 80 48.5 .
City Of MIWAUKEE .o 39 236 Information on 1990 and 2000 employment
Remainder of Milwaukee County .................. 13 7.9 levels by County in the Region is shown on
Subtotal 52 315 Table 17. Each County experienced an increase
Ozaukee C‘(’:“”‘V ------------- 3 18 in employment between 1990 and 2000.
Waukesh Y o 28 17.0 .
Wzl:k:; ETse:vl;';é > v Washington County had about a 34 percent
Total 165 1000 increase in jobs, the third hlghes‘F in the Region.
Waukesha County accounted for just over half of
@The place of work Census Data estimates the number of people 16 years of age the total increase in the Region’s employrnent
and older who were both employed and at work during the reference week . . N
(generally the week prior to April 1, 2000). People who did not work during this durlng the 1990s, with an increase of 81,100
week due to temporary absences and other reasons are not included in the place 5 : :
of work data. Therefore, the place of work data may understate the total _!ObS. Among the Other SIx counties, the gI’OWth
employment in a geographic area. n employment durlng the 1990s ranged from
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC. 4,800 jobs in Racine County to 16,500 jobs in

Kenosha County.

Employment by Industry

Information regarding employment levels by industry provides insight into the structure of the economy of an
area and changes in that structure over time. This section presents current (2000) and historical employment levels
for general industry groups. With the exception of government employment, the industry-related employment data
presented in this section are based on the Standard Industrial Classification (SIC) system (see Appendix C for
major SIC categories). Government employment includes all employees who work for government agencies and
enterprises, regardless of the SIC code of such entities.

Current and historical job levels by general industry group are presented for Washington County and the Region
in Table 18. The 1990s saw a continuation of a shift in the regional economy from manufacturing to service jobs.
Manufacturing employment in the Region was virtually unchanged during the 1990s, following a 15 percent
decrease during the 1980s, and a 4 percent increase during the 1970s. Conversely, service-related employment
increased substantially during each of the past three decades—by 33 percent during the 1990s, 41 percent during
the 1980s, and 53 percent during 1970s. Due to these differential growth rates, the proportion of manufacturing
jobs relative to total jobs in the Region decreased from 32 percent in 1970 to 18 percent in 2000, while service-
related employment increased from 18 percent in 1970 to 33 percent in 2000. In comparison to the manufacturing
and service industry groups, other major industry groups—such as wholesale trade, retail trade, government, and
finance, insurance, and real estate—have been stable in terms of their share of total employment in the Region
over the last three decades. Agricultural jobs decreased by over 50 percent between 1970 and 2000, the only
industry group other than manufacturing to lose employees.

The percentage of jobs by general industry group in Washington County in 2000 is shown in Figure 5. Unlike the
Region and the rest of Wisconsin, Washington County has experienced an increase in manufacturing jobs.
Between 1970 and 2000, manufacturing jobs in Washington County increased by 87 percent, from 9,255 to

®Information on jobs located in Washington County is derived from the U. S. Bureau of Economic Analysis, which
compiles its data largely on information collected under State Unemployment Insurance programs.
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Table 17

EMPLOYMENT TRENDS BY COUNTY IN SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN: 1990-2000

Number of Jobs Number of Jobs Increase in Percent Increase

County 1990 2000 Number of Jobs in Number of Jobs
Kenosha .. . 52,200 68,700 16,500 31.6
Milwaukee 609,800 624,600 14,800 2.4
OZAUKEE ....ooeeiieee ettt ee e e et ee e 35,300 50,800 15,500 43.9
RACINE ... 89,600 94,400 4,800 54
WalWorth.......ooooieeiceeee e 40,000 51,800 11,800 29.5
Washington..........coceeiiiiiiiiie e 46,100 61,700 15,600 33.8
WaUKESNA. ......ccveeeeeeee e 189,700 270,800 81,100 42.8

Source: U. S. Bureau of Economic Analysis and SEWRPC.

Table 18

EMPLOYMENT BY GENERAL INDUSTRY GROUP IN
WASHINGTON COUNTY AND SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN: 1970-2000

Washington County
Percent Change
Employment in Number of Jobs
1970 1980 1990 2000
SIC Percent Percent Percent Percent

General Industry Group Code” Jobs of Total Jobs of Total Jobs of Total Jobs of Total 1970 1980 1990 2000

Agriculture ..........cccoiiniiriics 01-02 2,002 8.2 1,919 55 1,511 3.3 1,255 20 -4.1 -21.3 -16.9 -37.3

Construction ... 15-17 1,104 45 1,785 5.1 2,960 6.4 3,746 6.1 61.7 65.8 26.6 239.3

Manufacturing . . 20-39 9,255 38.1 10,900 31.0 12,923 28.0 17,307 28.1 17.8 18.6 33.9 87.0
Transportation, Communication, 40-42;

and Utilities....... 44-49 1,013 4.2 1,139 3.2 1,667 3.6 2,313 37 12.4 46.4 38.7 128.3

Wholesale Trade 50-51 323 1.3 1,003 29 1,642 3.6 2,946 4.8 2105 63.7 79.4 812.1

Retail Trade 52-59 3,753 15.4 5,552 15.8 7,912 17.2 10,152 16.4 47.9 425 28.3 170.5

Finance, Insurance, and Real

EState ....oceeeeeeeeiceeeereeeees 60-67 1,130 4.6 2,659 7.6 2,876 6.2 3,738 6.1 135.3 8.2 30.0 230.8

Service 70-29 3,161 13.0 5,956 16.9 9,283 20.1 13,152 213 88.4 55.9 4.7 316.1

Government® ............ooo..erveerrevennn. N/A 2,377 9.8 3,954 11.2 4,840 10.5 6,018 9.8 66.3 224 243 153.2

07-0-; 10-
Other® 14,99 208 0.9 293 0.8 506 1.1 1,064 1.7 40.9 727 110.3 4115
Total -- 24,326 100.0 35,160 100.0 46,120 100.0 61,691 100.0 445 31.2 33.8 153.6
Southeastern Wisconsin Region
Percent Change
Employment in Number of Jobs
1970 1980 1990 2000
SIC Percent Percent Percent Percent

General Industry Group Code” Jobs of Total Jobs of Total Jobs of Total Jobs of Total 1970 1980 1990 2000

AGriculture .........cccccviniccinenicics 01-02 12,000 1.5 10,000 1.0 7,200 0.7 5,900 0.5 -16.7 -28.0 -18.1 -50.8

Construction.... 15-17 32,400 41 33,900 3.6 45,100 4.2 53,800 4.4 4.6 33.0 19.3 66.0

Manufacturing . . 20-39 254,400 324 264,200 279 223,500 21.0 224,400 18.3 3.9 -15.4 0.4 -11.8
Transportation, Communication, 40-42;

and Utilities........ 44-49 38,500 4.9 42,200 4.4 46,300 4.4 54,800 45 9.6 9.7 18.4 423

Wholesale Trade 50-51 37,200 4.7 46,200 4.9 55,300 5.2 64,400 5.3 242 19.7 16.5 731

Retail Trade 52-59 133,900 171 153,900 16.2 185,400 17.4 193,700 15.8 14.9 20.5 4.5 44.7

Finance, Insurance, and Real

Estate ......ccoooviciiicicniccics 60-67 47,600 6.1 75,600 8.0 81,800 77 93,700 7.7 58.8 8.2 14.5 96.8

Service 70-29 141,800 18.1 216,700 228 304,700 28.7 406,000 33.2 52.8 40.6 33.2 186.3

Government® ...........coooveoeeveeeeeneann. N/A 84,400 10.8 101,100 10.7 106,200 10.0 114,400 9.3 19.8 5.0 77 35.5

07-0-; 10-
Other® 14; 99 2,700 0.3 4,400 0.5 7,100 0.7 11,700 1.0 63.0 61.4 64.8 333.3
Total -- 784,900 100.0 948,200 100.0 1,062,600 100.0 1,222,800 100.0 20.8 121 15.1 55.8

#See Appendix C for a list of SIC Codes and the occupations associated with each code.
®Includes all nonmilitary government agencies and enterprises.
°Includes agricultural services, forestry, commercial fishing, mining, and unclassified jobs.

Source: U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis and SEWRPC.

17,307 jobs. All other job categories showed an increase in the number of employees between 1970 and 2000,
with the exception of agricultural jobs. The number of agricultural jobs decreased by about 37 percent between
1970 and 2000, the only industry group in the County to lose employees.
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Figure 5

PERCENTAGE OF JOBS BY GENERAL INDUSTRY
GROUP IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2000
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Government
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Unlike the Region and the rest of Wisconsin, Washington County
Finance, Insurance, anc i H H i H
; y experienced an 87 percent increase in manufacturing jobs
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Construction 6.1%
Agriculture 2.0%

Source: U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis and SEWRPC.

Employment distribution in Washington County in
2000 is shown on Map 4. Although generally
concentrated in sewer service areas (cities and villages . [ _ .
and the hamlet of Allenton), areas with concentrations  agricultural jobs decreased by about 37 percent between 1970
of jobs are more dispersed than areas with and 2000, the only industry group in the County to lose
concentrations of population. employees.

PART 2: POPULATION, HOUSEHOLD, AND EMPLOYMENT PROJECTIONS

The projection of future population, household, and employment levels is essential to properly design a
comprehensive plan for the future development of the County. The future demand for land, housing,
transportation facilities and services, and utilities and other supporting community facilities depends directly on
future population, household, and employment levels.

Population, household, and employment projections for the year 2035, which is the design year of this plan, were
prepared by SEWRPC in 2004-2005. These projections were developed in support of the continuing regional
planning program as well as to provide a basis and a point of departure for county and local planning within the
Region. Regional and county-level projections are documented in two technical reports— SEWRPC Technical
Report No. 10 (4™ Edition), The Economy of Southeastern Wisconsin, and SEWRPC Technical Report No. 11 (4"
Edition), The Population of Southeastern Wisconsin. Sub-county level projections—essentially, planned
allocations of the regional and county-level projections—were developed as part of the regional land use plan,
which is documented in SEWRPC Planning Report No. 48, 4 Regional Land Use Plan for Southeastern
Wisconsin: 2035."

Under the regional land use plan, most new development would be accommodated within urban service areas—
areas that provide basic urban services including public sanitary sewer service and typically also including public
water supply service and local parks, schools, and shopping areas. Consequently, under the regional land use plan,

"SEWRPC Planning Report No. 48 is available on the SEWRPC website (www.sewrpc.org), or may be ordered
from the Commission. Copies of the Technical Reports are also available on the website or may be ordered.
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Map 4
EMPLOYMENT DISTRIBUTION IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2000
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most of the incremental population, households, and jobs anticipated in the coming decades are allocated to
planned urban service areas. Under the regional plan, increases in population, households, and employment
beyond planned urban service areas are confined to areas where commitments to urban and sub-urban®
development have been made as well as to certain areas where rural density residential development could be
accommodated.

The planned urban service areas envisioned in the year 2035 regional land use plan are shown on Map 5. These
are generalized urban service areas, the product of systems level planning. The identification of precise urban
service area boundaries and future growth within the County was accomplished as part of this multi-jurisdictional
plan.

POPULATION AND HOUSEHOLD PROJECTIONS

A widely used population projection technique known as the cohort-component method was used to develop
regional and county-level population projections. This method involves disaggregating the population into
cohorts, or subgroups, based upon age and gender, and considering three components of population change—
births, deaths, and migration—with respect to each cohort. Operationally, the cohort-component model was
applied simultaneously at the regional and county levels, with the results for the seven counties adjusted
proportionately to match the Region as appropriate.

The population projections assumed a modest increase in fertility rates and a modest improvement in life
expectancy for Washington County and the Region overall. With respect to migration, it was envisioned that
Washington County and the Region overall would experience a stable migration pattern. This is consistent with
the conclusion of SEWRPC’s concurrent economic study that an increase or decrease in economic strength of the
Region relative to other areas of the State or Nation is not likely. At the regional level, net migration for each
five-year interval over the projection period was envisioned to be within the range of -3,000 to +3,000 persons. It
was envisioned that net migration into Washington County would average about 3,900 persons for each five-year
period, somewhat lower than the rate estimated to have occurred during the 1990s.

Regional and county-level household projections were derived from the population projections. The household
projections assumed that, over the course of the projection period, the relative shares of population residing in
households and group quarters by age group would not change significantly over the current situation. However,
the percentage of the Region’s population in the over-65 age group, which is more likely to reside in group
quarters (nursing homes and assisted-living facilities) will increase, which will moderate the increase in the total
number of households. In addition, persons in older age groups are more likely to live alone or in two-person
households, which will contribute to the decrease in average household size. The household projections,
therefore, assumed that average household sizes for the Region and its counties would decrease as the population
ages.

Below the county level, future population and household levels are essentially planned allocations of the county
projections for the year 2035. Developed as part of the year 2035 regional land use plan, the allocations were
made based on a consideration of past trends in population and households, existing local land use and master
plans, and input received from local planning officials as the regional plan was prepared.

8Urban development is defined as development with average densities of one home per 1.5 acres or less. Sub-
urban density, which is neither rural nor urban, is development with average densities of one home per 1.5 to five
acres. Rural development is defined as development with average densities of no more than one home per five
acres.
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Map 5

GENERALIZED PLANNED URBAN SERVICE AREAS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2035
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Population Projections for Washington

County and Southeastern Wisconsin

The projected population for Washington County
in 2035 is 157,265 persons. This is a projected
increase of 39,769 persons, or about 34 percent,
over the 2000 population level of 117,496. Figure
6 shows the forecast growth between 2000 and
2035 in relation to historic population growth
between 1950 and 2000.

Existing and projected population totals for each
urban service area and portions of the County
outside planned urban service areas are set forth on
Table 19. Planned urban service areas generally
include existing sewer service areas and additional
contiguous lands needed to accommodate antic-
ipated urban development.

Table 20 sets forth population levels in 2000 and
2035 population projections for each County in the
Region. Kenosha and Walworth Counties are
expected to experience the greatest increase in
population, due in part to an anticipated continued
influx of Illinois residents relocating to Wisconsin.
Washington County is projected to experience the
third-highest percentage increase in population in
the Region.

Projected Age Composition

SEWRPC population projections anticipate change
in the age structure of the population over the
course of the planning period, as shown by Table
21. Population projections by age group for
Washington County are presented on Table 22 and
Figure 7. Although the number of persons will
increase in each of four major age groups between
2000 and 2035, the percentage of the population
will decrease between 2000 and 2035 in the three
age groups younger than 65 years of age. The
percentage of the County population 65 years of
age and older will increase during the planning
period. A summary of the projected age
composition in the County follows:

e Population Under 20 Years of Age: The
number of persons under age 20 in the
County is projected to increase from
34,116 in 2000 to 39,666 in 2035.
Although the number of persons in this age
group will increase during the planning
period, the percentage of the population
under 20 years of age is expected to
decrease from about 29 percent of the
population in 2000 to about 25 percent in
2035.

Figure 6

ACTUAL AND PROJECTED POPULATION
IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 1950-2035
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Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC.

Washington County’s population is projected to increase by about 34
percent from 2000 to 2035.

By 2030, all of the baby-boom generation will be over age 65. In 2035,
persons 65 years of age and older would comprise about 24 percent of
the County population, compared to 11 percent in 2000.
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Table 19

POPULATION PROJECTION FOR WASHINGTON COUNTY UNDER THE REGIONAL LAND USE PLAN: 2035

Existing Population: 2000 Projected Population: 2035 2000 - 2035 Change
Sub-Area Sewered Unsewered Total Sewered Unsewered Total Number Percent

Urban Service Areas
Allenton........ccoceeeveeeiennns 742 124 866 1,483 -- 1,483 617 71.2
Germantown .............cc.e... 14,851 1,395 16,246 23,807 -- 23,807 7,561 46.5
Hartford.........cccooevervennne. 11,688 1,060 12,748 18,109 -- 18,109 5,361 421
JacKSON.....cveiiieiieieins 5,008 481 5,489 9,886 -- 9,886 4,397 80.1
Kewaskum ..........ccceevneenns 3,314 143 3,457 5,436 -- 5,436 1,979 57.2
Newburg® .......cocoovvveverennnne 1,046 291 1,337 1,657 -- 1,657 320 23.9
SliNGEr.....coviieeiee e 4,472 606 5,078 8,038 -- 8,038 2,960 58.3
West Bend®........cooveee.. 30,359 1,364 31,723 44,591 -- 44,591 12,868 40.6
Subtotal 71,480 5,464 76,944 113,007 -- 113,007 36,063 46.9

Unsewered Areas®

AddisON........cooevieieieinnns -- 2,475 2,475 -- 2,527 2,527 52 2.1
Barton .......ccccceeeieeieiinns -- 1,839 1,839 -- 2,024 2,024 185 10.1
Erin e -- 3,664 3,664 -- 4,655 4,655 991 27.0
Farmington.........cc.cccceee.e. -- 3,239 3,239 -- 3,403 3,403 164 5.1
Germantown ..........coceeuene -- 2,292 2,292 -- 2,249 2,249 43 1.9
Hartford.........cccoocvvviennne, -- 1,183 1,183 -- 1,357 1,357 174 14.7
Jackson........ccoeevieiiennenn, -- 3,165 3,165 -- 3,228 3,228 63 2.0
Kewaskum .........ccccceeeeene -- 939 939 -- 937 937 2 0.2
POIK. ..o -- 3,556 3,556 -- 3,644 3,644 88 25
Richfield ..........cccoeevvveennne. -- 10,373 10,373 -- 11,786 11,786 1,413 13.6
Trenton ....ocveeeeeieeeees -- 2,656 2,656 -- 2,767 2,767 111 4.2
Wayne.......ccoovveeveeeeanens -- 1,727 1,727 -- 1,897 1,897 170 9.8
WestBend ........cccocevennens -- 3,444 3,444 -- 3,784 3,784 340 9.9
Subtotal -- 40,552 40,552 -- 44,258 44,258 3,706 9.1
Washington County 71,480 46,016 117,496 113,007 44,258 157,265 39,769 33.8

?Includes only that portion of the Village of Newburg urban service area in Washington County. The 2000 population in the entire Newburg urban service area was
1,458 persons, and the projected 2035 population is 1,897 persons.

The West Bend sewer service area serves portions of the Big Cedar Lake area.

°Areas located outside planned urban service areas.

Source: SEWRPC.

Table 20

ACTUAL AND PROJECTED POPULATION IN SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN BY COUNTY: 2000-2035

2000 Population 2035 Population Change 2000 - 2035
County (Census)® Projection Number Percent

Kenosha .......cccceveervinneieee 149,600 210,100 60,500 40.4
Milwaukee... 940,200 1,007,100 66,900 71
OZaUKEE .....ooeveeeeeieeeeee e 82,300 101,100 18,800 22.8
RACINE ....ocvvevecieeieeeeeeee 188,800 213,600 24,800 131
Walworth........ccceeevveceiiiieieeens 92,000 140,000 48,000 52.2
Washington..........ccceevvviverennenne 117,500 157,300 39,800 33.9
Waukesha 360,800 446,800 86,000 23.8

Region 1,931,200 2,276,000 34,800 17.9

#Rounded to nearest thousand.
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census and SEWRPC

e Population 20 to 44 Years of Age: The number of persons in the 20 to 44-year age group is projected to
increase from 42,712 in 2000 to 43,946 in 2035. Although the number of persons in this age group will
increase during the planning period, the percentage of the population between 20 and 44 years of age is
expected to decrease from about 36 percent of the population in 2000 to about 28 percent in 2035.
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Table 21
ACTUAL AND PROJECTED POPULATION IN SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN BY AGE GROUP: 2000-2035

Year
Actual
Population Projected Population
Age Group 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 2035

132,390 135,529 137,131 141,568 145,308 146,954 147,679 149,732
144,219 134,395 137,410 139,199 144,026 148,511 150,367 151,176
147,229 146,988 138,338 141,317 142,845 147,989 152,844 155,110
140,390 148,480 148,745 140,425 143,516 145,000 149,839 154,539
Subtotal 0 to 19 564,228 565,392 561,624 562,509 575,695 588,454 600,729 610,557
201024, i 123,623 135,783 143,283 143,208 134,069 137,840 139,715 144,183
2510 29... 125,567 123,247 135,366 142,973 142,571 132,777 136,725 138,802
30 to 34... 138,238 128,399 124,970 138,520 146,546 146,509 136,626 139,973
3510 39... 157,844 139,859 129,593 125,832 140,136 148,929 149,102 139,613
40 to 44 159,702 157,642 140,013 129,275 125,294 140,055 149,044 149,340
Subtotal 20 to 44 704,974 684,930 673,225 679,808 688,616 706,110 711,212 711,911
451049....ccciiiieee 142,428 157,132 155,869 138,837 128,110 123,938 138,384 147,191
50 to 54 120,345 137,667 152,573 151,984 135,442 124,861 120,653 134,541
55 to 59... 88,417 113,016 129,904 144,577 144,186 128,435 118,178 114,325
60 to 64 69,747 81,064 104,207 120,353 134,171 133,845 119,073 109,423
Subtotal 45 to 64 420,937 488,879 542,553 555,751 541,909 511,079 496,288 505,480
6510 69......ccciiiiiiiii 62,281 62,288 72,850 94,100 108,935 121,578 121,257 107,708
TOtO T4 i 60,479 54,978 55,441 65,319 84,656 98,203 109,659 109,272
7510 79.uiiiiiiieeieeee 51,372 50,771 46,684 47,587 56,485 73,476 85,381 95,199
801084 35,351 38,580 38,702 36,186 37,346 44,772 58,491 67,786
85 and Older. 31,543 36,197 41,413 45,384 47,115 49,597 56,141 68,067
Subtotal 65 and Older 241,026 242,814 255,090 288,576 334,537 387,626 430,929 448,032
Total 1,931,165 1,982,015 2,032,492 2,086,644 2,140,757 2,193,269 2,239,158 2,275,980

NOTE: Age groups which approximate the “baby boom” generation (persons born from 1946 through 1964) are shaded gray.

Source: Wisconsin Department of Administration; U.S. Bureau of the Census; and SEWRPC.

Table 22
ACTUAL AND PROJECTED POPULATION IN WASHINGTON COUNTY BY AGE GROUP: 2000-2035

Year
Actual Change
Population Projected Population 2000-2035
Age Group 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 2035 Number Percent
7,970 7,708 7,478 7,767 8,347 8,768 8,912 8,886 916 11.5
8,687 8,950 8,690 8,423 8,734 9,327 9,755 9,874 1,187 13.7
10to 14 ... 9,224 9,757 10,090 9,788 9,472 9,761 10,378 10,810 1,586 17.2
151019 i, 8,235 9,114 9,681 9,999 9,682 9,303 9,540 10,096 1,861 22.6
Subtotal 0 to 19 34,116 35,529 35,939 35,977 36,235 37,159 38,585 39,666 5,550 16.3
20to 24 5,645 6,708 7,464 7,918 8,153 7,830 7,479 7,626 1,981 35.1
251029 6,587 5,382 6,423 7,139 7,559 7,729 7,386 7,020 433 6.6
30 to 34 8,838 7,782 6,378 7,604 8,439 8,885 9,052 8,615 -223 -2.5
351039 ... 11,196 10,062 8,897 7,287 8,671 9,564 10,027 10,173 -1,023 -9.1
40to 44 ...... 10,446 11,882 10,728 9,480 7,757 9,172 10,071 10,512 66 0.6
Subtotal 20 to 44 42,712 41,816 39,890 39,428 40,579 43,180 44,015 43,946 1,234 2.9
45 to 49 9,161 10,681 12,201 11,011 9,718 7,908 9,309 10,175 1,014 1.1
50to 54 ... 7,860 9,077 10,636 12,145 10,949 9,602 7,787 9,122 1,262 16.1
55t059 ... 5,946 7,583 8,807 10,318 11,768 10,545 9,216 7,444 1,498 25.2
60 to 64 4,489 5,575 7,159 8,319 9,741 11,046 9,869 8,587 4,098 91.3
Subtotal 45 to 64 27,456 32,916 38,803 41,793 42,176 39,101 36,181 35,328 7,872 28.7
65 to 69 3,598 4,213 5,272 6,776 7,878 9,170 10,378 9,234 5,636 156.6
70to 74 ... 3,298 3,399 4,012 5,038 6,488 7,518 8,733 9,841 6,543 198.4
75t079 ... 2,733 2,957 3,067 3,640 4,597 5,911 6,856 7,918 5,185 189.7
80to 84 ... 1,918 2,206 2,418 2,526 3,020 3,826 4,942 5,705 3,787 197.4
85 and Older... 1,665 1,999 2,399 2,797 3,132 3,650 4,484 5,627 3,962 238.0
Subtotal 65 and Older 13,212 14,774 17,168 20,777 25,115 30,075 35,393 38,325 25113 190.1
Total 117,496 125,035 131,800 137,975 144,105 149,515 154,174 157,265 39,769 33.8

NOTE: Age groups which approximate the “baby boom” generation (persons born from 1946 through 1964) are shaded gray.

Source: Wisconsin Department of Administration; U.S. Bureau of the Census; and SEWRPC.

41




EXISTING AND PROJECTED POPULATION IN WASHINGTON COUNTY BY AGE AND GENDER: 2000-2035
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e Population 45 to 64 Years of Age: The number of persons in the 45 to 64-year age group is projected to
increase between 2000 and 2010, when virtually all of the baby-boomers will have moved into this group.
The number of residents in this age group will continue to increase until 2020, and then begin to decrease.
Although the number of persons in this age group is expected to increase by almost a third during the
planning period, from 27,456 persons in 2000 to 35,328 persons in 2035, the percent of the population in
the 45 to 64-year age group is projected to decrease from about 23 percent in 2000 to about 22 percent of
the County population in 2035.

e Population 65 Years of Age and Older: The population 65 years of age and older is projected to increase
throughout the planning period. By 2030, all of the baby-boom generation will be over age 65. In 2035,
persons 65 years of age and older would comprise about 24 percent of the County population, compared
to about 11 percent in 2000. The number of persons in this age group is projected to increase from 13,212
in 2000 to 38,325 in 2035.

Clearly, the aging of the large baby-boom generation may be expected to result in changes to the overall age
structure of the population of the Region and the County. Changes in the age composition may be expected to
have a range of impacts, including, importantly, impacts on the available labor force, as baby-boomers move into
their retirement years. The aging of the population may also be expected to result in a need for housing, health
care, transportation, and other services for a more elderly population.

Household Projections for Washington County
Changes in the number and size of households will
accompany changes in the size of the resident
population. Taking the assumptions from the regional
land use plan into consideration, the projected number
of households for Washington County in 2035 is
62,849. This is a projected increase of 19,006
households, or about 43 percent, over the 43,843
households in 2000. Household projections for sewer
service areas and their adjacent urban service areas and
portions of the County outside sewer service areas are
shown on Table 23.

The projected number of households for Washington County in . . .
2035 is 62,849, which is an increase of 19,006 households over The prOJected average household size for the County n

the 43,843 households in 2000. 2035 is 2.45 persons per household. This is a decrease
of about 8 percent from the 2000 average of 2.65
persons per household. This household size decrease
may be anticipated as a result of a combination of
factors, including a continued change in household types, as well as the projected increase in the older population
age groups for which average household sizes tend to be smaller than for the total population.

Population and Household Projections Selected by Participating Local Governments

The regional land use plan is a systems level plan and as such, it includes generalized boundaries for planned
expansions of existing urban service areas. The regional plan focuses urban-density residential, commercial, and
industrial uses within the planned urban service areas to accommodate most new residents, homes, and jobs. The
regional plan thus provides an overall land use planning framework that relies on refinement and detailing
through County and local government planning. The vehicle for such refinement and detailing of the regional
plan is the local comprehensive plan.

Local governments in Washington County developed population and household projections for 2035 to use in
local comprehensive plans that refine the systems level projections developed by SEWRPC for the Region and
County. These projections form the basis used to plan for land use, housing, transportation, utilities, and other
community facilities for each local comprehensive plan through the planning design year of 2035.
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Table 23
HOUSEHOLD PROJECTIONS FOR WASHINGTON COUNTY UNDER THE REGIONAL LAND USE PLAN: 2035

Existing Population: 2000 Projected Population: 2035 2000 — 2035 Change Average
Household
Sub-Area Sewered Unsewered Total Sewered Unsewered Total Total Percent Size: 2035
Urban Service Areas
Allenton .......c.ccevereneniens 285 46 331 604 -- 604 273 82.5 242
Germantown...........cceeeenee. 5,610 571 6,181 9,588 -- 9,588 3,407 55.1 243
Hartford .........cccoovvvieiiennen. 4,594 374 4,968 7,467 -- 7,467 2,499 50.3 2.37
Jackson.......cocooeveiieiie, 1,979 161 2,140 4,103 -- 4,103 1,963 91.7 2.38
Kewaskum............cccceeuenenn 1,228 59 1,287 2,136 -- 2,136 849 66.0 2.46
Newburg®..........coceveveeennnn 362 105 467 632 -- 632 165 35.3 2.61
SliNger....coceveeereieee 1,732 198 1,930 3,230 -- 3,230 1,300 67.4 243
West Bend® ........cccocovunnn 12,058 491 12,549 18,628 -- 18,628 6,079 48.4 2.30
Subtotal 27,848 2,005 29,853 46,388 -- 46,388 16,535 55.4 --
Unsewered Areas®
AddiSON ... -- 818 818 -- 904 904 86 10.5 2.80
Barton.........cccocoeeeiieiienen, -- 622 622 -- 740 740 118 19.0 2.72
Erin o -- 1,287 1,287 -- 1,757 1,757 470 36.5 2.62
Farmington ..........cccccoeveue. -- 1,116 1,116 -- 1,264 1,264 148 13.3 2.69
Germantown...................... -- 812 812 -- 861 861 49 6.0 2.61
Hartford ........ccooovvvevienene -- 408 408 -- 514 514 96 23.5 2.69
JackSON ....ccovvviiieiiiies -- 1,075 1,075 -- 1,186 1,186 111 10.3 2.72
Kewaskum..........c.cccevrennene -- 320 320 -- 346 346 26 8.1 2.71
POIK .o -- 1,216 1,216 -- 1,334 1,334 118 9.7 2.68
Richfield ...........ccccoeeiiennen. -- 3,614 3,614 -- 4,431 4,431 817 22.6 2.66
Trenton.....ccooeeeveeceeiiens -- 882 882 -- 987 987 105 11.9 2.77
Wayne.....ccccooeeeeeeeeieenens -- 582 582 -- 689 689 107 18.4 2.75
West Bend.........ccoocevennn -- 1,238 1,238 -- 1,458 1,458 220 17.8 2.59
Subtotal -- 13,990 13,990 -- 16,461 16,461 2,471 17.7 --
Washington County 27,848 15,995 43,843 46,388 16,461 62,849 19,006 43.4 245

@Includes only that portion of the Village of Newburg urban service area in Washington County. There were 520 households in the entire Newburg urban service area in 2000.
The projected number of households in 2035 is 735.

®The West Bend sewer service area serves portions of the Big Cedar Lake area.
°Areas located outside planned urban service areas.
Source: SEWRPC.

Three alternative 2035 population projections were developed by SEWRPC and distributed to each participating
local government for review. The three projections, set forth in Table 24, provided a range for each local
government to consider when determining a final population projection for 2035. Two projections were based on
the 2035 regional land use plan. The first of these assigned future population to cities, villages, and towns based
on 2000 civil division boundaries. The second projection assigned future population assuming that areas within a
planned city or village sewer service area would be annexed by the city or village (similar to the urban service
area and unsewered area projections for the County set forth in Table 19), unless a boundary agreement was in
place that established future corporate limits. A third projection was prepared based on a similar methodology to
that used by the Wisconsin Department of Administration, whereby population trends in each local government
over a 25 year period, between 1980 and 2005, were used to project future population. Population changes in the
period between 1990 and 2005 were weighted more heavily than changes that occurred between 1980 and 1990.

Table 25 sets forth the final population and household projections chosen by each local government for use in
preparing local comprehensive plans. The Village of Kewaskum and the Towns of Hartford, Polk, Trenton, and
Wayne chose a population projection based on an extension of growth that has occurred in the past 25 years. The
Town of Barton selected the regional land use plan projection for the area currently within the Town, which
assumes no additional annexations will occur. The other local government partners chose a population projection
within the range between the regional land use plan and the recent trends projections. The resultant population
projection of 184,512 persons for Washington County, plus those portions of the City of Hartford and Village of
Newburg that extend outside the County, is higher than both the intermediate-growth population projection of
157,515 and the high-growth projection of 176,740 persons developed under the regional land use plan.
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ALTERNATIVE POPULATION PROJECTIONS FOR LOCAL GOVERNMENTS: 2035

Table 24

Alternative Population Projections: 2035
2000 Population | 2005 Population RLUP by Civil RLUP by Sewer | 25-Year Wei%hted
Local Government (U. S. Census) Estimate® Division® Service Areas’ Average
Cities
Hartford®.........oovvreeeecrerreee 10,895 12,728 13,739 18,109 21,656
West Bend........ccoceeveneeiinenicnienne, 28,152 29,619 33,716 43,704 39,212
Villages
Germantown'............cooevuveverresrerennn. 18,260 19,189 25,854 25,854 28,117
Jackson......ccoeeeeiiiiii 4,938 5,884 7,015 8,596 11,668
Kewaskum..........ccovrvencieencninnene. 3,277 3,689 4,278 5,436 5,819
Newburg® .......ccccvinrrrreeceeceene 1,119 1,162 1,438 1,897 1,637
SlINGEr . 3,901 4,243 4,580 8,038 7,249
Towns
AdISON ... 3,341 3,546 4,010 4,010 4,572
Barton. 2,546 2,616 3,728 2,024 2,826
EriN . 3,664 3,874 4,655 4,655 5,586
Farmington.........cccccvvecinieceieeee, 3,239 3,497 3,403 3,403 5,105
Germantown.........cooeeeveeneeneeenieeene. 278 269 202 202 260
Hartford ..o, 4,031 4,016 7,796 1,357 4,799
JaCKSON ...c.veiiiiceee e 3,516 3,767 5,860 4,491 4,900
Kewaskum..........ccooveeenineencnenee, 1,119 1,141 2,095 937 1,144
POIK ..o 3,938 3,988 5,272 3,671 4,588
Richfield ..., 10,373 11,336 11,786 11,786 16,000
4,440 4,677 10,071 2,767 5,928
1,727 1,932 1,897 1,897 2,898
4,834 4,856 6,099 4,671 5,867
Washington County” 117,588 126,027 157,494 157,505 179,733

2Population estimates from the Wisconsin Department of Administration.
bProjections are based on the regional land use plan and assume that year 2000 city and village boundaries will not change.

°Projections are based on the regional land use plan and assume that areas within a planned city or village sewer service area will be annexed by the city or
village, unless a boundary agreement is in place that establishes future corporate limits (agreements in 2006 include one between the City of West Bend and Town
of West Bend and one between the Village of Jackson and Town of Jackson).

"Projections were prepared using a methodology similar to that used by the Wisconsin Department of Administration, whereby population trends in each
community over the past 25 years are used to project the future population. Population changes in the 1990 to 2005 period are weighted more heavily than
changes between 1980 and 1990.

°Includes only that portion of the City of Hartford located in Washington County.

"The projected population for the Village of Germantown under the regional land use plan includes 23,807 residents in the sewered portion of the Village and 2,047
in the unsewered portion.

9Includes the entire Village of Newburg.
"Includes all of Washington County plus that portion of the Village of Newburg in Ozaukee County (excludes that portion of the City of Hartford in Dodge County).
Source: U.S. Bureau of the Census, Wisconsin Department of Administration, and SEWRPC.

Table 25 also lists the group quarter population and average household size in each local government, and the
total number of households based on the population projection selected by each community.

EMPLOYMENT PROJECTIONS

Future employment levels in the County are expected to be strongly influenced by the strength of the regional
economy relative to the rest of the State and Nation. The Regional Planning Commission’s recently completed
economic study, The Economy of Southeastern Wisconsin, concluded that the regional economy is unlikely to
significantly increase or decrease in strength relative to the State or Nation over the projection period of 2000 to
2035. While there are some indications that the Region’s economy has slowed somewhat more than the rest of
the State and the Nation over the past several decades, a major change in the relative competitiveness of the
Region to the State and Nation is not anticipated.
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Table 25
POPULATION AND HOUSEHOLD PROJECTIONS FOR WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUNITIES: 2035

2035 Population
Projection Selected Group Quarter Average Number of
Community by Community Population® Household Size® Households
Cities
Hartford® ..........oooeoeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeean 26,100 434 2.35 10,922
West Bend.........ccoeviviiciniiiiicceceee 43,700° 1,086 2.28 18,690
Villages
Germantown............oooeveevieiiieeiieeeeeeeeeeeeeee, 23,810d 464 2.45 9,529
Jackson..... 9,890° 91 2.36 4,152
Kewaskum 5,820 184 2.46 2,291
NEWDBUIG' ..o, 1,900 10 2.63 719
Richfield .........cooiiiiicecce 16,000° 0 2.66 6,015
SHNGET e 9,475" 183 2.30 4,040
Towns
AAAISON ... 4,251 23 2.64 1,602
Barton. 3,730 10 2.56 1,453
EFIN e 4,660 20 2.50 1,856
Farmington ..o 4,500 0 2.69 1,673
GermantoOWN..........eeevieeeriee e eee e 280 0 2.85 98
Hartford .........cooeeiieseeeeeeec e 4,800 10 2.54 1,886
JACKSON ..o 4,900 0 2.59 1,892
Kewaskum.........coouveieeiiieiiieee e 1,459 0 2.57 568
POIK et 4,590 67 2.63 1,720
TrentoN ....ooiiiec e 5,980 36 2.50 2,378
WaYNE ..o 2,800 0 2.75 1,018
WeSt BENd.........o.orverieeeiereeeeeeeeeereeeeeen. 5,867" 676' 2.49 2,085
Washington County™ 184,512" 3,294" 2.54" 74,587"

@The group quarter population and average household size projections were developed as part of the SEWRPC regional land use plan for
2035, with the exception of the Town of Erin.

®Includes that portion of the City of Hartford in Dodge County.

°Reflects the 2035 population projection for the City of West Bend sewer service area developed under the regional land use plan, with the
exception of 890 Town of West Bend residents which are anticipated to be provided with City sewer under the terms of a boundary agreement
between the City and the Town, including residents of the Cedar Lake Campus. These 890 residents are included in the Town of West Bend
projection. The adopted 2020 Comprehensive Plan for the City of West Bend projects a City population of 38,700 residents in 2020.

“Reflects the 2035 population projection for the Village of Germantown sewer service area developed under the regional land use plan. The
adopted Village of Germantown 2020 Smart Growth Plan projects a Village population of 23,700 residents in 2020.

°Reflects the 2035 population projection for the Village of Jackson sewer service area developed under the regional land use plan. The
Village has not yet developed a population projection or a comprehensive plan (as of January 2008).

fIncludes that portion of the Village of Newburg in Ozaukee County.

9The 16,000 figure reported in the table reflects a continuation of population growth in the Village of Richfield from 1980 to 2005 continued to
2035. The adopted Richfield 2025: 20-Year Smart Growth Comprehensive Plan projects a population of 11,996 persons in 2025.

"Reflects the 2035 high-growth population projection for the Village of Slinger sewer service area developed under the regional land use plan,
which was included as the population projection for the Village of Slinger planning area in the adopted Village of Slinger Comprehensive Plan
for 2025.

'The Town of Erin chose not to use the group quarter or average household size projections developed for the regional land use plan and
instead selected a group-quartered population of 20 persons and an average household size of 2.50 persons.

The 4,900 figure reported in the table reflects a continuation of population growth in the Town of Jackson from 1980 to 2005 continued to
2035. The Town has not yet developed a population projection or a comprehensive plan (as of January 2008).

“The 5,867 figure reported in the table reflects a continuation of population growth in the Town of West Bend from 1980 to 2005 continued to
2035. The adopted Town of West Bend Comprehensive Plan: 2025 projects a Town population of 5,233 persons in 2025.

’Group quarter population for the Town of West Bend includes the Cedar Lake Campus.
"Includes all of Washington County and the entire City of Hartford and Village of Newburg.

"The Regional Land Use Plan projects a 2035 County population of 157,265 residents and 62,850 households, with an average household
size of 2.45 and a group quarter population of 3,320 persons. The high-growth population projection for the County under the 2035 regional
plan is 176,100 persons. The population projection for the County plus those portions of the City of Hartford and Village of Newburg that
extend outside the County is 157,515 persons under the recommended regional plan and 176,740 persons under the high-growth projection.

Source: Local Governments and SEWRPC.
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Table 26

EMPLOYMENT PROJECTIONS FOR WASHINGTON COUNTY UNDER THE REGIONAL LAND USE PLAN: 2000-2035

2000-2035
Existing Number Projected Number Number Change 2000 Percent of 2035 Percent of
Industry Group of Jobs 2000 of Jobs 2035 in Employment Total Employment | Total Employment

Industrial® ............ccooveirieiiieieeeeeee 23,999 24,062 63 38.9 30.5
Retail ..o 10,152 12,674 2,522 16.5 16.1
GeNeral’ ........o.oooeeereeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeen 16,890 31,758 14,868 27.4 40.3
Transportation, Communications, and
UtIItIES ... 2,313 2,186 -127 3.7 2.8
GOVEINMENt......coveeiiicieieeeeeeeeceeee e 6,018 6,018 0 9.8 7.6
Other® ... 2,319 2,163 -156 3.7 2.7

Total 61,691 78,861 17,170 100.0 100.0

@ Industrial includes construction, manufacturing, and wholesale trade categories.
5 Includes finance, insurance, and real estate (FIRE), and service categories.

¢ Includes agricultural, agricultural services, forestry, mining, and unclassified jobs.
Source: U.S. Bureau of Economic Analysis and SEWRPC.

The Commission used a disaggregate approach to the preparation of regional employment projections. This
approach involved the explicit consideration of employment in dominant and subdominant industry groups, along
with certain residual groups, and the preparation of projections for those groups. Dominant industries are those
which accounted for at least 4 percent of total regional employment in 2000 and subdominant industries are those
that accounted for 2 to 3.9 percent. At the regional level, employment projections for industries were developed
based on consideration of past industry trends, available indicators of future trends nationally and in the State and
Region, and relative industry and sector strength in the Region as compared to the State and Nation. Another
variable taken into account was the future available labor force. Population projections indicate a leveling-off in
the regional labor force may be expected as much of the baby-boom generation reaches retirement age in the
middle of the projection period. The anticipated leveling-off of the labor force is expected to moderate the
number of jobs able to be accommodated in the Region and Washington County.

Projections of total employment for Washington County were prepared within the framework of the regional
employment projection largely on the basis of trend analysis. The number of jobs by industry group in 2000 and
the projected number of jobs in 2035 are shown on Table 26. The total number of jobs is projected to increase by
17,170 jobs, or by about 28 percent. Most of the job growth is expected to occur in the “General” category, which
includes service jobs and jobs in finance, insurance, and real estate. Retail and industrial jobs are expected to
increase, while the number of transportation and utility jobs, government jobs, and agricultural and natural-
resource related jobs are expected to remain the same or to decrease.

SUMMARY

This chapter has presented information on historical and existing
demographic conditions and population, household, and employment
projections for the year 2035. The following findings are of particular
significance to the preparation of the Washington County multi-
jurisdictional comprehensive plan:

e Washington County has experienced an increase in population
since 1890. Between 1940 and 1980 the County experienced a
rapid rate of increase in population, followed by a growth rate of
about 12 percent between 1980 and 1990 and about 23 percent
between 1990 and 2000. The County had 117,496 residents in
2000.

The total number of jobs is projected to
increase 28 percent by 2035. Most of the
job growth is expected to occur in
service jobs and jobs in finance,
insurance, and real estate.
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The County population is expected to increase to 157,265 persons, an increase of about 34 percent,
between 2000 and 2035.

Historical population in the Town of Germantown from 1950 to 2000 is shown on Table 4. The Town’s
population decreased between 1960 and 1970, owing to annexations by the Village of Germantown. The
Town’s population continued to decline, but more slowly, between 1970 and 1990, and then increased
between 1990 and 2000. The Town had 278 residents in 2000. The Town of Germantown’s population
is forecast to remain stable through 2035.

In 2000, about 29 percent of the County population was under the age of 20; about 60 percent was
between the ages of 20 and 64; and about 11 percent was age 65 and over. Over the planning period, the
number and percentage of County residents in the over-65 age category is expected to increase
dramatically in both numbers (an increase of 25,113 persons) and percentage of the population (to about
24 percent of the County’s population). Age distribution has important implications for planning and the
formation of public policies in the areas of education, recreation, health, housing, transportation, and
economic development.

In the Town of Germantown in 2000, children less than five years old numbered 19, or about 7 percent of
the Town population, while children between the ages five and 19 numbered 73, or about 26 percent of
the population. Adults ages 20 through 64 numbered 155, or about 56 percent of the Town population,
and persons age 65 and older numbered 31, or about 11 percent of the population.

In 2000, there were 43,843 households with an average size of 2.65 persons per household in Washington
County. In 2035, 62,849 households are projected, with an average household size of 2.45 persons. The
number of households, or occupied housing units, is important to land use and public facility planning.
Households directly influence the demand for urban land as well as the demand for transportation and
other public facilities and services, such as public sewer, water, and parks.

There were 89 households in the Town of Germantown, with an average household size of 3.12 persons,
in 2000. An increase of 11 households is forecast during the planning period, reflecting development of
existing vacant lots in the Town.

The 1999 median annual household income was $57,033 for Washington County and $75,000 in the
Town of Germantown. Median annual household income has an effect on the type, size, and location of
housing. Efforts to provide affordable housing to households of all income levels was addressed as part
of the multi-jurisdictional planning process, and the results are documented in the Housing Element
chapter.

In 2000, just over 74 percent of all County residents 16 years of age and older were employed. Almost 32
percent of these workers were employed in management, professional, and related occupations. This high
percentage may correlate to the relatively high level of educational attainment of County residents.

In 2000, just over 90 percent of Town of Germantown residents 16 years of age and older were employed.
Similar to the County as a whole, the largest percentage, about 38 percent, were employed in
management, professional, and related occupations.

Almost 54 percent of County residents, and about 62 percent of Town of Germantown residents, have
attended some college or attained an associates, bachelor, or graduate degree.

Just over half of employed Washington County residents worked in Washington County in 2000. About
half (48.5 percent) of Town of Germantown workers were employed in Washington County in 2000. A
higher percentage of Germantown workers commuted to Milwaukee County than workers in the County
as a whole (about 32 percent compared to 23 percent), which is not surprising given the Town’s proximity
to Milwaukee.



e Local governments in Washington County have developed future population projections for use in local
comprehensive plans. The cumulative result of these projections for Washington County, plus those
portions of the City of Hartford and Village of Newburg that extend outside the County, is 184,512
persons, which is higher than the regional land use plan projections under both the intermediate and high
growth scenarios.

e The total number of jobs in Washington County is projected to increase by 17,170 jobs, or by about 28
percent, during the planning period. Most of the job growth is expected to occur in service jobs and jobs
in finance, insurance, and real estate. Retail and industrial jobs are expected to increase, while the
number of transportation and utility jobs, government jobs, and agricultural and natural-resource related
jobs are expected to remain the same or to decrease.
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Chapter 111

INVENTORY OF AGRICULTURAL,
NATURAL, AND CULTURAL RESOURCES

INTRODUCTION

The conservation and wise use of agricultural and natural resources and the preservation of cultural resources are
fundamental to achieving strong and stable physical and economic development as well as maintaining
community identity. The Washington County multi-jurisdictional comprehensive plan recognizes that
agricultural, natural, and cultural resources are limited and very difficult or impossible to replace if damaged or
destroyed. Information on the characteristics and location of agricultural, natural, and cultural resources in the
County is needed to help properly locate future land uses. This information is necessary to avoid serious
environmental problems and to ensure protection of natural resources.

This chapter provides inventory information on existing agricultural, natural, and cultural resources in
Washington County and each town and village participating in the multi-jurisdictional comprehensive planning
process. Information regarding soil types, existing farmland, farming operations, topography and geology, non-
metallic mining resources, water resources, woodland resources, natural areas and critical species habitats,
environmental corridors, park and open space sites, and cultural (historical and archaeological) resources is
included in this chapter. The planning recommendations set forth in the Agricultural, Natural, and Cultural
Resources Element chapter of this report are directly related to the inventory of the resources listed above.

The base year for inventory data presented in this chapter range from 1994 to 2007. Much of the inventory data
has been collected through regional land use and natural area planning activities conducted by SEWRPC.
Additional inventory data has been collected from and by Washington County, local units of government, and
State and Federal agencies including the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources, Wisconsin Department of
Agriculture, Trade, and Consumer Protection (DATCP), State Historical Society of Wisconsin, and the U.S.
Department of Agriculture (USDA).

PART 1: SOILS AND AGRICULTURAL RESOURCES
Soil Survey

The USDA Soil Conservation Service, now the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS), issued a soil
survey for Washington County in 1971." Soils were identified and mapped and organized by soil association, soil

"Documented in the Soil Survey, Washington County, Wisconsin, USDA Soil Conservation Service, June 1971.
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series, and soil type. The soil survey results, including the attributes of each soil type, are now available on the
NRCS website as part of the Soil Survey Geographic (SSURGO) database. Unless otherwise noted, the soil
information in this chapter was obtained from the SSURGO database.

The soil survey can play an important role in land use decisions. The information contained in the soil survey can
help identify which areas of the County are suitable for agricultural use, areas with limitations for development
due to wet soils or bedrock near the surface, and areas where marketable nonmetallic mineral deposits may be
present.

Soil Associations

A soil association is a landscape that has a distinctive pattern of soils. It
normally consists of one or more major soils and at least one minor soil,
and is named for the major soils. Map 6 shows soil associations in
Washington County and those portions of the Village of Newburg and
City of Hartford that extend outside the County. The map provides a
general idea of the soils in the County and is useful for comparing
different parts of the County. Planning decisions should be based on the
more detailed soils information, including soil mapping units and
interpretations for various land uses, contained in the soil survey. The

seven soil associations in Washington County are briefly described  Washington County consists of seven soil
below: associations varying in suitability for
' agriculture and development.

The Brookston-Pella-Lamartine association consists of generally

poorly-drained soils that have a subsoil of clay loam or silty clay loam, formed in loess and underlying loam to
sandy loam glacial till. This association encompasses about 8 percent of the County in scattered locations,
generally along streams and trending diagonally across the County from northwest to southeast.

The Casco-Fox-Rodman association consists of well-drained soils that have a subsoil of gravelly sandy loam to
clay loam, very shallow to moderately deep over gravel and sand, on outwash terraces. This association
encompasses about 15 percent of the County. These locations are generally on lower elevations within the Kettle
Moraine in the north-central and southwestern portions of the County.

The Casco-Hochheim-Sisson association contains well-drained soils that have a subsoil of loam to clay loam
over lake-laid silt and fine sand in gravel and sand outwash, or in sandy loam glacial till on uplands. This
association is located in the eastern part of the County in the townships of Farmington, Trenton, and Jackson,
encompassing about 10 percent of the County. The portion of the Village of Newburg in Ozaukee County, about
53 acres, is also within this soil association.

The Colwood-Boyer-Sisson association contains both well- and poorly-drained soils that have a subsoil of sandy
loam or silty clay loam over lake-laid silt and fine sand or gravel and sand outwash on plains and dissected
terraces. This association is located in the northeastern part of the County and encompasses about 5 percent of the
County.

The Hochheim-Theresa association contains well-drained soils that have a subsoil of clay loam, formed in loess
with underlying sandy loam to loam glacial till on uplands. This is the predominant soil association,
encompassing about 44 percent of the County. Much of the central and western parts of the County are in this
soil association.

The Houghton-Palms-Adrian association contains very poorly drained organic soils along drainageways, in
depressions, and in old lakebeds. This association encompasses about 10 percent of the County in scattered
locations.
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GENERAL SOIL ASSOCIATIONS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY

FOND DULAC CO.

Map 6
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Table 27

SATURATED SOILS IN
WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUNITIES: 2006

Saturated Percent of
Soils Local
Local Government (acres) Government
Partnering Governments
Town of AddiSON ........vvveeeeeeiiiieeeeeee. 6,973 30
Town of Barton.........ccceeeeeeeevveeeeeeeeieeen. 3,467 28
ToWN Of EXiN...cveeeeececeee e 6,318 27
Town of Farmington 7,646 32
Town of Germantown.............ccceeveeenennne 588 51
Town of Hartford ...........cooooviiiiiiici 5,839 32
Town of Kewaskum......... 4,498 31
Village of Kewaskum 372 29
Town of PolK........ccceeee. 4,884 24
Town of Trenton.........c..eeeeeeviiiieeeeeiee. 8,255 39
Town of Wayne ........cooceeeeeeiiieenieeee 9,400 41
Non-Partnering Governments
City of Hartford............ccooooviiiiiiiis 729 22
City of West Bend ..........cccocviiiiiiiinne. 1,609 35
Village of Germantown.... 9,252 42
Village of Jackson ...........cccovevieiiiiincinnne 747 40
Village of Newburg..........cccooviiiiiiiiiinnne 96 18
Village of Slinger-............. 96 18
Town of Jackson............. 11,048 51
Town of Richfield ............ 4,789 21
Town of West Bend 1,684 15
Washington County Total 90,465 32

Source: Natural Resources Conservation Service, Washington County, and

SEWRPC.

The Ozaukee-Martinton-Saylesville  association
contains generally well-drained soils that have a
subsoil of silty clay loam to clay over silty clay loam
glacial till or lake-laid silt and clay on ground
moraines and lacustrine basins. This association is
located in the eastern half of the County and
encompasses about 8 percent of the County.

That portion of the City of Hartford located in Dodge
County, which totals about 300 acres, is located in the
Theresa-Lamartine-Hochheim  association.  This
association includes deep, generally well-drained
soils with a subsoil of silt and loam.

Saturated Soils

Soils that are saturated with water or that have a
water table at or near the surface, also known as
hydric soils, pose significant limitations for most
types of development. High water tables often cause
wet basements and poorly-functioning absorption
fields for private onsite waste treatment systems
(POWTS). The excess wetness may also restrict the
growth of landscaping plants and trees. Wet soils
also restrict or prevent the use of land for crops,
unless the land is artificially drained. Map 7 depicts
hydric soils in Washington County, as identified by
the NRCS and the Washington County Land and
Water Conservation Division. The number of acres
of hydric soils in the County and each local

government is shown in Table 27. Although such areas are generally unsuitable for development, they may serve
as important locations for restoration of wetlands, as wildlife habitat, and for stormwater detention.

Depth to Bedrock

Areas where bedrock is at or near the surface pose significant limitations for most types of development. If depth
to bedrock is shallow, excavation for septic tanks and drain fields needed for conventional private onsite waste
treatment systems (POWTS) may be difficult and expensive and the septic system may operate poorly. Bedrock

Soils that are saturated with water or that have a water table at or near the surface, also known as hydric soils, pose significant limitations for
most types of development.
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Map 7
SATURATED SOILS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY
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Table 28

DEPTH TO BEDROCK IN
WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUNITIES: 2006

Area with Depth
to Bedrock at or Percent of
Less Than Three Local
Local Government Feet (acres) Government
Partnering Governments
Town of AddiSON .......c.ceevvieviieeannen.
Town of Barton.............
Town of Erin.................
Town of Farmington...... -- --
Town of Germantown... 24.2 21
Town of Hartford ..........cccceeviieennen. -- --
Town of Kewaskum............cccceeenees 24.6 0.2
Village of Kewaskum....
Town of POIK ....coovieiiiiiiiieeicee, -- -
Town of Trenton.........ccccvevvevveienn. 5.4 B
Town of Wayne........cccccceveeveeveenennnn, 7.7 A
Non-Partnering Governments
City of Hartford..........ccccccoveiiininnn
City of West Bend ............ -- --
Village of Germantown 1,332.4 6.1
Village of Jackson............ . -- --
Village of Newburg..........ccccceenueennen. 8.4 1.5
Village of Slinger.........cccccevvennennen. -- --
Town of Jackson 537.8 25
Town of Richfield ..........ccccoocveineenne -
Town of West Bend...........ccccceuene. -- --
Washington County Total 1,940.5 0.6

“Less than 0.05 percent.

Source:
SEWRPC.

Natural Resources Conservation Service, Washington County, and

Class | and Il soils are considered “National Prime Farmlands”. Class

| soils have few limitations, the widest range of use, and the least risk
of damage when used. Class Il soils have some limitations.

at or near the surface also limits development by
increasing the costs of constructing a basement. The
NRCS rates the limitations as severe if the depth to
bedrock is equal to or less than three feet from the
surface. The number of acres with soil depth to
bedrock equal to or less than three feet in the
County and each local government is shown on
Table 28 and Map 8. Areas with bedrock near the
surface are concentrated in the southeast and eastern
portions of the County. Although high bedrock may
limit or increase the cost of urban development, they
may serve as important locations for the extraction
of stone.

Soil Suitability for Agricultural Production

The NRCS has classified the agricultural capability
of soils based on their general suitability for most
kinds of farming. These groupings are based on the
limitations of the soils, the risk of damage when
used, and the way in which the soils respond to
treatment. Generally, lands with Class I and II soils
are considered “National Prime Farmlands” and
lands with Class III soils are considered “Farmlands
of Statewide Significance.” Class I soils have few
limitations, the widest range of use, and the least
risk of damage when used. The soils in the other
classes have progressively greater natural
limitations. Class II soils have some limitations that
reduce the choice of plants that can be grown, or
require moderate conservation practices to reduce
the risk of damage when used. Class III soils have
severe limitations that reduce the choice of plants,
require special conservation practices, or both, and
Class IV soils have very severe limitations. Class
V, VI, and VII soils are considered suitable for
pasture but not for crops, and Class VIII soils are so
rough, shallow, or otherwise limited that they do not
produce economically worthwhile yields of crops,
forage, or wood products.

The location and amount of Class I, II, and III soils,
as set forth in Map 9 and Table 29, were an
important consideration when farmland preservation
areas were identified in the existing County
farmland preservation plan (adopted in 1981) and
existing town land use and master plans. The
County Farmland Preservation Plan® used the
following criteria to designate Primary Farmlands:
farms with at least 50 percent of soils classified as

Farmland Preservation Plan, Washington County, Wisconsin; prepared by the firm Stockham & Vandewalle,

Madison, Wisconsin.
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Map 8
AREAS WITH BEDROCK AT OR NEAR THE SURFACE IN WASHINGTON COUNTY
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Map 9

AGRICULTURAL SOIL CAPABILITY IN WASHINGTON COUNTY
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Table 29
AGRICULTURAL SOIL CAPABILITY IN WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUNITIES

Class IV, V, VI,
VII, and VIII
Soils and
Class | Soils Class Il Soils Class Il Soils Unclassified Surface Water Total
Area (acres) (acres) (acres) Areas (acres) (acres) (acres)
Partnering Governments
Town of Addison..........cccceeeveerens 422 13,591 6,165 2,862 21 23,061
Town of Barton.........ccccceevvieenienne 56 5,376 2,993 3,733 219 12,376
Town of Erin.....oovvieiiiiiiiiee 633 9,698 6,426 6,045 330 23,132
Town of Farmington....................... 346 10,378 7,487 4,957 374 23,542
Town of Germantown .. 3 741 363 52 6 1,165
Town of Hartford..........cccccoveeiins 434 11,207 4,323 1,731 505 18,200
Town of Kewaskum .........cccoceveene 130 6,934 3,042 4,116 88 14,310
Village of Kewaskum 35 869 220 121 26 1,271
Town of PolK........ccooovviiiiiiiiiiies 135 10,801 4,181 4,763 264 20,144
Town of Trenton ........cccceveveneennenns 368 9,303 7,943 3,107 272 20,993
Town of Wayne ........ccccceveevneeneenns 266 12,206 7,111 3,228 92 22,903
Non-Partnering Governments
City of Hartford®..........c.coooeveueuenee. 46 2,864 1,162 531 27 4,630
City of West Bend............ccoeernene 118 3,971 2,803 2,260 193 9,346
Village of Germantown .................. 256 14,496 5,929 1,152 182 22,015
Village of Jackson ............cceeennene 51 1,472 260 84 18 1,885
Village of Newburg®..........ccccov...... 18 231 160 88 24 521
Village of Slinger .........ccccccceveeneen. 38 1,502 881 920 23 3,364
Town of Jackson .........ccccccevvriins 682 14,178 6,092 713 63 21,728
Town of Richfield..........c..cccooeninns 869 10,927 6,239 4,827 415 23,277
Town of WestBend ..........ccceceee 65 3,645 2,494 3,314 1,361 10,879
Washington County® 4,971 144,392 76,277 48,609 4,507 278,756
Percent of Total Lands 1.8 51.8 27.4 17.4 1.6 100.0

@Excludes the 300 acres of the City of Hartford lying within Dodge County.

®Excludes the 53 acres of the Village of Newburg lying within Ozaukee County.

°Includes the 14 acres of the City of Milwaukee lying in the extreme southeastern corner of Washington County.
Source: Natural Resources Conservation Service and SEWRPC.

Class 1, 11, or III, located within a farming block of at least 640 acres, and having a minimum farm size of 35
acres. Farms less than 35 acres were included if used for the production of specialty crops or livestock, provided
the soil criteria and minimum farming block criteria were met. The Towns of Barton, Hartford, Kewaskum,
Trenton, and Wayne used the 3presence of Class I, 11, and III soils to help identify prime agricultural lands in their
existing Town land use plans.

The NRCS has developed an alternative method for identifying areas to be preserved as farmland. This method is
known as the Land Evaluation and Site Assessment (LESA) system. LESA is a numeric system for rating
potential farmland preservation areas by evaluating soil quality (LE or land evaluation) and geographic variables
(SA or site assessment). The LESA system was used to identify the farmland preservation areas recommended by
this plan.

The land evaluation component of the LESA rating system was determined by the NRCS, which rated each soil in
Washington County (and all other counties in Wisconsin) based on soil type, slope, agricultural capability class,
and soil productivity for producing corn and soybeans. The resulting ratings were then placed into groups ranging
from the best to the worst suited for cropland production, with the best soil group assigned a value of 100. Map
10 depicts the land evaluation ratings for agricultural soils in Washington County. Acres within each range in

SAdditional information regarding prime agricultural lands designated in existing County and town plans is
included in Chapter V1.
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Map 10
SOIL PRODUCTIVITY FOR CROPS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY
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Table 30
SOIL PRODUCTIVITY RATINGS FOR CROPLAND (LAND EVALUATION RATINGS) IN WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUNITIES

Less than
60 or Soil Surface
95 to 100 90 to 94 85 to 89 80 to 84 70 to 79 60 to 69 Not Rated Water Total
Local Government (acres) (acres) (acres) (acres) (acres) (acres) (acres) (acres) (acres)
Partnering Governments
Town of Addison.................... 798 7,726 1,356 2,763 1,383 3,092 5,922 21 23,061
Town of Barton ...........ccccec... 299 1,408 873 2,104 832 1,473 5,168 219 12,376
Town of Erin ....ccveviicicee 1,408 3,522 2,313 2,782 346 3,818 8,613 330 23,132
Town of Farmington............... 134 1,258 3,061 3,958 2,410 2,615 9,732 374 23,542
Town of Germantown ............ 18 343 193 190 35 257 123 6 1,165
Town of Hartford.................... 1,025 6,120 2,424 1,612 466 3,033 3,015 505 18,200
Town of Kewaskum............... 624 2,005 1,728 2,066 732 1,417 5,650 88 14,310
Village of Kewaskum ............. 45 299 200 287 87 34 293 26 1,271
Town of POIK.......ccccoveeuiieins 403 3,067 2,752 3,830 893 1,571 7,364 264 20,144
Town of Trenton .................... 75 395 3,060 2,574 3,844 3,396 7,377 272 20,993
Town of Wayne...........ccceee.. 812 4,696 2,594 3,604 1,046 3,975 6,084 92 22,903
Non-Partnering Governments
City of Hartford®..................... 184 1,560 783 319 68 915 774 27 4,630
City of West Bend.................. 144 1,099 617 1,743 616 1,045 3,889 193 9,346
Village of Germantown .......... 586 3,442 6,439 3,767 604 3,657 3,438 182 22,015
Village of Jackson.... 25 227 706 370 199 143 197 18 1,885
Village of Newburg® ............... - 1 22 69 168 0 237 24 521
Village of Slinger............c....... 128 715 191 409 98 422 1,378 23 3,364
Town of Jackson.. 130 1,656 3,207 5,942 4,137 3,941 2,652 63 21,728
Town of Richfield................... 1,294 5,411 1,352 3,434 402 3,348 7,621 415 23,277
Town of West Bend ............... 276 1,756 465 1,037 239 1,059 4,686 1,361 10,879
Washington County® 8,408 46,706 34,336 42,862 18,605 39,111 84,221 4,507 278,756
Percent of Total Lands 3.0 16.8 12.3 15.4 6.7 14.0 30.2 1.6 100.0

#Excludes the 300 acres of the City of Hartford lying within Dodge County.

®Excludes the 53 acres of the Village of Newburg lying within Ozaukee County.

°Includes the 14 acres of the City of Milwaukee lying in the extreme southeastern corner of Washington County.
?Site is less than 0.5 acres.

Source: Natural Resources Conservation Service and SEWRPC.

each local government are listed in Table 30. Soil values have been “normalized” for Washington County, so that
each soil is rated in relative value to other soils in the County, rather than to soils in the State. The site assessment
component of the LESA rating system is based on geographic variables such as distance from major highways,
proximity to urban development, and proximity to public sewer and water. Specific factors to be considered as
part of the site assessment will be determined specifically by Washington County and each town participating in
the multi-jurisdictional planning process. The site assessment component
of the LESA rating system is documented in Chapter VIII.

Existing Farmland

Agricultural lands in 2000 were identified by SEWRPC as part of the
regional land use inventory conducted as part of the regional planning
program. The land use inventory identified croplands, pasture lands,
orchards, nurseries, specialized farming, and non-residential farm
buildings. Farm residences, together with a 20,000 square foot dwelling
site, are classified as single-family residential land uses.* Based on the

About 141,755 acres, or about 222 square . .
miles, representing almost 51 percent of the ~ land use inventory, about 141,755 acres, or about 222 square miles,

County, were in agricultural use in 2000. representing almost 51 percent of the County, were in agricultural use in

“See Chapter IV for more information about the SEWRPC 2000 land use inventory.
61




EXISTING AGRICULTURAL LANDS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUNITIES: 2000

Table 31

Pasture
Land and Orchards,
Unused Nurseries,
Cultivated Agricultural and Farm
Lands Percent of Land Percent of Specialty Percent of Buildings Percent of Total
Local Government (acres) Total (acres) Total Crops Total (acres) Total (acres)
Partnering Governments
Town of Addison.................... 13,426 87.5 1,647 10.7 -- 0.0 265 1.7 15,338
Town of Barton ...........cccc...... 5,279 78.5 1,298 19.3 17 0.3 129 1.9 6,723
Town of Erin ..... . 5,824 57.9 4,052 40.3 33 0.3 156 1.6 10,065
Town of Farmington............... 11,789 84.1 1,907 13.6 27 0.2 294 21 14,017
Town of Germantown ............ 617 86.5 83 1.7 -- 0.0 13 1.8 713
Town of Hartford.................... 10,152 90.6 833 7.4 -- 0.0 216 1.9 11,201
Town of Kewaskum ............... 6,058 83.3 1,072 14.7 2 0.0 145 2.0 7,277
Village of Kewaskum............. 267 83.3 51 16.0 -- 0.0 2 0.7 320
Town of POIK.......cocvveniiiiene 9,072 87.3 1,043 10.0 35 0.3 236 2.3 10,386
Town of Trenton .........cccceeeeuee 9,353 82.2 1,731 15.2 58 0.5 242 2.1 11,384
Town of Wayne.........ccccceuene 12,014 85.7 1,761 12.6 1 0.0 248 1.8 14,024
Non-Partnering Governments
City of Hartford .........ccccccoueee 905 87.0 119 11.5 -- 0.0 17 1.6 1,041
City of West Bend................. 1,183 83.9 214 15.2 -- 0.0 13 0.9 1,410
Village of Germantown .......... 7,349 74.8 2,101 21.4 165 1.7 208 21 9,823
Village of Jackson.................. 433 94.7 16 3.4 1 0.2 7 1.6 457
Village of Newburg ................ 112 82.1 18 13.2 -- 0.0 6 4.8 136
Village of Slinger.................... 913 88.2 100 9.7 7 0.6 15 1.5 1,035
Town of Jackson.................... 11,281 83.2 1,499 1.1 457 34 322 24 13,5659
Town of Richfield..... 7,117 75.3 2,064 21.8 116 1.2 156 1.6 9,453
Town of West Bend 2,518 74.2 799 23.5 13 0.4 63 1.9 3,393
Washington County 115,662 100.0 22,408 100.0 932 100.0 2,753 100.0 141,755
Percent of Total Lands 81.6 -- 15.8 -- 0.6 -- 2.0 -- 100.0

Source: SEWRPC.

2000. It should be noted that this figure includes lands actually used for agriculture—primarily cultivated lands
and lands used for pasture—and excludes the wetland and woodland portions of farm fields. Table 31 sets forth
the number of acres occupied by farmland in each local government and the County in 2000.

Map 11 and Table 31 show the area devoted to farmland use in 2000, categorized as follows:

e Cultivated Lands, which includes lands used for the cultivation of crops including row crops, grain crops,

vegetable crops, and hay.

e Pasture Land and Unused Agricultural Lands, which includes lands used as pasture, or lands which were
formerly cultivated or used for pasture which have not yet succeeded to a wetland or woodland plant

community.

e Orchards, Nurseries, and Specialty Crops, which includes lands used for orchards, nurseries, sod farms,
and specialty crops such as mint, ginseng, and berry fields. Greenhouses are not included in this category,
but are shown as commercial on the land use map in Chapter V.

e Farm Buildings, which includes barns, silos, and other buildings used to store farm equipment or supplies

or house farm animals.

As shown on Map 11 and Table 31, cultivated lands were the predominant type of agricultural use in the County
and in each local government, accounting for about 82 percent of agricultural land in the County in 2000.
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Map 11

EXISTING AGRICULTURAL LANDS AND
ENVIRONMENTAL CORRIDORS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2000
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Table 32

AGRICULTURAL SECTORS IN
WASHINGTON COUNTY AND WISCONSIN: 2002

Table 33

FARMS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY
AND WISCONSIN BY VALUE OF SALES: 2002

Washington County State of Wisconsin Washington County State of Wisconsin

Percent F’?rcent Value of Sales Number Percent Number Percent
2002 Sales Agrfi;‘;t‘j'ral 2002 Sales Agri;j’ttﬁ'ral Less than $2,500 ............... 263 312 | 30491 395
Sector (in thousands) Revenues (in thousands) Revenues $2,500 to $4,999 66 7.8 5,389 7.0
Dairy .oooevveeveerean $33,100 45.4 $2,651,000 471 $5,000 t0 $9,999.......ccverinne 75 8.9 5,788 75
Horticulture 14,000 19.2 197,400 35 $10,000 to $24,999................. 133 15.7 8,362 10.8
Grains (Crops) ....... 10,600 14.5 893,300 15.9 $25,000 to $49,999 59 7.0 5,929 7.7
Cattle and Calves .. 8,100 11.1 834,900 14.9 $50,000 to $99,999 74 8.8 7,242 9.4
Vegetables............ 1,600 23 341,600 6.1 $100,000 or more ................... 174 20.6 13,930 18.1
Other....ccocoeviveneens 5,500 75 705,100 12.5 Total 844 100.0 77,131 100.0

Total $72,900 100.0 $5,623,300 100.0

Source: USDA-National Agricultural Statistics Service, 2002 Census of Agriculture.

Dairy was the predominant source of agricultural revenue in the
County in 2002, accounting for about 45 percent of agricultural
revenue.

Horticulture was the second-largest source of agricultural
revenue in Washington County in 2002, accounting for just over
19 percent of sales.

Source: USDA-National Agricultural Statistics Service, 2002 Census of Agriculture.

Farm Production and Revenue

Farm production and revenue inventory data®® are useful
in determining the economic impact of agriculture in
Washington County and the major types of agricultural
products. Agricultural sectors in the County and State in
2002, and the amount and percentage of revenue
associated with each sector, are set forth in Table 32.
Dairy was the predominant source of agricultural revenue
in the County in 2002, accounting for about 45 percent of
agricultural revenue. A similar percentage, about 47
percent, of agricultural revenue Statewide was based on
dairy products. Of the 844 farms in the County in 2002,
174, or about 21 percent, were dairy farms.

Horticulture was the second-largest source of agricultural
revenue in Washington County in 2002, accounting for just
over 19 percent of sales. Statewide, horticulture accounted
for just 3.5 percent of sales. The relative importance of the
horticultural industry in the County compared to the State
is likely a response to the demand for landscaping material
for urban development in the County and the Milwaukee
metropolitan area.

Table 33 sets forth total value of sales’ in 2002 for farms
in Washington County. Almost one-third (about 31
percent), or 263, of all farms in Washington County had

®Data included in this section are 2002 data for Washington County from the USDA National Agricultural
Statistics Service unless otherwise noted. Data are reported at the County level, and are not available for local
governments. Additional information on County agriculture is available in the report Farmland and Open Space
Preservation Tools, prepared by the Washington County Planning and Parks Department, June 2005.

®The USDA defines a farm as any place from which 31,000 or more of agricultural products (crops and livestock)
were sold or normally would have been sold during the year under consideration.

"The total value of sales is equal to the gross market value before taxes and production expenses for all

agricultural products sold.
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Table 34 total value in sales of less than $2,500, compared to

39 percent of farms Statewide with total value in

FARM SIZE IN WASHINGTON sales less than $2,500. There were 174 farms, or
COUNTY AND WISCONSIN: 2002 about 21 percent of farms in the County, with total

value in sales of $100,000 or more, compared to

, Washington County | State of Wisconsin about 18 percent of State farms with total value in
Size (acres) Number Percent Number Percent 1 £ $100 000
Less than 10 acres ... 67 79 4141 54 sales o ,UUU o1 more.
10 to 49 acres...... 268 318 | 17,152 222
50 to 179 acres..... 314 372 | 29458 38.2 Average net income from farm operations in the
;gg :0 ggg acres... 1‘3‘2 122 2222; 222 County in 2002 was $24,654, which was about 37
0 acres....... . , . .
1,000 acres or more................ 19 23 1,894 25 percept higher than.the. State average of $17,946.
Total 844 1000 | 77,131 100.0 Farming was the principal occupation of the farm

Source: USDA-National Agricultural Statistics Service, 2002 Census of operator on 552 farms’ or almost 65 percent, and

Agriculture. was not the primary occupation of the farm operator
on the remaining 292 farms, or 35 percent.
Statewide, farming was the principal occupation of
the farm operator on about 59 percent of farms and
was not the principal occupation of the farm
operator on the remaining 41 percent of farms.

Number and Size of Farms

Table 34 sets forth the number of farms by size
category® in Washington County and Wisconsin.
As noted earlier, there were 844 farms in the County
in 2002. The average farm size was 154 acres, and
the median farm size was 86 acres. This compares
to 204 acres and 140 acres, respectively, for farms
in the State. The largest percentage of farms in the
County, about 37 percent, were between 50 and 179
acres, and an additional 32 percent of farms were

There were 844 farms in Washington County in 2002 with an average
size of 154 acres and median size of 86 acres. between 10 and 49 acres. Only about 6 percent of

farms were more than 500 acres in size.

Farms Enrolled in State and Federal Preservation Programs

There are a number of State and Federal conservation programs that have been created to help protect farmland
and related rural land. These programs include the Wisconsin Farmland Preservation Program, Conservation
Reserve Enhancement Program (CREP), Soil and Water Resource Management Program (SWRM), Conservation
Reserve Program (CRP), and the Wetland Reserve Program (WRP). Lands enrolled in these programs are
depicted on Map 12.

Wisconsin Farmland Preservation Program

The Wisconsin Farmland Preservation Program provides income tax credits to eligible farmland owners. The
program is administered by County and local governments, but the Wisconsin Land and Water Conservation
Board (LWCB) must first certify that the county farmland preservation plan meets the standards specified in
Chapter 91 of the Wisconsin Statutes. Of the 72 counties in Wisconsin, 70 have certified farmland preservation
plans. Washington County’s farmland preservation plan was certified in 1981. To be eligible to enroll in the
program, farmland must be designated as such in the County Farmland Preservation Plan, must be a minimum of
35 contiguous acres, and must produce a minimum of $6,000 in gross farm receipts in the previous year or
$18,000 in the previous three years. Farmland owners may participate in one of two ways: through exclusive
agricultural zoning or through Farmland Preservation Agreements. Participation through exclusive agricultural

8Data included in this section includes lands owned by the farmer, not lands the farmer may rent.

65



Map 12

LANDS ENROLLED IN THE FARMLAND PRESERVATION PROGRAM OR

CONSERVATION RESERVE ENHANCEMENT PROGRAM IN WASHINGTON
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Table 35 zoning may occur only when the local jurisdiction

having zoning authori cit illage, town, or
FARMLAND PRESERVATION AREAS BASED ON ving zoning authority (city, village, town,
EXCLUSIVE AGRICULTURAL ZONING AGREEMENTS N~ county) has a zoning ordinance that is certified by

LOCAL GOVERNMENTS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2005  the LWCB as having met the standards of Chapter
91 of the Statutes. The only uses permitted in

Number of Area Enrolled exclusive agricultural zoning districts are agri-
Local Government Agreements (acres) K . .

TOWN Of BAMON ...orroor 10 1,924 cultural.uses and uses consistent with agricultural
Town of Hartford .............c....... 30 3,458 use, which are specified in the Statutes. The Towns
Town of Kewaskum........... 20 3,478 of Barton, Hartford, Kewaskum, Richfield, and
Town of Richfield.............. 2 581 Trenton and the Village of Germantown have
\T/OHW” Ofng"to""; """"""" 12 1;22 zoning ordinances that have been certified by the

lllage or Germantown , .« . .
Total 89 11878 LWCB. In 2005, there were 89 participating

landowners, with about 11,878 acres of farmland
NOTE: The numbers above reflect estimates of lands enrolled in the program. As : : :
of 2001, the State of Wisconsin no longer required landowners to obtain a signed enrolled in the farmland preservatlon progra}m, 1mn
certificate from the Washington County Land and Water Conservation Division, so these local governments_ Lands enrolled in the
accurate records are no longer available.

program are shown on Map 12 and the number of
Source: Washington County. acres enrolled in the program in each local

government is listed in Table 35.

Table 36

FARMLAND PRESERVATION AREAS
BASED ON DATCP AGREEMENTS IN LOCAL

In jurisdictions where the County farmland
preservation plan designates land as farmland but

GOVERNMENTS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2005 the LWCB has not certified the local zoning
ordinance, a landowner may participate in the

Number of Area Enrolled program through a Farmland Preservation Agree-

movmee | sgwews |G| ey with DATCP. Contacs are for 10- or 25
Town of Erin 1 89 year periods. In a county with a population density
Town of Farmington ................... 9 830 of 100 or more People per squarc mile: however,
Town of Jackson 1 157 the land must be under a certified agricultural
Town of Polk......... 1 164 zoning ordinance to be eligible for tax credits.
ToYvrzt;fWayne """ 1‘; 13?; Washington County has a population density of

more than 100 people per square mile so no new
Source: Wisconsin Department of Agriculture, Trade, and Consumer Protection, Farmland Preservation Agreements may be made
Washington County, and SEWRPC. . .

with  Washington County farmland owners;

however, the State allowed landowners in local

governments without certified ordinances to enter
into agreements during the years 1989 to 1991. In 2005, there were 17 Wisconsin Farmland Preservation
Agreements encompassing 1,717 acres of farmland in the Towns of Addison, Erin, Farmington, Jackson, Polk,
and Wayne. Lands enrolled in the program are shown on Map 12 and the number of acres enrolled in the
program in each local government is listed in Table 36.

Conservation Reserve Enhancement Program

The Conservation Reserve Enhancement Program (CREP) is a Federal-State-Local partnership between the
USDA Farm Services Agency (FSA), the NRCS, the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (DNR),
DATCP, and participating County Land Conservation Departments (LCD) throughout Wisconsin. The goal of
CREP in Washington County is to establish riparian buffers and/or restore wetlands along navigable streams in
order to reduce upland sediment (erosion) and pollution from entering surface waters. Agricultural lands that are
currently being farmed are eligible for this program through 15-year contracts or through permanent conservation
easements. In 2005, permanent conservation easements had been placed on five acres through three landowner
agreements, and thirteen 15-year agreements were in place on 20 acres of land. General locations of land subject
to CREP agreements or easements are shown on Map 12.
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Soil and Water Resource Management Program

In 2004 the Washington County Land and Water Conservation Division elected to no longer participate in the
CREP program, however, through annual grants from the DATCP Soil and Water Resource Management
(SWRM) Program, the Land and Water Conservation Division has continued to promote the installation of
riparian buffers. Landowners agreeing to the same restrictions required by CREP receive the same financial
incentives that were offered through the CREP as CREP Equivalent Payments. Similar to CREP, agricultural
lands that are currently being farmed are eligible for this program through 15-year contracts or through permanent
conservation easements. In 2005, permanent conservation easements had been placed on 33 acres through 14
landowner agreements, and eight 15-year agreements were in place on 11 acres of land. General locations of land
subject to SWRM agreements or easements are shown on Map 12.

Conservation Reserve Program

The USDA administers the Conservation Reserve Program (CRP) to help provide water quality protection,
erosion control, and wildlife habitat in agricultural areas. Under the CRP, the landowner enters into an agreement
to restore or protect lands for a 10-year or longer period in return for cash payments or assistance in making
conservation improvements. In 2005, there were 197 CRP contracts in Washington County, encompassing 2,756
acres. The USDA adopted a policy in 2005 that prohibits the agency from releasing specific data regarding
parcels enrolled in the CRP, so this information cannot be mapped.

Wetland Reserve Program

The Wetland Reserve Program (WRP) is a program aimed at protecting wetlands on private property. This is
typically done by providing a financial incentive to landowners to restore wetlands that have been drained for
agricultural use. Landowners who choose to participate in the program may sell a conservation easement to the
USDA or enter into a cost-share restoration agreement with the USDA to restore wetlands. The landowner retains
private ownership of the wetland area but limits future uses. In 2005, there were two WRP agreements
encompassing about 11 acres of land in Washington County. The USDA adopted a policy in 2005 that prohibits
the agency from releasing specific data regarding parcels enrolled in the WRP, so this information cannot be
mapped.

PART 2: NATURAL RESOURCES

Topography and Geology

The dominant landform in Washington County is the Kettle Moraine, an interlobate glacial deposit or moraine,
formed between the Green Bay and Lake Michigan lobes of the continental glacier that moved across the Great
Lakes area approximately 11,000 years ago. The Kettle Moraine is oriented in a general northeast-southwest
direction across the County. Some of its features include
kames, or conical hills; kettles, which are depressions that
mark the site of buried glacial ice blocks that became
separated from the ice mass and melted to form
depressions; eskers, or long, narrow ridges of drift
deposited in tunnels of ice; and abandoned drainageways.
It forms some of the most attractive and interesting
landscapes within the County. The Kettle Moraine area is
the location of the highest elevation in the County and the
location of the greatest local elevation differences, or
relief. The remainder of the County is covered by a
variety of glacial landforms and features, including rolling
landscapes of material deposited beneath the glacial ice;
terminal moraines, consisting of material deposited at the
forward edges of the ice sheet; lacustrine basins, which
are former glacial lakes; outwash plains formed by the Kames are an example of a glacial landform found in the Kettle
action of flowing glacial meltwater; and drumlins, which ~ Moraine region.
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are clongated teardrop-shaped mounds of glacial deposits that formed parallel to the flow of the glacier; and
eskers. Except for a few isolated spots where dolomite bedrock is exposed at the surface, the entire County is
covered with glacial deposits ranging from large boulders to fine grain clays.

Generalized landforms and topographic characteristics in about 100 foot interval contours are shown on Map 13.
Surface elevations range from a low of about 755 feet above sea level in the southeast portion of the Village of
Germantown at the Ozaukee-Washington County line to a high of 1,332 feet above sea level at Holy Hill in the
Town of Erin. Powder Hill in the Town of Hartford is 1,330 feet above sea level, and is the second highest point
in the County, along with another hilltop in the Holy Hill area which is also at the 1,330-foot elevation. Both
Holy Hill and Powder Hill are located in the Kettle Moraine.

Topographical features, particularly slopes, have a direct bearing on the potential for soil erosion and the
sedimentation of surface waters. Slope steepness affects the velocity and, accordingly, the erosive potential of
runoff. As a result, steep slopes place moderate to severe limitations on urban development and agricultural
activities, especially in areas with highly erodible soil types such as the Kettle Moraine. Map 14 indicates portions
of Washington County that have slopes exceeding 12 percent, with many such areas located along the Kettle
Moraine and in the northeastern portion of the County. Over 15,460 acres, or about 6 percent of the County, have
slopes of 20 percent or greater; while over 19,400 acres, or about 7 percent of the County, have slopes from 12 to
20 percent. Poorly planned hillside development in areas of steep slopes can lead to high costs for public
infrastructure development and maintenance and construction and post-construction erosion problems. Steeply
sloped agricultural land may make the operation of agricultural equipment difficult or even hazardous.
Development or cultivation of steeply sloped lands is also likely to negatively impact surface water quality
through related erosion and sedimentation.

The advances of glacial ice sheets, and the landforms they created, resulted in a wide range in the thickness of
glacial deposits over the bedrock. This thickness, represented as depth to bedrock on Map 15, ranges from zero to
more than 500 feet and is commonly between 50 and 150 feet. Areas where outcrops occur and where bedrock is
less than 25 feet deep are located along an irregular buried bedrock ridge, a continuation of a prominent geologic
feature of eastern Wisconsin called the Silurian escarpment. This ridge passes through Southeastern Wisconsin
from eastern Washington County southwest into Waukesha County. Bedrock outcrops are common in the
southeastern portion of the County in the Town and Village of Germantown and the Town of Jackson, as shown
on Map 15.

A total of 11 sites of geological importance, including seven glacial features (including the Kettle Moraine) and
four bedrock geology sites, were identified in the County in 1994 as part of the regional natural areas plan. The
geological sites included in the inventory were selected on the basis of scientific importance, significance in
industrial history, natural aesthetics, ecological qualities, educational value, and public access potential. The 11
sites selected in Washington County include two sites of statewide significance, the Kettle Moraine and the Friess
Lake Crevasse Filling; four sites of countywide or regional significance, and five sites of local significance.
Together, these sites encompass almost 40,000 acres in Washington County, with the Kettle Moraine
encompassing about 39,500 acres and the remaining 10 sites encompassing about 360 acres. Map 16 shows the
locations of the sites of geological importance, which are described in Table 37.

Nonmetallic Mineral Resources®

Nonmetallic minerals include sand, gravel, crushed stone, building or dimension stone, peat, and clay.
Nonmetallic mines (extractive sites and pits) in Southeastern Wisconsin provide sand, gravel, and crushed
limestone or dolomite for structural concrete and road building; peat for gardening and horticulture; and
dimension stone for use in buildings, landscaping, and monuments. Nonmetallic mineral resources are important

There are no marketable metallic mining resources in Washington County.
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Map 13

PHYSIOGRAPHIC FEATURES AND GENERALIZED TOPOG
CHARACTERISTICS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY

RAPHIC
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Map 14

SLOPE ANALYSIS FOR WASHINGTON COUNTY
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AREAS FOR WHICH SLOPE DATA ARE
NOT AVAILABLE FROM SOIL SURVEY

SURFACE WATER

Source: USDA - Natural Resiources Conservation Service and SEWRPC.
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Map 15

GENERALIZED DEPTH TO BEDROCK IN WASHINGTON COUNTY
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Map 16
SIGNIFICANT GEOLOGICAL SITES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 1994
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Table 37

SIGNIFICANT GEOLOGIC SITES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2005"

Number on Classification| Site Area
Map 16 Site Name Code® (Acres) Location Ownership Description
1 Kettle Moraine GA-1 39,471° Central portion Department of Natural Interlobate moraine consisting of a
Interlobate of County Resources, Washington complex system of irregular, knobby
Moraine County, City of West Bend, ridges, trending northeast-southwest
Village of Slinger, Town of across the County
West Bend, Town of
Barton, Cedar Lakes
Conservation Foundation,
Daniel Boone Conservation
League, Holy Hill, Ice Age
Trail Foundation, The
Nature Conservancy, The
Ozaukee Washington Land
Trust, and private
2 Friess Lake GA-1 21 TON, R19E Private Excellent example of a crevasse filling
(Hogsback) Section 19
Crevasse Filling Town of Richfield
3 Little Menomonee GA-2 7 TON, R20E Private Silurian Racine Dolomite reef rock
River Reef District Sections 35 and 36 exposures. Considerable importance
Village of Germantown in scientific research. Contains a wide
variety of reef features
4 Erin Esker GA-2 200 TIN, R18E The Ozaukee Washington A good example of an esker, easily
Sections 10, 15, Land Trust and private demonstrated on an agricultural
16, and 21 landscape. Some development
Town of Erin impacts
5 Kewaskum Kame GA-2 43 T12N, R19E Private A well-developed, isolated conical
Section 3 kame which serves as the "gateway"
Town of Kewaskum to the Northern Unit of the Kettle
Moraine Forest
6 Myra Esker GA-2 18 T11N, R20E Private A well-developed, little-disturbed east-
Sections 15 and 16 west trending esker covered by
Town of Trenton natural vegetation
7 Lac Lawrann Kame GA-3 9 T11N, R19E City of West Bend Good example of kame and esker
and Esker Section 1 formation
City of West Bend
8 Germantown GA-3 3 TON, R20E Wisconsin Department Roadcut providing excellent cross-
Roadcut Section 22 of Transportation section through Racine Dolomite,
Village of Germantown revealing fossils and rock types
9 Kewaskum Quarry GA-3 3 T12N, R19E Private Old quarry and lime kiln expose
and Lime Kiln Section 6 dolomite containing abundant
Town of Kewaskum brachiopod fossils. Relatively
undisturbed by lime-burning
operation
10 Camp Wowitan GA-3 54 T11N, R20E YMCA and private Well-developed northeast-southwest
Esker Sections 27 and 28 trending esker
Town of Trenton
11 Trenton Quarry and GA-3 3 T11N, R20E Private Small quarry exposing massive Silurian|
Lime Kiln Section 34 dolomite. Primitive, relatively
Town of Trenton undisturbed kilns
Total — 11 Sites -- 39,832 -- -- --

Inventory conducted in 1994; ownership information updated in 2005.

bGA-1 identifies Geological Area sites of statewide or greater significance; GA-2 identifies Geological Area sites of countywide or regional significance; and GA-3

identifies Geological Area sites of local significance.

°Includes the area within Washington County only.

Source: Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources, Wisconsin Geological and Natural History Survey, and SEWRPC. Sites were identified as part of the
regional natural areas plan, documented in SEWRPC Planning Report No. 42, A Regional Natural Areas and Critical Species Habitat Protection and Management

Plan for Southeastern Wisconsin, September 1997.
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Each person in the United States uses an average of 9.5 tons of
construction aggregate per year.

Dimension stone is used in the construction of buildings, landscaping, Having sources of aggregate relatively close (within 25 miles) of
and monuments. a construction project lessens the overall cost of construction
due to the cost of transporting heavy materials.

economic resources that should be taken into careful consideration whenever land is being considered for
development. Mineral resources, like other natural resources, occur where nature put them, which is not always
convenient or desirable. Wise management of nonmetallic mineral resources is important to ensure an adequate
supply of aggregate at a reasonable cost for new construction and for maintenance of existing infrastructure in the
future.

According to the U. S. Geological Survey, each person in the United States uses an average of 9.5 tons of
construction aggregate per year (construction aggregate includes sand, gravel, crushed stone, and recycled crushed
concrete). Construction of one lane-mile of Interstate Highway uses 20,000 tons of aggregate. Aggregate is heavy
and bulky, and is therefore expensive to transport. Having sources of aggregate relatively close (within 25 miles)
of a construction project lessens the overall cost of construction. The cost of a ton of aggregate can more than
double when it has to be hauled 25 miles or more.

Potential Sources of Sand, Gravel, Clay, and Peat

Map 17 shows the location and Table 38 sets forth the acres of potential commercially workable sources of sand,
gravel, clay, and peat in Washington County. The Wisconsin Geological and Natural History Survey (WGNHS)
identified these resources using a variety of sources, including geologic studies,'® data from Road Material Survey

"Bedrock geology from Preliminary Bedrock Maps of Washington County (WOFR 2004-17) by T. Evans, K.
Massie-Ferch, and R. Peters, WGNHS.
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Map 17
POTENTIAL SOURCES OF SAND, GRAVEL, CLAY, AND PEAT IN WASHINGTON COUNTY
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Table 38

POTENTIAL SOURCES OF SAND, GRAVEL, CLAY, AND PEAT IN WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUNITIES

High Sand Medium to
and Gravel Low Sand and Peat Other
Potential Gravel (Peat and Clay (Glacial (Modern
(Outwash Potential Organic Lake Stream
Deposits) (Glacial Till) Sediment) Deposits) Surface Water Sediment) Total®
Community (acres) (acres) (acres) (acres) (acres) (acres) (acres)
Partnering Governments
Town of Addison ..................... 2,957 15,189 1,565 0 0 3,349 23,060
Town of Barton..............cc..e... 6,632 2,239 719 1,816 176 794 12,376
Town of Erin...... 13,169 4,292 3,516 378 249 1,471 23,075
Town of Farmington ................| 3,591 5,766 2,713 10,034 293 1,145 23,542
Town of Germantown...............| 0 752 18 396 0 0 1,166
Town of Hartford .....................] 3,797 9,639 1,934 15 466 2,349 18,200
Town of Kewaskum.................] 7,511 3,034 1,482 313 70 1,900 14,310
Village of Kewaskum...............] 839 1 16 0 18 397 1,271
Town of Polk .........ccccoeienennl] 9,355 7,231 1,016 311 176 2,054 20,143
Town of Trenton...................... 7,952 3,620 2,527 6,189 164 541 20,993
Town of Wayne ............cc.c...... 2,333 12,953 3,577 576 65 3,395 22,899
Non-Partnering Governments
City of Hartford ...........ccccceeu 615 2,856 365 0 12 782 4,630
City of West Bend ...................| 3,318 2,114 437 1,963 148 1,366 9,346
Village of Germantown............ 2,657 14,088 1,764 3,294 39 130 21,972
Village of Jackson ...................| 0 659 0 1,212 15 0 1,886
Village of Newburg ..................| 286 138 0 0 24 73 521
Village of Slinger ..........c.cccce... 2,407 427 210 0 8 312 3,364
Town of Jackson .....................] 1,194 9,815 2,337 8,367 16 0 21,729
Town of Richfield.. 8,010 10,895 2,513 62 344 1,421 23,245
Town of West Bend.................] 6,965 1,283 984 118 1,332 198 10,880
Washington County 83,588 106,991 27,693 35,044 3,615 21,677 278,608

@Total acres for the County and each local government in this table differ from acreages reported in other tables because WGNHS uses the USGS survey control
system, rather than the SEWRPC survey control system. The total area of the County using the more precise SEWRPC system is 278,756 acres.

Source: Wisconsin Geological and Natural History Survey and SEWRPC.

records collected by WGNHS for the Wisconsin Department of Transportation, information on existing extractive
sites, and information on closed extractive sites that were recently active. The sand and gravel potential is
categorized as high, medium, and low by the WGNHS based on the glacial geology (Mickelson and Syverson,
1997'"). The areas categorized as “outwash deposits” have the highest potential for significant deposits of sand
and gravel, and account for 83,588 acres, or 30 percent of the County. These areas are generally coincident with
the Kettle Moraine. Areas categorized as “glacial till” have medium to low potential for yielding commercial
workable sources of sand and gravel, and encompass 106,991 acres, or 38 percent of the County. All of the
existing extractive sites in the County are located within areas in these two categories. The areas categorized as
“glacial lake deposits” contain clay deposits useful for construction, and account for 35,044 acres, or 13 percent of
the County. The majority of such areas are located in the eastern portion of the County. Areas categorized as “peat
and organic sediment” may contain economic deposits of peat, and account for 27,693 acres, or 10 percent of the
County. These areas are scattered throughout the County, generally in association with wetlands, which limits
access to the peat due to regulatory constraints.

"Mickelson, D. M. and K. M. Syverson, Quaternary Geology of Ozaukee and Washington Counties, Wisconsin,
WGNHS Bulletin 91, 1997.
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Potential Sources of Crushed and Building Stone

The location of potential commercially workable sources of stone suitable for crushed or building stone in
Washington County is shown on Map 18. These areas were identified by the WGNHS based principally upon
locating and mapping areas underlain by Silurian dolomite within 50 feet of the land surface. Approximately
42,122 acres, or about 15 percent of the County, have been identified as having potential for the development of
commercially viable sources of crushed stone or building stone. The majority of such areas are located in the
southeastern part of the County, and are a northeasterly extension of the ridge of shallow bedrock that is an
important stone-producing area around Sussex and Lannon in Waukesha County.

Existing Nonmetallic Mining Sites

Map 19 shows operational, planned, and reclaimed
nonmetallic mining sites (also referred to as
“extractive sites”) in Washington County, as well as
nonactive mining sites for which no reclamation
plans are required and active sites that are not mined
and are used for stockpiling. Table 39 lists the mine
operator (or current owner for mines that are no
longer active), the number of acres, and the local
government in which the mine is located. Most of
the mines located in the County are used for sand
and/or gravel extraction. The exceptions are the
mines owned by Mill Valley/Dawson in the Town
of Jackson and James Cape in  the Village of Approximately 1,781 acres in Washington County are located within
Germantown, which are rock extraction sites, and D operational or planned nonmetallic mining sites.

& G Sod in the Town of Barton, which mines peat.

Approximately 1,781 acres in Washington County are located within operational or planned nonmetallic mining
sites; with 980 acres within operational sites and 801 acres within areas planned to be mined in the future. As
shown on Map 19, all of the planned mining sites are adjacent to existing mines. Of the local governments, the
Town of Polk has the largest number of acres, approximately 557, within operational or planned nonmetallic
mining sites, followed by the Town of Hartford with 315 acres, and the Town of Addison with 212 acres.

Registered Nonmetallic Mining Sites

Chapter NR 135 of the Wisconsin Administrative Code establishes a procedure for landowners to register
marketable nonmetallic mineral deposits in order to preserve these resources. The Lannon Stone/Dawson site in
the Town of Jackson was registered in 2001, and was the only registered site as of April 2008.

NR 135 defines a marketable nonmetallic mineral deposit as one which can be or is reasonably anticipated to be
commercially feasible to mine and which has significant economic or strategic value. The significant economic
or strategic value must be demonstrable using geologic, mineralogical or other scientific data, due to the deposit’s
quality, scarcity, location, quantity or proximity to a known user. Only the owner of the land (as opposed to the
owner of the mineral rights or other partial rights) can register a marketable nonmetallic mineral deposit. The
registration must include a legal description of the land and certification and delineation by a registered
professional geologist or a registered professional engineer. In making this certification, the geologist or engineer
must describe the type and quality of the nonmetallic mineral deposit, the areal extent and depth of the deposit,
how the deposit’s quality, extent, location, and accessibility contribute to its marketability, and the quality of the
deposit in relation to current and anticipated standards and specifications for the type of material concerned.

A person wishing to register land pursuant to NR 135 must provide evidence that nonmetallic mining is a
permitted or conditional use of the land under zoning in effect on the day notice is provided by the owner to
government authorities. A copy of the proposed registration and supporting information must be provided to each
applicable zoning authority (city, village, or town), the County, and the DNR at least 120 days prior to filing the
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Map 18

POTENTIAL SOURCES OF CRUSHED OR BUILDING STONE IN WASHINGTON COUNTY

FOND DULAC CO.

SHEBOYGAN CO.

]
-
|
|

DODGE CO.

LHARTFORD

Wa=y

I VILLAJE
! KEWAS
I
|
45
KEWAS
| /FARMINGTON

! —
! 7]
|

BARTON
R\ Iy o 1
~ —

)

\ ‘. Hi;‘;’.

TRENTON

| N
CITY OF R+
x.?. ! WESTBEND 55
I

M

OZAUKEE CO.

LA
VILL,

JACKSON

o 145, E ANT

i
1\@

X 175,

VILKAGE OF
GERMANTOWN

167,

! RICHFIELD
!

WAUKESHA CO.

R EXISTING EXTRACTIVE SITE: 2006

WITHIN 25 FEET. HIGH QUALITY MATERIAL FOR

CRUSHED OR BUILDING STONE

[ ] SURFACEWATER

AREA UNDERLAIN BY SILURIAN DOLOMITE / LIMESTONE
BETWEEN 25 AND 50 FEET. HIGH QUALITY MATERIAL FOR

l:l AREA UNDERLAIN BY SILURIAN DOLOMITE / LIMESTONE

CRUSHED OR BUILDING STONE

Source: Wisconsin Geological and Natural History Survey (Compilation and Resource Potential
Interpretation by Bruce A. Brown, P.G., Data Compilation by Michael L. Czechanski, 2006) and SEWRPC.

3MILES

79



80

Map 19

NONMETALLIC MINING SITES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2007

DODGE CO.

o

] TRENTON
I

FOND DULAC CO. ) "_ SHEBOYGAN CO.
— —r
i 25% @8
| 3
i Ny
VILLAGE O “ o
KEWASKU [ o !
\ v * <
: N\
‘ L R.
N & 2 | i
' | KEWASK!
_ I _
100, °
11
FARMINGTON ZI
VILLAGE OF
NEWBURG F
L - ’/2,
BARTON, A ?
\ o 1 5\~ B9
T . ,4 Y A
- !
CITY OF o
! WEST BEND
33

-
©
OZAUKEE CO.

HARTFORD ﬂ POLK 27

T~_A 7 ]
12
(i67)
31 30
83 Wg

VILLAGE OF
GERMANTOWN

32
ERIN RICHFIELD
1 ol

WAUKESHA CO.

OPERATIONAL MINING SITES ACTIVE - NOT MINED (STOCKPILING)

[ ] PLANNED MINING SITES

NON - ACTIVE MINING SITES - NO PLAN ON FILE

JaN

] RECLAIMED MINING SITES SURFACE WATER

15  MINING SITE REFERENCE NUMBER
(SEE TABLE 39)

Source: Washington County and SEWRPC.

0 05 1 2 3MILES
I .



Table 39

NONMETALLIC MINING SITES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2007

Active — Not
Number Operational Planned Reclaimed Mined — Not Active —
on Sites Sites Sites Stockpiling No Plan on
Location Map 19 Operator or Owner (acres) (acres) (acres) (acres) File (acres)
Town of Addison 1 Michels Materials...........ccccoceevivinieennnnen. 25 10 -- -- --
2 Cedar Lake Sand & Gravel Co. ............... 141 31 57 -- --
3 Marjac, Inc. (Merget Pit) ..........ccccovennenne. 4 1 -- -- --
4 Leroy Ritger -- .- - 4 .
5 Arthur and Sally Retzlaff -- -- -- -- 6
6 Arthur and Sally Retzlaff.............cccoceiee -- -- -- -- 9
Subtotal — Six Sites 170 42 57 4 15
Town of Barton 7 Belongia 10 17 -- .- --
8 West Bend Sand & Stone 121 -- 15 -- --
9 D& G Sod, LLC.....ooiieveieeeeee e 4 6 -- -- .-
10 Alan and Diane Bentfield -- -- -- -- 7
11 Kathy Walker -- -- -- -- -2
Subtotal — Five Sites 135 23 15 -- 7
Town of Erin 12 Town of Erin. ...ooovveiiiiiiieeees -- -- -- 10 --
Town of Farmington 13 Helen Beck ........cccoeviiiiiiiiiiciccce -- -- -- -- 3
Town of Hartford 14 Cedar Lake Sand & Gravel Co. ............... 114 194 -- -- --
15 Heartland Construction, Inc. .................... 7 -- -- -- --
16 Robert Maher...........cccccovoiiiiiiii, -- -- -- 6 --
17 DRG ENterprises ........cccceevveeeviveeeeieeennenn. -- -- -- -- 25
18 Floyd Berggren LTD Partnership . -- -- -- -- 23
Subtotal — Five Sites 121 194 .- 6 48
Town of Jackson 19 Lannon Stone/Dawson ............cccceeuennee. 72 95 -- -- --
20 Steve and Sherri Albinger -- -- -- -- 7
21 Edward Bublitz -- -- -- - 3
22 Steve Weinand .........cccooeeeiiieiieeinieees -- -- -- 14 --
23 Liesener Soils -- -- -- 30 --
Subtotal — Five Sites 72 95 -- 44 10
Town of Kewaskum 24 Michels Materials............cccoceeviiviiiienneen. 12 6 -- -- --
25 Glenway Backhaus (DOT pit)°................. 3 -- 3 -- -
Subtotal — Two Sites 15 6 3 -- .-
Town of Polk 26 Washington County (Heritage Trails)....... 16 15 5 - --
27 Payne & Dolan, INC.........cccoevviiiiiicnn, 13 16 -- -- --
28 Wissota Sand & Gravel Co. ..........c.ccoueee 166 331 58 -- --
29 SRM Richfield........cccooiiiiiiiiicieieeieee -- -- -- 4 --
Subtotal — Four Sites 195 362 63 4 --
Village of Richfield 30 Badger Materials, InC.........cccevveiiennnnne. 70 31 -- .- --
31 American Asphalt® .............occooovvveeveenn. 44 -- -- -- --
32 Robert and Marie Schaeffer..................... -- -- -- 21 --
Subtotal — Three Sites 114 31 -- 21 --
Town of Trenton 33 Roger and Michelle Lemler...................... -- -- -- -- 8
Town of Wayne 34 Bartelt........ocoveeiiiiii e, 4 34 -- -- --
Town of West Bend 35 Werner Johann & Son, InC..........c.ccceeuee 40 -- -- -- --
Village of Germantown 36 James Cape®........cccooveveeieeeeeeeeee, 106 -- -2 -- --
37 Germantown School District .................... -- -- -- -- 9
38 George Shepard.........cccceveenieiienieneenns -- -- -- 27 --
39 Hyponex Corporation............ccccceeeveeenne. -- -- -- 9 --
Subtotal — Four Sites 106 -- -2 36 9
City of West Bend 40 Hardegan (formerly Leisener).................. 8 14 -- -- -
-- -- Total — 40 Sites 980 801 138 125 100

“Site is less than 0.5 acres.
bNot active, not reclaimed.

Source: Washington County and SEWRPC.
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registration. The registration must include a certi-
fication by the landowner, which is binding on the
landowner and his or her successors in interest, that
the landowner will not undertake any action that
would permanently interfere with present or future
extraction of nonmetallic materials for the duration
of the registration.

Notification Requirements

Section 66.1001(4) of the Statutes requires any unit
of government that prepares and adopts a
comprehensive plan to prepare and adopt written
procedures to foster public participation. These
written procedures must describe the methods the
local government will use to distribute proposed
elements of a comprehensive plan to owners or
persons with a leasehold interest in property to
extract nonmetallic mineral resources in or on
property in which the allowable use or intensity of
use of the property is proposed to be changed by the
comprehensive plan. All such parties were provided
with copies of the proposed Agricultural, Natural,
and Cultural Resources and Land Use elements of
the comprehensive plan and offered an opportunity
to submit comments, which were carefully
considered by the plan advisory committee, and the
Planning, Conservation, and Parks Committee of the
County Board as this plan was developed.

Water Resources

Surface water resources, consisting of lakes and
streams and their associated wetlands, floodplains,
and shorelands, form important elements of the
natural resource base of the County and
participating local governments. Their contribution
to economic development, recreational activity, and
scenic beauty is immeasurable. The number of acres
of surface waters, wetlands, and floodplains in the
County and each local government is listed in Table
40.

Both surface water and groundwater are interrelated
components of a single hydrologic system. The
groundwater resources are hydraulically connected
to the surface water resources inasmuch as the
former provide the base flow of streams and
contribute to inland lake levels. The groundwater
resources constitute the major source of supply for
domestic, municipal, and industrial water users in
Washington County.

Watersheds and Subwatersheds

Table 40

SURFACE WATER, WETLANDS, AND FLOODPLAINS
IN WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUNITIES

Surface Floodplains Wetlands
Water (acres (acres in (acres in
Area in 2000)° 2002)° 2000)*
Partnering Governments
Town of Addison ................. 21 3,768 3,398
Town of Barton.................... 219 1,639 1,685
Town of Erin.....ccccoeovrnnen. 330 3,567 4,213
Town of Farmington............. 374 4,151 3,343
Town of Germantown.......... 6 368 192
Town of Hartford ................. 505 2,733 2,660
Town of Kewaskum............. 88 2,930 2,350
Village of Kewaskum........... 26 71 93
Town of PolK .......c..cceeneenee. 264 2,227 1,840
Town of Trenton. 272 3,118 3,745
Town of Wayne.................... 92 6,072 5,637
Non-Partnering Governments
City of Hartford.................... 27 295 700
City of West Bend ............... 193 639 757
Village of Germantown......... 182 2,148 3,709
Village of Jackson. 18 137 116
Village of Newburg 24 0 31
Village of Slinger-................. 23 197 406
Town of Jackson................. 63 5,089 4,383
Town of Richfield ................ 415 2,623 2,460
Town of West Bend............. 1,361 2,039 1,054
Washington County 4,507 43,810 42,770

@The area within surface water and wetlands is based on the 2000 SEWRPC land
use inventory and city and village limits as of January 1, 2006.

®The area within floodplains is based on the Washington County shoreland
zoning maps adopted in 2002.

Source: Federal Emergency Management Agency and SEWRPC.

Surface water resources, consisting of lakes and streams and their

associated wetlands,

floodplains, and shorelands,
elements of the natural resource base of the County.

form important

A subcontinental divide that separates the Mississippi River and the Great Lakes — St. Lawrence River drainage
basins crosses Washington County from the Town of Wayne on the north to the Town of Richfield on the south,
as shown on Map 20. About 164,684 acres, or 59 percent of the County, are located east of the divide and drain
to the Great Lakes — St. Lawrence River system; the remaining 114,072 acres, or 41 percent of the County, drain

west to the Mississippi River.
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Map 20

WATERSHED FEATURES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY
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The subcontinental divide not only exerts a major physical influence on the overall drainage pattern of the
County, but also carries with it legal constraints that, in effect, prohibit the diversion of any substantial quantities
of Lake Michigan water across the divide. Areas east of the divide can utilize Lake Michigan as a source of water
supply, with the spent water typically returned to the lake via the sanitary sewerage system. Areas west of the
divide must utilize the groundwater reservoir as the supply source. A recent accord—the Great Lakes Charter
Annex—signed by the governors of the eight States bordering the Great Lakes'? and the premiers of the Canadian
provinces of Ontario and Quebec would ban most diversions of Great Lakes water outside the drainage basin, but
make limited exceptions for communities and counties that straddle the watershed boundary. The accord must be
approved by each State Legislature and the U. S. Congress before taking effect. If approved, each state and
province would develop regulations to carry out the accord.

Watersheds and subwatersheds within the County are shown on Map 20. The Great Lakes — St. Lawrence River
drainage basin includes the Milwaukee River watershed, which encompasses about 52 percent of the County, and
the Menomonee River watershed, which encompasses about 7 percent of the County. The Mississippi River
drainage basin includes the Rock River watershed, which encompasses about 41 percent of the County, and the
Fox River watershed, which encompasses less than one-tenth of 1 percent of the County.

Lakes and Streams

Major streams are defined as those which maintain, at a
minimum, a small continuous flow throughout the year
except under unusual drought conditions. There are
approximately 220 miles of such streams in Washington
County. As noted above, the County includes portions of
the Menomonee River, the Milwaukee River, and the
Rock River watersheds, along with a very small portion
of the Fox River Watershed. The major stream in the
Menomonee River watershed, which is located in the
southeast portion of the County, is the Menomonee River.
Major streams in the Milwaukee River watershed, which
generally includes the area in the eastern half of the
County, include the Milwaukee River, East Branch
Milwaukee River, North Branch Milwaukee River,
Kewaskum Creek, Cedar Creek, Little Cedar Creek,
North Branch Cedar Creek, Evergreen Creek, Quaas
Creek, Silver Creek, Stony Creek, and Wallace Creek.
Major streams in the Rock River watershed, which generally includes the area in the western half of the County,
are the East Branch Rock River, Ashippun River, Coney River, Kohlsville River, Limestone Creek, Mason Creek,
Oconomowoc River, Little Oconomowoc River, Bark River, and Rubicon River. Major streams are shown on
Map 21.

Big Cedar Lake is one of 13 major lakes located in the County.

There are 13 major lakes—that is, lakes of 50 or more acres—located entirely within Washington County, which
are shown on Map 21. Major lakes in the Milwaukee River watershed are Barton Pond, Big Cedar Lake, Little
Cedar Lake, Green Lake, Lucas Lake, Silver Lake, Smith Lake, Lake Twelve, and Wallace Lake. Major lakes in
the Rock River watershed are Bark Lake, Druid Lake, Friess Lake, and Pike Lake. One other major lake in the
Rock River watershed, Lake Five, is located partially in Washington and partially in Waukesha County. There are
no major lakes within that portion of the Menomonee River watershed or the Fox River Watershed lying in
Washington County. Together, these major lakes have a combined surface area of about 2,563 acres in
Washington County. The three largest lakes are Big Cedar Lake, with a surface area of about 957 acres; Pike
Lake, with a surface area of about 469 acres; and Little Cedar Lake, with a surface area of about 266 acres.

"2Includes the States of lllinois, Indiana, Michigan, Minnesota, New York, Ohio, Pennsylvania, and Wisconsin.

84



FOND DULAC CO.

Map 21
SURFACE WATERS, WETLANDS, AND FLOODPLAINS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2000
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Lakes and streams are readily susceptible to Ty

degradation through improper land use development RRE <
and management. Water quality can be degraded by : -.I‘_.
excessive pollutant loads, including nutrient loads, ‘ 2
which enter from malfunctioning and improperly ze : e

located onsite waste treatment systems, from sanitary
sewer overflows, from construction and other urban
runoff, and from careless agricultural practices. The
water quality of lakes and streams may also be
adversely affected by the excessive development of
riparian areas and by the filling of peripheral wetlands,
which remove valuable nutrient and sediment traps
while adding nutrient and sediment sources. It is
important that existing and future development in
riparian areas be managed carefully to avoid further
water quality degradation and to enhance the
recreational and aesthetic values of surface water

Major rivers, such as the Milwaukee River, are readily susceptible to
resources. degradation through improper land use development and
management.

Lake Protection and Rehabilitation Districts have been
formed under Chapter 33 of the Wisconsin Statutes for
Big Cedar, Druid, Friess, Little Cedar, Pike, and Silver
Lakes. The location of the lake districts is shown on
Map 22. Lake districts are a special-purpose unit of
government formed to maintain, protect, and improve
the quality of a lake and its watershed. With the
exception of the Druid Lake district, each of the lake
management districts in Washington County has
completed a lake management plan, or a component of
such a plan. Additional information regarding lake
districts and adopted lake management plans is
provided in Chapter VI.

Wetlands encompassed about 42,770 acres, or 15 percent of the
County, in 2000.

Wetlands
Wetlands generally occur in depressions and near the bottom of slopes, particularly along lakeshores and stream
banks, and on large land areas that are poorly drained." Wetlands may, however, under certain conditions, occur
on slopes and even on hilltops. Wetlands perform an important set of natural functions which include support of a
wide variety of desirable, and sometimes unique, forms of plant and animal life; water quality protection;
stabilization of lake levels and streamflows; reduction in stormwater runoff by providing areas for floodwater
impoundment and storage; and protection of shorelines from erosion.

"The definition of “wetlands” used by SEWRPC is the same as that of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers and the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. Under this definition, wetlands are areas that are inundated or saturated
by surface water or groundwater at a frequency, and with a duration sufficient to support, and that under normal
circumstance do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated soil conditions. This
definition differs somewhat from the definition used by the DNR. Under the DNR definition, wetlands are areas
where water is at, near, or above the land surface long enough to be capable of supporting aquatic or hydrophytic
vegetation and which has soils indicative of wet conditions. As a practical matter, application of either the DNR
definition or the EPA-Army Corps of Engineers-SEWRPC definition has been found to produce relatively
consistent wetland identification and delineations in the majority of the situations in southeastern Wisconsin.
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Map 22
LAKE PROTECTION DISTRICTS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2007
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Table 41

RIVERS AND STREAMS WITH DETAILED
FLOODPLAIN ANALYSIS AND 100-YEAR FLOOD
PROFILES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006

River or Stream
Menomonee River Watershed:
North Branch Menomonee River
Milwaukee River Watershed:
Bolton Brook
Bonniwell Creek
Cedar Creek
Cedarburg Creek
Deer Creek
Edgewood Creek
Hasmer Creek
Jackson Creek
Kettle View Creek
Kewaskum Creek
Knights Creek
Little Cedar Creek
Milwaukee River
Myra Creek
North Branch Cedar Creek
North Branch Milwaukee River
North Creek
Quaas Creek
Silver Creek
Springside Creek
Stony Creek
Unnamed Tributary to Kewaskum Creek
West Branch Milwaukee River
Wingate Creek
Rock River Watershed:
Amy Belle Creek
Ashippun River
Bark River
Coney River
East Branch Rock River
Flynn Creek
Hubertus Ditch No. 1
Hubertus Ditch No. 2
Kohlsville River
Marsh Creek
Oconomowoc River
Putter Creek
Rubicon River
Scenic Brook
Unnamed Tributary No. 1 to the Coney River
Unnamed Tributary No. 1 to the Coney River Overflow
Unnamed Tributary No. 2 to the Coney River
Unnamed Tributary No. 1 to the Oconomowoc River
Unnamed Tributary No. 2 to the Oconomowoc River

Note: There are no streams within that portion of the Fox River
watershed in Washington County.

Source: Washington County and SEWRPC.
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Wetlands identified in the SEWRPC regional land use
inventory encompassed about 42,770 acres, or
15 percent of the County, in 2000. Wetlands, which are
shown on Map 21, are based on the Waisconsin
Wetlands Inventory completed in 1982, updated to the
year 2000 as part of the regional land use inventory. It
should be noted that, in addition to the wetlands shown
on Map 21, certain other areas have been identified by
the NRCS as farmed wetlands, which are subject to
Federal wetland regulations.

Wetlands and their boundaries are continuously
changing in response to changes in drainage patterns
and climatic conditions. While wetland inventory maps
provide a basis for areawide planning, detailed field
investigations are often necessary to precisely identify
wetland boundaries on individual parcels. Field
investigations are generally conducted at the time a
parcel is proposed to be developed or subdivided.

Floodplains

The floodplains of a river are the wide, gently sloping
areas usually lying on both sides of a river or stream
channel. The flow of a river onto its floodplain is a
normal phenomenon and, in the absence of flood
control works, can be expected to occur periodically.
For planning and regulatory purposes, floodplains are
defined as those areas subject to inundation by the 100-
year recurrence interval flood event. This event has a 1
percent chance of being equaled or exceeded in any
given year. Floodplains are generally not well suited
for urban development because of the flood hazard, the
presence of high water tables, and/or the presence of
wet soils.

Floodplains in Washington County for which floodplain
elevations have been determined through detailed
engineering studies were delineated by SEWRPC on
large scale topographic maps as part of an update to the
Washington County shoreland and floodplain zoning
maps completed in 2002. Detailed studies and 100-year
flood profiles are available for the rivers and streams
listed in Table 41. Where flood elevations were not
available, approximate floodplain delineations from the
FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Maps were mapped on the
orthophotos as part of the update to the shoreland and
floodplain zoning maps. “Approximate” floodplains
are those mapped by FEMA without the support of
detailed engineering studies. The floodplains identified
as part of the shoreland and floodplain zoning map
update for Washington County in 2002 are shown on
Map 21 and encompass an area of approximately
43,800 acres, or 16 percent of the County. A minor



update to the shoreland and floodplain zoning maps to reflect project-specific floodplain delineations and
adjustments to the floodplain was approved by the Washington County Board on July 11, 2006. The amended
floodplain and shoreland areas are shown on Map 72 in Chapter VI.

The Commission staff has updated floodplain delineations along streams in the Oconomowoc River watershed,
including the Oconomowoc and Coney Rivers, Flynn Creek, Putter Creek, and several unnamed tributaries. That
study was completed at the request of Washington County and those rivers and streams are included in Table 41.

The Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) is currently conducting a Map Modernization Program for
Washington County which will result in updated FEMA floodplain maps for both incorporated (city and village)
and unincorporated (town) areas. Preliminary maps were released in summer 2007, and final maps are expected
to be completed in 2009. The map modernization project will result in new digital and paper floodplain maps for
the County. Depending on the extent of the changes, the new floodplain mapping may require the County and
each city and village to update their floodplain zoning maps.

Shorelands
Shorelands are defined by the Wisconsin Statutes as lands within the
following distances from the ordinary high water mark of navigable
waters: 1,000 feet from a lake, pond, or flowage; and 300 feet from
a river or stream, or to the landward side of the floodplain,
whichever distance is greater. In accordance with the requirements
set forth in Chapters NR 115 (shoreland regulations) and NR 116
The County shoreland ordinance limits the removal (f1,4dplain regulations) of the Wisconsin Administrative Code, the
of vegetation and other activities in shoreland areas ; . . .
and requires most structures to be set back a ~ Washington County shoreland and floodplain zoning ordinance
minimum of 75 feet from navigable waters. restricts uses in wetlands located in the shorelands, and limits the
uses allowed in the 100-year floodplain to prevent damage to
structures and property and to protect floodwater conveyance areas and the storage capacity of floodplains. The
ordinance also limits the removal of vegetation and other activities in shoreland areas and requires most structures
to be set back a minimum of 75 feet from navigable waters. Additional setbacks may be required based on the
lake and stream classification study conducted by the County. State law requires that counties administer
shoreland and floodplain regulations in unincorporated areas. Chapter VI provides additional information about
the County shoreland and floodplain zoning ordinance and lake and stream classification study, including a map
of shoreland areas in unincorporated portions of the County.

Under Chapter NR 117 of the Administrative Code, cities and villages are required to restrict uses in wetlands
located in the shoreland area. The provisions of NR 115, which regulate uses in unincorporated portions of the
shoreland, apply in cities and villages only in shoreland areas annexed to a city or village after May 7, 1982. The
same floodplain regulations set forth in NR 116 for unincorporated areas also apply within cities and villages.
Each city and village administers the floodplain regulations within its corporate limits.

Groundwater Resources

Groundwater resources constitute another key element of the natural resource base of the County. Groundwater
not only sustains lake levels and wetlands and provides the base flow of streams, but also provides the water
supply for domestic, municipal, and industrial water users in Washington County. Map 23 depicts the depth to the
water table, or groundwater, in Washington County.

Groundwater occurs within three major aquifers that underlie the County and the remainder of southeastern
Wisconsin. From the land’s surface downward, they are: 1) the sand and gravel deposits in the glacial drift; 2) the
shallow dolomite strata in the underlying bedrock; and 3) the deeper sandstone, dolomite, siltstone, and shale
strata. Because of their proximity to the land’s surface and hydraulic interconnection, the first two aquifers are
commonly referred to collectively as the “shallow aquifer,” while the latter is referred to as the deep aquifer.
Within the County, the shallow and deep aquifers are separated by the Maquoketa shale, which forms a relatively
impermeable barrier between the two aquifers.
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Map 23
DEPTH TO SHALLOW WATER TABLE IN WASHINGTON COUNTY




Like surface water, groundwater is susceptible to depletion in quantity and to deterioration in quality as a result of
urban and rural development. Consequently, comprehensive planning must appropriately consider the potential
impacts of urban and rural development on this important resource. Land use planning must also take into
account, as appropriate, natural conditions that may limit the use of groundwater as a source of water supply,
including the relatively high levels of naturally occurring radium that may occur in groundwater in the deep
sandstone aquifer. Additional information on the groundwater system, including uses for water supply, is included
in Chapter V.

Forest Resources

Woodlands

With sound management, woodlands can serve a variety of
beneficial functions. In addition to contributing to clean air and
water and regulating surface water runoff, woodlands help
maintain a diversity of plant and animal life. The destruction of
woodlands, particularly on hillsides, can contribute to excessive
stormwater runoff, siltation of lakes and streams, and loss of
wildlife habitat. Woodlands identified in the SEWRPC land use
inventory are shown on Map 24. Woodlands are defined as upland
areas of one acre or more in area, having 17 or more trees per acre,
each deciduous tree measuring at least four inches in diameter 4.5
feet above the ground, and having canopy coverage of 50 percent
or greater. Coniferous tree plantations and reforestation projects
are also classified as woodlands. Table 42 lists the number of
acres of woodlands in the County and each local government. In
2000, woodlands encompassed over 23,000 acres, or about §
percent of the County; and 18 acres, or about 2 percent of the
Town of Germantown.

Managed Forest Lands
In 2000, woodlands encompassed over 23,000 acres, ~ 1he Managed Forest Law (MFL) is an incentive program intended
or about 8 percent of the County. Woodlands  to encourage sustainable forestry on private woodlands in
contribute to clean air and water and regulating Wi . ith . f timb ducti The MFL
surface water runoff, and help maintain a diversity of lsconSI'n with a primary focus on timber production. ©
plant and animal life. offers private owners of woodlands a reduced property tax rate as
an incentive to participate. All Wisconsin private woodland
owners with at least 10 acres of contiguous forestland in the same city, village, or town are eligible to apply
provided the lands meet the following criteria: 1) a minimum of 80 percent of the land must be wooded, 2) the
land must be used primarily for growing forest products (agricultural uses such as cropland, pasture, or orchards
are not eligible), and 3) there are no recreational uses that interfere with forest management.

Participants enter into a 25 or 50 year contract. A penalty is assessed if an agreement is terminated before its end.
Starting with year 2008 entries, applications must include a management plan prepared by a person certified by
the DNR. If the enrolled property is sold before the agreement period has expired, the new owner can choose one
of three options: 1) complete the agreement period with the approved plan, 2) adjust the plan to meet new goals
and objectives, or 3) withdraw the land and pay the penalty. Lands can be open or closed to the public, but the tax
benefit is substantially greater for enrolled acreage that is open to the public. In 2005, there were 219 participants
enrolled in the MFL program, encompassing about 5,969 acres. About 5,545 acres were closed to the public and
424 acres were open to the public, as shown on Table 42. There were no lands in the Town of Germantown
enrolled in the program.

"This data includes upland woods only, not lowland woods classified as wetlands, such as tamarack swamps.
Lowland woods may be enrolled in the Managed Forest Law program as discussed in the following section.
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Map 24
WOODLANDS AND MANAGED FOREST LANDS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY
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Natural Areas and Critical

Species Habitat Sites

A comprehensive inventory of natural
resources and important plant and
animal habitats was conducted by
SEWRPC in 1994 as part of the
regional natural areas and critical
species  habitat  protection  and
management plan. The inventory
systematically identified all remaining
high-quality natural areas, critical
species habitat, and sites having
geological significance within the
Region.  Ownership of identified
natural areas and critical species
habitat sites in the County were
reviewed and updated in 2007.

Natural Areas

Natural areas are tracts of land or
water so little modified by human
activity, or sufficiently recovered
from the effects of such activity, that
they contain intact native plant and
animal communities believed to be
representative of the landscape before
European settlement. Natural areas
are classified into one of three
categories: natural areas of statewide
or greater significance (NA-1), natural
areas of countywide or regional
significance (NA-2), and natural areas
of local significance  (NA-3).
Classification of an area into one of
these three categories is based on
consideration of the diversity of plant
and animal species and community
type present, the structure and
integrity of the native plant or animal
community, the uniqueness of the
natural features, the size of the site,
and the educational value.

A total of 91 natural areas, encom-
passing about 16,061 acres, or about 6
percent of the County, have been
identified. Of the 91 identified sites,
seven are classified as NA-1 sites and
encompass about 1,660 acres, 29 are
classified as NA-2 sites and
encompass about 6,361 acres, and 55

Table 42

WOODLANDS AND MANAGED FOREST
LANDS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUNITIES

Woodlands Managed Forest Lands (acres in 2005)
(acres in Open to Closed to
Local Government 2000) the Public the Public Total
Partnering Governments
Town of Addison 1,026 -- 167 167
Town of Barton 1,246 23 356 379
Town of Erin 3,558 -- 1,265 1,265
Town of Farmington... 2,076 115 521 636
Town of Germantown 18 -- -- --
Town of Hartford ..... 853 -- 136 136
Town of Kewaskum ... 2,688 25 253 277
Village of Kewaskum 60 -- -- --
Town of Polk 2,134 -- 315 315
Town of Trenton 1,716 -- 556 556
Town of Wayne 1,064 181 566 746
Non-Partnering Governments
City of Hartford.... 149 -- -- --
City of West Bend ... 700 -- -- --
Village of Germantown 640 41 154 195
Village of Jackson 23 -- -- --
Village of Newburg 10 -- -- --
Village of Slinger 319 -- -- --
Town of Jackson 509 20 221 241
Town of Richfield .... 2,375 20 486 506
Town of West Bend ...........cccoeeeevieeiiicennennn. 1,892 -- 549 549
Washington County 23,057 424 5,545 5,969

“Site is less than 0.5 acres.
Source: Washington County and SEWRPC.

Natural areas are tracts of land or water so little modified by human activity, or sufficiently

recovered from the effects of such activity, that they contain intact native plant and
animal communities believed to be representative of the landscape before European

settlement.

are classified as NA-3 sites and encompass about 8,040 acres. Natural areas are shown on Map 25 and described
in Table 43. There are no identified natural areas located in the Town of Germantown.
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Map 25

NATURAL AREAS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY:

1994
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NATURAL AREAS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2007°

Table 43

Number
on Map Classification Size
25 Area Name Code® Location Ownership (acres) Description and Comments
1 Kewaskum Maple-Oak NA-1 T12N, R19E Department of 33 An extremely rich and relatively undisturbed
Woods State Natural (SNA, RSH) Sections 10 and 15 Natural Resources southern mesic and dry-mesic forest, located
Area Town of Kewaskum and private just east of the Milwaukee River on undulating
morainal topography. The northern two-thirds
constitute a designated State Natural Area,
which consists of two tracts separated by a pine
plantation. A number of regionally uncommon
species are present. Kettle depressions hold
water part of the year
2 Murphy Lake- NA-1 TON, R18E The Nature 889 Large wetland complex surrounding undeveloped
McConville Lake (RSH) Sections 21, 22, 27, 28, Conservancy and hard-water seepage lakes located in a large
Wetland Complex 33, and 34 other private glacial basin. The variety of plant communities
Town of Erin includes shrub-carr, alder thicket, lowland
hardwoods, sedge meadow, deep and shallow
marsh, and both young and mature tamarack
forest. Good to excellent quality overall
3 Germantown Swamp NA-1 TON, R20E Village of Germantown 374 Located along the headwaters of the Menomonee
Sections 1 and 12 and private River, this is a large low-lying woods that has
Village of Germantown apparently suffered only minimal human
disturbance, although ditching near the
perimeter has had some effect. This is predomi-
nantly a southern low-land hardwoods of silver
and red maple, green ash, American elm, and
basswood, but with substantial inclusions of
northern wet-mesic forest of yellow birch,
tamarack, and white cedar. At the north end is
an upland stand of sugar maple and beech. The
ground flora contains a mixture of northern and
southern elements. The large size of the woods,
together with its relatively undisturbed nature
and unique combination of species, makes this
a valuable site. A severe windstorm in late June
1991 toppled a large number of trees, mostly
yellow birch and silver maple
4 Aurora Road Fen NA-1 T11N, R18E Wisconsin Department 22 High-quality calcareous fen, with sedge meadow
(RSH) Section 35 of Transportation and and tamarack relict associated with cold trout
Town of Addison private stream that is tributary to the Rock River.
Location of swamp metalmark, a State-
designated threatened butterfly species.
Threatened by surrounding incompatible land
use
5 Paradise Lake Fen NA-1 T11N, R19E Department of Natural 22 Undeveloped nine-acre lake with good-quality
(RSH) Sections 22 and 27 Resources and calcareous sedge mat and deep and shallow
Town of West Bend private marsh
6 Milwaukee River NA-1 T12N, R19E Department of Natural 188 One of the best riverine forests remaining in the
Floodplain Forest (SNA) Sections 14 and 15 Resources and Region. Quality varies, but some areas are rela-
State Natural Area Town of Kewaskum private tively undisturbed. Upland "islands" contribute to
a rich and diverse ground flora
7 Smith Lake and NA-1 T12N, R19E Department of Natural 132 Shallow lake rich in aquatics bordered by sedge
Wetlands (RSH) Sections 26 and 35 Resources, Town of meadow, tamaracks, and good-quality calcare-
Town of Barton Barton, and private ous fens on northeast and east sides
-- Subtotal - 7 sites NA-1 -- -- 1,660 --
8 Holy Hill Woods NA-2 TON, R18E Carmelite Fathers, 258 Moderate- to good-quality, medium-aged
Sections 2, 11, and 14 Ozaukee Washington southern mesic and dry-mesic woods located on
Town of Erin Land Trust, and other gently sloping to steep interlobate kettle moraine
private topography. Dominated by sugar maple, red
oak, red maple, white ash, white oak, and bass-
wood. Total wooded area is large, but dissected
by highways. However, it remains as one of the
larger, better-quality upland hardwood forests
locally
9 Toland Swamp NA-2 TON, R18E Private 192 Large, wooded wetland mixture of shrub-carr,
Sections 18, 19, and 20 lowland hardwoods, and tamarack relict, with a
Town of Erin history of disturbance
10 Loew Lake Wetland NA-2 TON, R18E Department of Natural 481 Undeveloped drainage lake and wetland corridor
Complex (RSH) Sections 24, 25, 26, 34, Resources and associated with the upper Oconomowoc River.

and 35
Town of Erin

private

The diverse wetland communities are in
generally good condition, and include sedge
meadow, lowland hardwoods, emergent
aquatics, shrub-carr, and tamarack swamp.
Swamp metalmark butterfly and queen snake
have been documented
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Table 43 (continued)

Number
on Map Classification Size
25 Area Name Code® Location Ownership (acres) Description and Comments
1 Daniel Boone Bogs NA-2 TON, R19E Daniel Boone 21 A pair of good-quality, relatively undisturbed
(RSH) Sections 7 and 8 Conservation League sphagnum bogs located within a dry-mesic
Town of Richfield and other private forest matrix. A number of uncommon species
are present, including common bog arrow-grass
(Triglochin maritimum), a State-designated
special concern species
12 Glacier Hills Park NA-2 TON, R19E Washington County 60 Steep, interlobate kettle moraine topography
Bogs and Upland (RSH) Sections 7, 17, and 18 and private supporting two good-quality bogs in kettle hole
Woods Town of Richfield depressions. Southern mesic and dry-mesic
hardwood forest covers the surrounding
uplands, with small stands of dry hill prairie
containing the State-designated threatened
kittentails (Besseya bullii)
13 Friess Lake Tamarack NA-2 TON, R18E Private 228 Large, mostly wooded, wetland complex,
Swamp Section 24 consisting of young to medium-aged tamarack
Town of Erin swamp, shrub-carr, and shallow marsh. South
TON, R19E portion divided by high east-west crevasse fill
Sections 18 and 19
Town of Richfield
14 Colgate Fen-Meadow NA-2 TON, R19E Private 23 Good-quality fen-sedge meadow complex, with
(RSH) Sections 26 and 35 tamarack relict, bordering the headwaters of the
Town of Richfield Bark River
15 Mud Lake Swamp NA-2 T10N, R19E Wisconsin Department 186 Good-quality, undeveloped calcareous head-
(RSH) Section 1 of Transportation and water lake surrounded by lowland hardwoods
Town of Polk private and tamarack swamp. Fen and bog floral
elements are present. Adversely affected b
T11N’. R19E construction of USH 45 Y Y
Section 35
Town of West Bend
16 Big Cedar Lake Bog NA-2 T10N, R19E Private 89 Good-quality, relatively large sphagnum bog,
Section 6 surrounded by a tamarack fringe. Regionally
Town of Polk uncommon species are present. Some past
attempts at ditching
17 Mud Lake Upland NA-2 T10N, R19E Private 54 Relatively undisturbed southern dry-mesic woods
Woods Section 19 on rolling morainal topography. Dominated by
Town of Polk red and white oaks, with an admixture of red
maple, sugar maple, basswood, and white ash.
Few exotics present. Threatened by
encroaching residential development. A good
example of this forest type
18 Mud Lake Meadow NA-2 T10N, R19E Private 59 Good-quality open meadow to the east and north
(RSH) Section 19 of a small, shallow, alkaline seepage lake.
Village of Slinger Dominated by wire-grass sedges. Fen elements
are present, as well as a few scattered patches
Téggt’iow ?g of tama(a\_cks. A site of unusual species
composition
Town of Polk
19 Jackson Swamp NA-2 T10N, R20E Department of Natural 1,571 Large forested wetland, consisting mainly of
(RSH) Sections 1, 2, 8, 9, 10, 14, Resources and disturbed lowland hardwood swamp with green
15, 16, and 17 private ash and red and silver maples. There are
Town of Jackson smaller, higher-quality inclusions of white cedar-
dominated northern wet-mesic forest. Changes
in hydrology have allowed reed canary grass to
invade canopy gaps. The large forest interior is
invaluable for a number of native breeding birds
20 St. Anthony Beech NA-2 T11N, R18E Private 68 An old-growth remnant of the once-extensive
Woods Section 2 mesic woods, dominated by mature beech and
Town of Addison sugar maple. Located on a moderate, east-
facing slope. Not undisturbed, but in good
condition
21 Lac Lawrann NA-2 T11N, R19E City of West Bend 101 A good-quality wet- and dry-mesic hardwood
Conservancy Upland (RSH) Sections 1 and 12 and private forest, with a deep and shallow marsh, shrub-
Woods and Wetlands City of West Bend carr, and floating sedge mat around a pond. The
area contains a good example of kame and
esker formation. Location of the State-
designated threatened forked aster (Aster
furcatus)
22 Blue Hills Woods NA-2 T11N, R19E City of West Bend, 264 Relatively large, good-quality mesic and dry
(RSH) Section 3 and 10 Department of mesic woods on glacial topography of significant

City of West Bend

T11N, R19E
Sections 3 and 10
Town of Barton

Natural Resources,
Ozaukee Washington
Land Trust, and other
private

relief. Recovering from past grazing and
selective cutting. Recently disturbed by
construction of USH 45 along east edge
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Table 43 (continued)

Number
on Map Classification Size
25 Area Name Code® Location Ownership (acres) Description and Comments
23 Silverbrook Lake NA-2 T11N, R19E Girl Scouts of 404 A large area surrounding Silverbrook Lake,
Woods (RSH) Sections 15, 21, 22, and Milwaukee Area, Inc., consisting mainly of good-quality southern mesic
27 Washington County, to dry-mesic hardwoods. Fairly diverse ground
Town of West Bend University of flora. Low area contains tamaracks and lowland
T11N. R19E Wiscqnsin - hardwoods. Residences are beginning to
Sect’ion 15 Washington County, encroach on south and west. Important to
- Town of West Bend, preserve as an intact block of relatively
City of West Bend Cedar Lakes contiguous woods
Conservation
Foundation, and
other private
24 Gilbert Lake Tamarack NA-2 T11N, R19E Department of Natural 130 A lightly developed lake surrounded by a wetland
Swamp Sections 17 and 20 Resources, Cedar complex of tamarack swamp, bog, sedge
Town of West Bend Lakes Conservation meadow, and cattail marsh
Foundation and other
private
25 Hacker Road Bog NA-2 T11N, R19E Department of Natural 25 Good-quality sphagnum bog, bordered by sedge
Section 20 Resources meadow, shallow marsh, and shrub-carr
Town of West Bend
26 Muth Woods NA-2 T11N, R19E City of West Bend and 30 A good-quality, medium-aged stand of southern
(RSH) Section 24 private mesic hardwoods, with an exceptionally rich and
City of West Bend diverse ground flora that includes some
uncommon species. A depression near the
center of the woods contains lowland
hardwoods
27 Little Cedar Lake NA-2 T11N, R19E Cedar Lakes 134 Extensive wetlands at west end of Little Cedar
Wetlands Sections 32 and 33 Conservation Lake, containing good-quality deep and shallow
Town of West Bend Foundation and other marsh, sedge meadow, shrub-carr, tamarack
private relicts, and lowland hardwoods
28 Schoenbeck Woods NA-2 T11N, R20E Private 196 Relatively large, moderate- to good-quality
Sections 20 and 29 forested tract, consisting of lowland hardwoods,
Town of Trenton shrubcarr, southern mesic forest, and southern
T11N, R20E dry-mesic forest
Section 20
City of West Bend
29 Bellin Bog NA-2 T11N, R20E Private 17 A good-quality sedge mat and tamarack swamp,
Section 33 with many fen elements, that border a shallow,
Town of Trenton undeveloped pond
30 Reinartz Cedar NA-2 T11N, R20E Private 121 Good-quality northern wet-mesic forest,
Swamp Sections 35 and 36 dominated by white cedar, tamarack, yellow and
Town of Trenton paper birch, red maple, and black ash. A
number of species with more northerly affinities
are present. Uplands to the east support a
disturbed mesic woods
31 Wayne Swamp NA-2 T12N, R18E Private 1,136 A large depression in rolling moraine supports
Sections 13, 14, 23, and several wetland communities, including second-
24 growth lowland hardwoods, northern wet-mesic
Town of Wayne forest, shrub-carr, and tamarack-fen, with
T12N, R19E southern mesic forest on isolated uplands
Sections 18 and 19
Town of Kewaskum
32 Kettle Moraine Drive NA-2 T12N, R19E Department of Natural 39 A good-quality forested bog of tamarack and lack
Bog Section 1 Resources and spruce over a layer of ericads, with yellow and
Town of Kewaskum private paper birch established in older areas. A
number of regionally uncommon species are
present
33 Glacial Trail Forest NA-2 T12N, R19E Department of Natural 223 One of the largest intact tracts of contiguous
Sections 11 and 14 Resources and southern mesic and dry-mesic forest remaining
Town of Kewaskum private in the Region. Located on steep, irregular kettle
moraine topography. Good overall quality;
recovering from past selective cutting. Important
to maintain as intact as possible
34 St. Michael's Woods NA-2 T12N, R19E Department of Natural 85 Rolling interlobate moraine supporting southern
Sections 13, 14, and 24 Resources and mesic to dry-mesic hardwoods, dominated by
Town of Kewaskum private sugar maple, red oak, and basswood.
Moderately rich ground flora. Relatively recent
selective logging
35 North Branch Woods NA-2 T12N, R20E Department of Natural 96 Good-quality wooded tract bordering the North
Section 25 Resources and Branch of the Milwaukee River. Consists of

Town of Farmington

private

southern mesic and wet-mesic hardwoods.
Threatened by future logging operations
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Table 43 (continued)

Number
on Map Classification Size
25 Area Name Code® Location Ownership (acres) Description and Comments
36 Myra Wetlands NA-2 T11N, R20E Private 69 Good-quality wetland complex of shallow lake,
Section 15 marsh, sedge meadow, shrub-carr, and lowland
Town of Trenton hardwoods
-- Subtotal - 29 sites NA-2 -- -- 6,361 --
37 Hults Bog and Marsh NA-3 TON, R18E Private 14 Small, moderate-quality sphagnum bog-tamarack
Sections 3 and 10 swamp and associated shallow marsh. Marsh is
Town of Erin stopover spot for migrating waterfow!
38 CTH E Wetlands NA-3 TON, R18E Private 28 Wetland complex of shrub-carr, sedge meadow,
Section 3 and shallow marsh that has suffered from past
Town of Erin disturbance
T10N, R18E
Section 34
Town of Hartford
39 Erin Sedge Meadow NA-3 TON, R18E Town of Erin and 17 Moderate-quality sedge meadow
Sections 4 and 5 private
Town of Erin
40 Thompson Swamp NA-3 TON, R18E Private 182 Large but disturbed wetland complex of lowland
Section 10 hardwoods, shrub-carr, sedge meadow, and
Town of Erin tamarack relict. Contains some northern
species, including white pine
41 Donegal Road Woods NA-3 TON, R18E Department of Natural 141 Large, irregularly shaped dry-mesic woods on
Sections 13 and 24 Resources and steep, southeast-facing slopes
Town of Erin private
TON, R19E
Section 18
Town of Richfield
42 St. Augustine Road NA-3 TON, R18E Private 10 Good-quality southern sedge meadow
Sedge Meadow Section 24
Town of Erin
43 Mason Creek Swamp NA-3 TON, R18E University of 431 Large lowland hardwoods area
Sections 30 and 31 Wisconsin-Milwaukee
Town of Erin and private
44 CTH J Swamp NA-3 TON, R19E Friess Lake School 100 Moderate- to good-quality complex of shrub-carr,
Section 9 District and private lowland hardwoods, and mesic hardwoods, with
Town of Richfield scattered spring seepages
45 Hubertus Road Sedge NA-3 TON, R19E Private 7 Good-quality southern sedge meadow bordering
Meadow Section 19 the Oconomowoc River
Town of Richfield
46 Amy Bell Lake and NA-3 TON, R19E YMCA 20 Small, undeveloped lake with a narrow bog
Lowlands Sections 24 and 25 fringe, associated with a tamarack relict and
Town of Richfield shrub-carr that have suffered from past
disturbance
47 Colgate Shrub-Carr NA-3 TON, R19E Private 37 Shrub-carr surrounding small, shallow lake;
Sections 26 and 35 disturbed by access road
Town of Richfield
48 Lake Five Woods NA-3 TON, R19E Private 152 Low- to moderate-quality mesic, dry-mesic, and
(RSH) Sections 31 and 32 xeric woods on steep kettle moraine terrain on
Town of Richfield north side of Lake Five. Depression contains
small seepage pond and disturbed wetland plant
communities. Small patches of dry hill prairie are
located within the xeric woods and contain the
State-designated threatened kittentails (Besseya
bullii). Threatened by surrounding development
49 Faber-Pribyl Woods NA-3 TON, R20E Private 39 Small but good-quality remnant of mesic woods
Sections 4 and 9 which still exhibits characteristics of an
Village of Germantown old-growth forest. Dominated by sugar maple
and basswood, with some beech. Adjoining
wet-mesic woods to north are of lesser quality
50 Hoelz Swamp NA-3 TON, R20E Private 109 A moderate-quality lowland hardwoods within the
Sections 10, 11, 14, and headwaters area of the Menomonee River.
15 Dominated by silver and red maple and yellow
Village of Germantown birch, with some northern forest understory
elements. Valuable for watershed protection
51 Lake Park Swamp NA-3 TON, R20E Village of Germantown 54 A disturbed silver maple-dominated lowland

Sections 21 and 22
Village of Germantown

and private

hardwood forest, important for protection of two
intermittent streams tributary to the Menomonee
River
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Table 43 (continued)

Number
on Map Classification Size
25 Area Name Code® Location Ownership (acres) Description and Comments
52 Schoessow Woods NA-3 TON, R20E Village of Germantown 51 A relatively small but good-quality mix upland
(RSH) Section 24 and private shallow depressions. Trees, mostly sugar
Village of Germantown maple, green ash, and basswood, are of
medium-age, Very good species diversity,
including two State-designated special concern
species: American gromwell (Lithospermum
latifolium) and goldenseal (Hydrastis
canadensis). Threatened by residential
subdivisions
53 USH 41 Swamp NA-3 TON, R20E Milwaukee 256 An extensive floodplain forest dominated by silver
Sections 28 and 33 Metropolitan maple, with green ash, black ash, and American
Village of Germantown Sewerage District elm. Due to Dutch elm disease, dissection by
and other private USH 41-45, a logging history, and artificial
drainage, its ecological value is low. Important
for protection of Menomonee River tributaries
54 Kleinman Swamp NA-3 TON, R20E Department of 71 Lowland hardwood forest of silver maple and
Section 29 Transportation and some yellow birch. Low ecological value
Village of Germantown private
55 Rubicon Lowlands NA-3 T10N, R18E Washington County, 30 Moderate-quality southern sedge meadow along
Sections 15 and 22 City of Hartford, and the Rubicon River
City of Hartford private
T10N, R18E
Sections 15, 21, and 22
Town of Hartford
56 STH 60 Swamp NA-3 T10N, R18E Hartford Community 31 Lowland hardwood swamp of moderate quality,
Section 14 Conservation Club containing some northern elements. Dominated
City of Hartford and other private by yellow birch and black ash
T10N, R18E
Sections 14 and 23
Town of Hartford
57 Pike Lake Sedge NA-3 T10N, R18E Town of Hartford 12 Good-quality southern sedge meadow and
Meadow (RSH) Section 23 shallow marsh at north end of Pike Lake
City of Hartford®
58 Pike Lake Woods NA-3 T10N, R18E Department of Natural 131 Low- to medium-quality dry-mesic woods that has
Section 24 Resources suffered from past disturbance, including
Town of Hartford grazing and selective logging. The irregular
kettle moraine topography includes a prominent
wooded kame at the southeast corner
59 Mueller Woods NA-3 T10N, R19E Private 90 Relatively large dry-mesic woods of moderate
Section 6 quality, located on rolling moraine with some
Town of Polk deep kettle holes. Evidence of past grazing and
selective logging. Site has recently been
disturbed by road and residence in interior, and
highway construction along western border
60 Slinger Upland Woods NA-3 T10N, R19E Department of Natural 191 Relatively large area of disturbed southern mesic
Sections 8 and 9 Resources and and dry-mesic hardwoods on kettle and kame
Town of Polk private topography
61 Heritage Trails Bog NA-3 T10N, R19E Washington County 94 Relatively undisturbed tamarack bog within an
Sections 20 and 29 and private interlobate morainal depression. Other
Town of Polk associated communities include lowland
hardwoods and shrub-carr
62 Kowalske Swamp NA-3 T10N, R20E Private 83 Young to medium-aged northern wet-mesic
Section 22 hardwoods, disturbed by past selective cutting
Town of Jackson and windthrow. The ground flora is relatively
diverse. A knoll at the northeast corner supports
upland mesic woods
63 Sherman Road NA-3 T10N, R20E Private 96 A lowland hardwood swamp dominated by red
Swamp Section 25 maple, green ash, and American elm on level
Town of Jackson terrain
64 Allenton Swamp NA-3 T11N, R18E Department of Natural 1,091 Large, disturbed wetland complex along the Rock
Sections 22, 26, 27, 28, Resources and River, including southern sedge meadow, low-
and 35 private land hardwoods, shrub-carr, emergent aquatics,
Town of Addison and relict tamaracks
65 Newark Road Wetland NA-3 T11N, R19E Private 9 A kettle-hole wetland
Section 1
Town of Barton
66 Sunset Park Wetlands NA-3 T11N, R19E City of West Bend 85 Disturbed wetland complex containing shallow

Sections 2 and 3
City of West Bend
T11N, R19E

Sections 2 and 3
Town of Barton

and private

marsh, fresh (wet) meadow, and a good stand of
tag alder (Alnus rugosa)
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Table 43 (continued)

Number
on Map Classification Size
25 Area Name Code® Location Ownership (acres) Description and Comments
67 Albecker Park NA-3 T11N, R19E City of West Bend 91 Shallow marsh and disturbed fresh (wet) meadow
Wetlands Sections 9 and 10 and private complex with some shrub-carr and scattered
City of West Bend lowland hardwoods. Disturbances include water-
T11N, R19E Lﬁ?{:l changes due to past draining efforts and
Section 9 9
Town of Barton
68 Silver Creek Marsh NA-3 T11N, R19E Washington County 27 Good-quality deep and shallow marsh and sedge
Section 15 and private meadow
City of West Bend
69 University Fen NA-3 T11N, R19E City of West Bend 1 A small, moderate-quality calcareous fen and
(RSH) Section 15 lowland hardwood forest recently disturbed by
City of West Bend adjacent highway construction
70 CTH Z Upland Woods NA-3 T11N, R19E Cedar Lake 281 Mature mesic hardwood forest on rough
and Wetlands (RSH) Sections 16, 17, 20, and Conservation interlobate moraine, dominated by sugar maple,
21 Foundation and other red oak, beech, and basswood. The moderately
Town of West Bend private rich herb layer includes several uncommon
species. Threatened by ongoing logging
operations. Adjacent large wetland complex of
shrub-carr, sedge meadow shallow marsh, and
tamarack relict is divided by CTH Z
71 Ziegler Woods NA-3 T11N, R19E Private 172 Large tract of southern mesic to dry-mesic hard-
Section 28 woods, dominated by sugar maple and red oak,
Town of West Bend on irregular glacial terrain. Past disturbance
includes grazing and selective logging; more
recently, wide horse and all-terrain-vehicle trails
have degraded the site, allowing a number of
exotic species to invade
72 Sandy Knoll Swamp NA-3 T11N, R20E Washington County 343 Large, patchy lowland hardwood forest with areas
Sections 4 and 5 and private of tamarack. Some portions contain good-quality
Town of Trenton wet-mesic forest ground flora. Past disturbances
include selective cutting and clear-cutting, and
T12N’. R20E water-level changes due to ditching
Section 33
Town of Farmington
73 Sandy Knoll Wetlands NA-3 T11N, R20E Washington County 47 A small but good-quality wetland complex
Sections 5 and 6 and private containing tamaracks, lowland hardwoods,
Town of Trenton shrub-carr, shallow marsh, and sedge fen
associated with a spring-fed stream
74 Poplar Road NA-3 T11N, R20E Private 182 A disturbed lowland hardwoods stand dominated
Lacustrine Forest Sections 9 and 10 by ash, swamp white oak, and silver maple.
Town of Trenton Several ephemeral ponds occur on the site, and
upland southern mesic forest dominated by
basswood occur as islands
75 Fellenz Hardwood NA-3 T11N, R20E Ozaukee Washington 58 A southern wet to wet-mesic hardwood forest,
Swamp Section 16 Land Trust and located within the Milwaukee River floodplain.
Town of Trenton private Disturbances include selective cutting and
excessive siltation
76 Paradise Drive NA-3 T11N, R20E Ozaukee Washington 81 Northern wet-mesic forest, tamarack swamp, and
Tamarack Swamp (RSH) Sections 26 and 35 Land Trust and shrub-carr of moderate quality
Town of Trenton private
77 Camp Wowitan NA-3 T11N, R20E YMCA and other 109 Relatively undeveloped lake and wetland
Wetlands (RSH) Sections 21, 22, 27, and private complex with a well-developed esker. A good-
28 quality calcareous fen, tamarack swamp, and
Town of Trenton mesic forest occur on the site
78 Schalla Tamarack NA-3 T11N, R20E Private 17 A tamarack swamp
Swamp Section 33
Town of Trenton
79 Theresa Swamp NA-3 T12N, R18E Department of Natural 952 Lowland hardwood forest bordering the Rock
Sections 17, 18, 19, 20, Resources and River, composed of large silver maple, plus
29, and 30 private black ash, green ash, American elm, and
Town of Wayne swamp white oak. Canopy has been opened by
Dutch elm disease
80 Wayne Creek Swamp NA-3 T12N, R18E Private 181 Disturbed lowland hardwood forest along Wayne
Sections 21, 22, 27, and Creek. Openings in canopy from Dutch elm
28 disease
Town of Wayne
81 Stockcar Swamp NA-3 T12N, R18E Private 245 Forested wetland of northern lowland hardwoods,
(RSH) Sections 23, 24, 25, and tamarack-fen, shrub-carr, and alder thicket, of
26 moderately good quality. A number of
Town of Wayne uncommon species are present
82 Rock River Marsh NA-3 T12N, R18E Department of Natural 339 Shallow marsh within the Rock River floodplain,

Sections 30, 31, and 32
Town of Wayne

Resources and
private

dominated by cattails. Bisected by railway right-
of-way

100




Table 43 (continued)
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83 Kettle Moraine Drive NA-3 T12N, R19E Department of Natural 290 (plus Long, north-south-trending, irregularly shaped
Woods (RSH) Sections 2, 11, and 12 Resources and 30in southern mesic and dry-mesic forest that is
Town of Kewaskum private Fond recovering from past grazing and selective
T13N. R19E du Lac cutting. Located on steep-sided, gravelly ridges
s t‘i n 35 County) of the interlobate kettle moraine. Forest is
ectio mostly second-growth. Important as linkage
Town of Auburn between other large forest blocks to the north
and south
84 STH 28 Woods NA-3 T12N, R19E Private 148 Good-quality southern mesic hardwoods,
Sections 12 and13 dominated by sugar maple, ironwood, and bass-
Town of Kewaskum wood, located on kettle moraine topography.
Recent cutting, roads, trails, and new homesite
construction are threatening the integrity of the
woods
85 Smith Lake Swamp NA-3 T12N, R19E Private 38 Mixed lowland hardwood and conifer swamp
Section 35 bordering Smith Lake
Town of Barton
86 Lange Hardwoods NA-3 T12N, R19E Private 53 Good-quality southern mesic hardwood forest on
Section 28 steep kettle moraine topography
Town of Barton
87 Wildwood Hardwood NA-3 T12N, R19E Private 98 A lowland hardwood forest area
Swamp Sections 33 and 34
Town of Barton
88 Milwaukee River NA-3 T12N, R20E Private? 546 A large but disturbed wetland complex of lowland
Swamp Sections 1, 2, 11, and 12 hardwoods, northern wet-mesic forest, shrub-
Town of Farmington carr, and sedge meadow bordering the
Milwaukee River
89 Lizard Mound Woods NA-3 T12N, R20E Washington County 29 Mature dry-mesic hardwoods dominated by sugar
Sections 31 and 32 and private maple, red oak, basswood, white ash, beech,
Town of Farmington and white oak. Contains Indian effigy mounds of
statewide significance
90 Green Lake Bog NA-3 T12N, R20E Private 19 Small but good-quality undeveloped bog lake
Section 34 bordered by sphagnum mat, conifer swamp, and
Town of Farmington mesic hardwoods
91 Cedar-Sauk Low NA-3 T11N, R20E Private 14 (plus Lowland hardwood forest of silver maple, green
Woods Section 36 204 in and black ash, and American elm, with evidence
Town of Trenton Ozaukee of abundant past disturbances, including
T10N, R21E County) grazing, powerline right-of-way, and two
Sections 5 and 6 highways. Stream flows through area from
Town of Cedarburg Cedarburg Bog
T11N, R21E
Sections 31 and 32
Town of Saukville
-- Subtotal - 55 sites NA-3 -- -- 8,040 .-
Total - 91 sites -- -- -- 16,061 --

Inventory conducted in 1994; ownership information updated in 2007.

"NA-1 identifies Natural Area sites of statewide or greater significance.

NA-2 identifies Natural Area sites of countywide or regional significance.

NA-3 identifies Natural Area sites of local significance.

SNA, or State Natural Area, identifies those sites officially designated as State Natural Areas by the State of Wisconsin Natural Areas Preservation Council.

RSH, or Rare Species Habitat, identifies those sites which support rare, threatened, or endangered animal or plant species officially designated by the Wisconsin Department of Natural
Resources (DNR).

°The Pike Lake Sedge Meadow natural area is located in the City of Hartford, but is owned by the Town of Hartford.

9The DNR has acquired a conservation easement over a portion of the Milwaukee River Swamp natural area. The entire natural area is located within the project boundary of the North
Branch Milwaukee River Wildlife and Farming Heritage Area.

Source: Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources, Wisconsin Geological and Natural History Survey, and SEWRPC. Sites were identified as part of the regional natural areas plan,
documented in SEWRPC Planning Report No. 42, A Regional Natural Areas and Critical Species Habitat Protection and Management Plan for Southeastern Wisconsin, September 1997.

Critical Species Habitat and Aquatic Sites

Critical species habitat sites consist of areas outside natural areas that are important for their ability to support
rare, threatened, or endangered plant or animal species. Such areas constitute “critical” habitat considered to be
important to the survival of a particular species or group of species of special concern. Thirteen sites supporting
rare or threatened plant and animal species have been identified in Washington County. These sites encompass an
area of 356 acres, or less than 1 percent of the County, and are shown on Map 26 and described in Table 44.
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Table 44

CRITICAL SPECIES HABITAT SITES LOCATED OUTSIDE NATURAL AREAS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2007°

Number Site
on Map Site Name and Area

26 Classification Code” Location (acres) Ownership Species of Concern®

1 High School Woods (CSH-P) T11N, R19E, Section 24; 9 West Bend Ginseng
City of West Bend School District (Panax quinquefolius) (R)

2 Jackson Woods (CSH-P) T10N, R20E, Section 20; 25 Village of Jackson American gromwell (Lithospermum
Village of Jackson and private latifolium) (R)

3 Unnamed Wetland (CSH-B) T10N, R18E, Section 13; 46 Private Black tern (R) (Colony)
Village of Slinger and
Town of Hartford

4 St. Anthony Maple Woods (CSH-P) T11N, R18E, Section 10; 98 Private® American gromwell (Lithospermum
Town of Addison latifolium) (R)

5 Doll Woods (CSH-P) T11N, R18E, Section 16; 29 Town of Addison American gromwell (Lithospermum
Town of Addison and private latifolium) (R)

6 Riesch Woods (CSH-P) T11N, R19E, Section 6; 36 Private American gromwell (Lithospermum
Town of Barton latifolium) (R)

7 Werner Pond® (CSH-B) T10N, R18E, Section 25; 17 Private Black tern (R) (Colony)
Town of Hartford

8 Cameron Property (CSH-P) T11N, R20E, Section 8; 1 Private Small yellow lady’s slipper
Town of Trenton (Cypridpedium parviflorum) (R)

9 Fechters Woods (CSH-P) T11N, R20E, Section 36; 6 Private Golden seal
Town of Trenton (Hydrastis canadensis) (R)

10 Unnamed Wetland (CSH-B) T12N, R18E, Section 7; 48 Private Great egret (T)
Town of Wayne

11 Gilbert Lake (CSH-B) T11N, R19E, Sections 17 and 20; 10° Private Black Tern (R) (Colony)
Town of West Bend

12 Silver Lake (CSH-B) T11N, R19E, Section 27; 11 Private Red-shouldered hawk (T)
Town of West Bend

13 Silver Lake Swamp (CSH-P) T11N, R19E, Section 34; 10 Private Showy lady's slipper (Cypripedium
Town of West Bend reginae) (R)

Total — 13 Sites -- 356 -- --

Inventory conducted in 1994; ownership information updated in 2007.

bCSH-P identifies a critical plant species habitat site; CSH-B identifies a critical bird species habitat site.

®R” refers to species designated as rare or special concern; “T” refers to species designated as threatened.

9 The Ozaukee Washington Land Trust has a conservation easement over nine acres of this site.

® Werner Pond is referred to as an “unnamed wetland” in the regional natural areas report.
"The site totals 43 acres. The remaining 33 acres are located within the Gilbert Lake Tamarack Swamp natural area.

Source: Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources, Wisconsin Geological and Natural History Survey, and SEWRPC. Sites were identified as part of the regional
natural areas plan, documented in SEWRPC Planning Report No. 42, A Regional Natural Areas and Critical Species Habitat Protection and Management Plan for
Southeastern Wisconsin, September 1997.

There are also 73 aquatic habitat sites supporting threatened
or rare fish, herptile, or mussel species in the County,
including 188 miles of rivers and streams and 2,749 acres of
lake waters. Aquatic habitat sites are shown on Map 26 and
described in Table 45.

Reestablishment of Forest Interior

In addition to setting forth recommendations for the
protection of existing areas with important biological
resources, the regional natural areas plan also recommends
that efforts be made to reestablish relatively large tracts of
grasslands and forest interiors in the Region. Re-
establishment of such tracts would serve to provide
additional habitat for bird populations, which have been
adversely affected by loss of habitat due to development in
the Region.

Critical species habitat sites consist of areas outside natural
areas that are important for their ability to support rare,
threatened, or endangered plant or animal species.
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Map 26

CRITICAL SPECIES AND AQUATIC HABITAT SITES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 1994
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Table 45

AQUATIC HABITAT AREAS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2005°

Number on
Map 26 River, Stream, or Lake Size” Rank® Description® and Comments
14 Bark River upstream from Nagawicka Lake 4.5 miles® AQ-1 |Good overall fish population and diversity; important reservoir for
(RSH) critical fish and herptile species
15 Cedar Creek upstream from Little Cedar Lake 1.4 acres AQ-1 | Good water quality; good fish population and diversity; critical fish
(RSH) | and herptile species habitat
16 Milwaukee River downstream from Washington-Fond du 5.4 miles AQ-1 |Excellent Biotic Index Rating;" good water quality and fish
Lac county line to CTH H (RSH) population and diversity
17 Oconomowoc River downstream from Friess Lake to 7.8 miles® AQ-1 | Contains critical fish, herptile, and mussel species habitat; bisects
North Lake (RSH) high-quality Natural Areas
18 Allenton Creek 3.4 miles AQ-2 |Class | trout stream with good fish population and diversity
(RSH)
19 Cedar Creek downstream from Little Cedar Lake to Little 6.6 miles AQ-2 |Contains critical mussel and fish species habitat
Cedar Creek inflow (RSH)
20 East Branch, Milwaukee River downstream from 5.0 miles AQ-2 |Low sedimentation and few modifications to channel; bisects the
Washington-Fond du Lac county line (RSH) Milwaukee River Floodplain Forest State Natural Area
21 Mason Creek 2.7 miles® AQ-2 |Class | trout stream; Biotic Index Rating' of Good; critical fish
(RSH) species present
22 Milwaukee River downstream from CTH H to Woodford 4.9 miles AQ-2 |Good water quality; critical fish species present
Drive (RSH)
23 Milwaukee River downstream from STH 33 to main stem 5.6 miles® AQ-2 |Excellent Biotic Index Rating;? critical fish species present; good
(RSH) | assemblage of mussel species
24 North Branch, Milwaukee River 7.7 miles® AQ-2 |Good overall fish population and diversity, including critical fish
(RSH) | species; Biotic Index Rating;" of Good to Excellent
25 Wallace Creek 8.6 miles AQ-2 |Good overall fish population and diversity, including critical fish
(RSH) species
26 Ashippun River upstream from Druid Lake 4.3 miles AQ-3 |Critical fish species present
(RSH)
27 Ashippun River downstream from Druid Lake to 5.2 miles AQ-3 |Critical herptile species habitat
Washington-Dodge county line (RSH)
28 Cedar Creek downstream from Little Cedar Creek inflow 9.3 miles® AQ-3 |Good fish population and diversity; bisects Jackson Swamp, an
to CTHM identified Natural Area
29 Cedar Creek downstream from CTH M to STH 60 0.7 mile® AQ-3 | Good fish population and diversity; good mussel species
assemblage
30 East Branch Rock River downstream from CTH D 4.4 miles AQ-3 |Critical fish species present
(RSH)
31 East Branch Rock River upstream from CTH D 14.3 miles AQ-3 |Critical fish species present
(RSH)
32 Friedens Creek 3.2 miles AQ-3 |Biotic Index Rating® of Very Good
(RSH)
33 Kewaskum Creek 8.1 miles AQ-3 |Good fish population and diversity
34 Kohlsville River 1.9 miles AQ-3 |A cold-water stream
35 Limestone Creek 5.8 miles AQ-3 | Good fish population and diversity, including critical species
(RSH) records
36 Little Oconomowoc River 2.7 miles® AQ-3 |Biotic Index Rating' of Excellent; upper reaches bisect a high-
(RSH) | quality Natural Area, Murphy Lake-McConville Lake Wetland
Complex
37 Menomonee River downstream from STH 145 to CTH Q 3.8 miles AQ-3 |Bisects identified Natural Areas
38 Milwaukee River downstream from Woodford Drive to 13.6 miles AQ-3 |Critical fish species present
STH 33 (RSH)
39 North Branch, Cedar Creek 7.3 miles AQ-3 |Critical fish species; bisects an identified Natural Area, Reinartz
(RSH) Cedar Swamp
40 North Branch, Menomonee River upstream from STH 145 9.2 miles® AQ-3 |Bisects identified Natural Areas
41 Oconomowoc River upstream from Friess Lake 2.8 miles AQ-3 |Critical herptile species habitat
(RSH)
42 Quaas Creek 4.9 miles AQ-3 | Good fish population and diversity
(RSH)
43 Rubicon River downstream from Pike Lake 6.7 miles AQ-3 |Critical fish species present
(RSH)
44 Rubicon River upstream from Pike Lake 2.8 miles AQ-3 | Critical herptile species habitat
(RSH)
45 Silver Creek 5.9 miles AQ-3 |Critical fish species present; Biotic Index Rating® of Good
(RSH)
46 Stony Creek 11.7 miles AQ-3 |Critical fish species present; Class Il trout stream
(RSH)
47 Wayne Creek 3.5 miles AQ-3 |Good fish population and diversity
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Table 45 (continued)

Number on
Map 26 River, Stream, or Lake Size” Rank® Description® and Comments
48 West Branch, Menomonee River 4.2 miles AQ-3 |Good fish population and diversity; good Biotic Index Rating®
-- Subtotal (35 river and stream reaches) 187.9 miles -- --
49 Big Cedar Lake 957 acres AQ-1 |Adeep spring-drainage lake at the headwaters of Cedar Creek;
(RSH) critical fish and herptile species present; good water quality
50 Gilbert Lake 45 acres AQ-1 | An undeveloped spring lake surrounded by tamarack swamp, bog,
(RSH) sedge meadow, and marsh at the headwaters of Cedar Creek;
critical fish and herptile species present
51 Loew’s Lake 26 acres AQ-1 |An undeveloped drainage lake located in the heart of the valuable
(RSH) upper Oconomowoc River environmental corridor
52 Beck Lake 12 acres AQ-2 |An undeveloped seepage lake encompassed by a high-quality
(RSH) Natural Area, Murphy Lake-McConville Lake Wetland Complex
53 Little Cedar Lake 266 acres AQ-2 |Adrainage lake with adjacent wetlands which support good
(RSH) habitat for critical herptile species such as the bullfrog
54 Lucas Lake 69 acres AQ-2 |Alargely undeveloped drainage lake with good water quality and
(RSH) critical fish species present
55 McConville Lake 12 acres AQ-2 |An undeveloped seepage lake encompasses by a high-quality
(RSH) Natural Area, Murphy Lake-McConville Lake Wetland Complex
56 Murphy Lake 18 acres AQ-2 |An undeveloped seepage lake encompassed by a high-quality
(RSH) Natural Area, Murphy Lake-McConville Lake Wetland Complex
57 Pike Lake 469 acres AQ-2 |Adrainage lake with critical fish and herptile species present;
(RSH) important spawning area for game fish
58 Silver Lake 125 acres AQ-2 |Adrainage lake with critical fish species present; wetland to west
(RSH) offers diversity of wildlife and plant communities
59 Smith Lake 86 acres AQ-2 |Ashallow seepage lake with adjacent high-quality wetlands; an
(RSH) identified Natural Area
60 Unnamed Lake 18 acres AQ-2 |Adrainage lake; a component of the Oconomowoc River corridor
(RSH)
61 Amy Bell Lake 29 acres AQ-3 |Aseepage lake encompassed by a Natural Area, Amy Bell Lake
(RSH) and Lowlands
62 Bark Lake 65 acres AQ-3 |Aspring-drainage lake located at the headwaters of the Bark
(RSH) River
63 Druid Lake 127 acres AQ-3 |Adrainage lake within the Ashippun River watershed
64 Friess Lake 120 acres AQ-3 |Adrainage lake in the Oconomowoc River corridor; important for
(RSH) waterfow!
65 Green Lake 71 acres AQ-3 |Aseepage lake with critical fish species present; extensive
(RSH) wetlands adjacent to Lake
66 Hasmer Lake 15 acres AQ-3 |Adrainage lake with critical fish species present
(RSH)
67 Lake Five 103 acres® AQ-3 |Aseepage lake with good water quality; adjacent Natural Area,
Lake Five Woods
68 Lake Twelve 46 acres AQ-3 | A spring lake with a mostly undisturbed shoreline; good wildlife
habitat
69 Mud Lake 16 acres AQ-3 | An undeveloped seepage lake encompasses by a Natural Area,
Mud Lake Meadow
70 Mueller Lake 14 acres AQ-3 |Aspring lake with an adjacent Natural Area, Big Cedar Lake Bog;
(RSH) critical herptile habitat
71 Radtke Lake 10 acres AQ-3 |An undeveloped seepage lake within an identified Natural Area,
Camp Wowitan Wetlands
72 Tilly Lake 14 acres AQ-3 | A spring lake with critical fish species present
(RSH)
73 Unnamed Lake 16 acres AQ-3 |Suitable habitat for Blanding’s turtle, a threatened species
(RSH)
-- Subtotal (25 lakes) 2,749 acres -- --

Inventory conducted in 1994, ownership information updated in 2005.

bSize is listed as stream miles for rivers and streams and lake surface area (in acres) for lakes.

°AQ-1 identifies Aquatic Area sites of statewide or greater significance.

AQ-2 identifies Aquatic Area sites of countywide or regional significance.

AQ-3 identifies Aquatic Area sites of local significance.

RSH, or Rare Species Habitat, identifies those aquatic areas which support rare, endangered, threatened, or “special concern” species officially designated by the Wisconsin
Department of Natural Resources.

d“Seepage lakes” are lakes which have no inlet or outlet and whose main source of water is direct precipitation and runoff supplemented by groundwater. “Spring lakes” are
lakes which have no inlet but do have an outlet and whose main source of water is groundwater flowing directly into the basin and from the immediate drainage area.
“Drainage lakes” are lakes that have both an inlet and an outlet and whose main water source is a river or stream.

Lake or stream is located partially within Washington County. Number refers to stream miles or acreage located within the County.

'Based upon the Index of Biotic Integrity (IB) discussed in U.S. Department of Agriculture, Forest Service, General Technical Report No. 149, Using the Index of Biotic Integrity
(IBl) to Measure Environmental Quality in Warmwater Streams of Wisconsin, April 1992.

9Based upon the Hilsenhoff Biotic Index (HBI) discussed in Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources Technical Bulletin No. 132, Using a Biotic Index to Evaluate Water
Quality in Streams, 7982.

Source: Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources, Wisconsin Geological and Natural History Survey, and SEWRPC. Sites were identified as part of the regional natural
areas plan, documented in SEWRPC Planning Report No. 42, A Regional Natural Areas and Critical Species Habitat Protection and Management Plan for Southeastern
Wisconsin, September 1997.
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Two sites in Washington County, shown in Map 14, were identified for reestablishment of forest interior. The
first site is located in the Town of Addison and would use as its core the St. Anthony Maple Woods,
recommended for acquisition by the DNR for preservation and protection as a critical species habitat site. The
entire project is envisioned to cover approximately 160 acres after reforestation, of which about 94 acres, or 59
percent, would meet the definition of forest interior, that is, that portion of a forest lying at least 300 feet from the
forest edge.

The second forest-interior reserve site lies in the Town of Trenton. This site would use as its core an existing
wooded area near Shady Lane; it encompasses approximately 147 acres. After forest restoration, this area would
include about 80 acres, or about 54 percent, of the site classified as forest interior. The site is located in a “focus
area” identified by the Ozaukee Washington Land Trust (see Map 32).

Environmental Corridors and Isolated Natural Resource Areas

One of the most important tasks completed under the regional planning program for Southeastern Wisconsin has
been the identification and delineation of those areas in which concentrations of the best remaining elements of
the natural resource base occur. It has been recognized that preservation of these areas is essential to both the
maintenance of the overall environmental quality of the Region and to the continued provision of the amenities
required to maintain a high quality of life for residents.

Seven elements of the natural resource base are considered essential to the maintenance of the ecological balance
and the overall quality of life in the Region, and served as the basis for identifying the environmental corridor
network. These seven elements are: 1) lakes, rivers, and streams and associated shorelands and floodplains; 2)
wetlands; 3) woodlands; 4) prairies; 5) wildlife habitat areas; 6) wet, poorly-drained, and organic soils; and 7)
rugged terrain and high relief topography. In addition, there are certain other features which, although not a part
of the natural resource base, are closely related to the natural resource base and were used to identify areas with
recreational, aesthetic, ecological, and natural value. These features include existing park and open space sites,
potential park and open space sites, historic sites, scenic areas and vistas, and natural areas.

The mapping of these 12 natural resource and resource-related elements results in a concentration of such
elements in an essentially linear pattern of relatively narrow, elongated areas that have been termed
“environmental corridors” by SEWRPC. Primary environmental corridors include a wide variety of the most
important natural resources and are at least 400 acres in size, two miles long, and 200 feet wide. Secondary
environmental corridors serve to link primary environmental corridors, or encompass areas containing
concentrations of natural resources between 100 and 400 acres in size. Where secondary environmental corridors
serve to link primary corridors, no minimum area or length criteria apply. Secondary environmental corridors that
do not connect primary environmental corridors must be at least 100 acres in size and one mile long. An isolated
concentration of natural resource features, encompassing at least five acres but not large enough to meet the size
or length criteria for primary or secondary environmental corridors, is referred to as an isolated natural resource
area. Environmental corridors and isolated natural resource areas in Washington County in 2000 are shown on
Map 27.

The preservation of environmental corridors and isolated natural resource areas in essentially natural, open uses
can help reduce flood flows, reduce noise pollution, and maintain air and water quality.’® Corridor preservation is
important to the movement of wildlife and for the movement and dispersal of seeds for a variety of plant species.
In addition, because of the many interacting relationships between living organisms and their environment, the
destruction and deterioration of any one element of the natural resource base may lead to a chain reaction of
deterioration and destruction. For example, the destruction of woodland cover may result in soil erosion and
stream siltation, more rapid stormwater runoff and attendant increased flood flows and stages, as well as
destruction of wildlife habitat.  Although the effects of any single environmental change may not be
overwhelming, the combined effects will eventually create serious environmental and developmental problems.

"®Guidelines for the preservation of environmental corridors from the regional land use plan are presented on
Table 94 in Chapter VI.
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Map 27

ENVIRONMENTAL CORRIDORS AND
ISOLATED NATURAL RESOURCE AREAS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2000
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ENVIRONMENTAL CORRIDORS AND

Table 46

ISOLATED NATURAL RESOURCE AREAS WITHIN
WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUNITIES: 2000

Isolated
Primary Secondary Natural
Environmental Environmental Resource
Corridors Corridors Areas
Local Government (acres) (acres) (acres)
Partnering Governments
Town of Addison .................. 3,348 946 513
Town of Barton.... 2,810 309 343
Town of Erin 8,173 191 543
Town of Farmington ............. 4,689 869 597
Town of Germantown........... 174 37 16
Town of Hartford .................. 3,163 924 415
Town of Kewaskum.............. 5,664 227 103
Village of Kewaskum............ 176 40 5
Town of Polk .......cccoeneeununnee. 2,956 1,167 589
Town of Trenton................... 5,444 441 598
Town of Wayne.................... 5,515 1,148 468
Non-Partnering Governments
City of Hartford..................... 816 166 80
City of WestBend ................ 1,671 36 204
Village of Germantown......... 3,608 904 397
Village of Jackson ................ 19 154 17
Village of Newburg............... 69 -- --
Village of Slinger .................. 587 -- 172
Town of Jackson .................. 3,077 1,460 594
Town of Richfield.................. 4,255 635 491
Town of West Bend.............. 4,078 161 306
Washington County 60,293 9,825 6,451

Source: SEWRPC.

In 2000, about 60,300 acres, comprising about 22 percent of the County,

were encompassed within primary environmental
preservation of environmental corridors helps reduce flood flows, reduce

noise pollution, and maintain air and water quality.

corridors.

The

These problems include flooding, water pollution,
deterioration and destruction of wildlife habitat,
reduction in groundwater recharge, as well as a
decline in the scenic beauty of the County. The
importance of maintaining the integrity of the
remaining environmental corridors and isolated
natural resource areas thus becomes apparent.

As shown on Map 27, the primary environmental
corridors in Washington County are located along
the Milwaukee River and other major streams,
around the major lakes, in large wetland areas such
as the Jackson and Theresa Marshes, and in the
Kettle Moraine. In 2000, about 60,300 acres,
comprising about 22 percent of the County, were
encompassed within primary environmental
corridors. Secondary environmental corridors are
located chiefly along the smaller perennial streams
and intermittent streams in the County. About
9,800 acres, comprising about 3 percent of the
County, were encompassed within secondary
environmental corridors in 2000. Isolated natural
resource areas within the County include a
geographically well-distributed variety of isolated
wetlands, woodlands, and wildlife habitat. These
areas encompassed about 6,450 acres, or about 2
percent of the County, in 2000.

Table 46 sets forth the amount of land encom-
passed by primary and secondary environmental
corridors and isolated natural resource areas in
each local government. In 2000, there were about
174 acres in the Town of Germantown within
primary environmental corridors, or about 15
percent of the Town. Secondary environmental
corridors encompassed about 37 acres, or about 3
percent of the Town, and isolated natural resource
areas encompassed about 16 acres, or about 1
percent of the Town.

The regional land use plan recommends that
primary environmental corridors be protected
through acquisition by government agencies or
nonprofit conservation organizations, or through
conservancy zoning regulations. Acquisition may
include fee-simple ownership or a conservation
easement. Primary environmental corridors within

sewer service areas are also protected under DNR policies that limit the extension of sewers to serve development
proposed within primary environmental corridors. Environmental corridors and isolated natural resource areas
that were protected in 2006 through public or nonprofit conservation organization ownership, conservancy
zoning, or location within an adopted sewer service area are shown on Map 28.
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Map 28

PROTECTED ENVIRONMENTAL CORRIDORS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006

Source: Washington County and SEWRPC.
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The regional plan recommends that county and local governments consider protecting secondary environmental
corridors and isolated natural resource areas, in addition to primary environmental corridors. Wetland portions of
environmental corridors and isolated natural resource areas are protected under DNR regulations. DNR
regulations for the floodway portion of the floodplain also protect environmental corridors and isolated natural
resource areas. Protection of environmental corridors and isolated natural resource areas outside wetlands and
floodways, and protection of primary environmental corridors outside sewer service areas, relies on zoning
regulations or protective ownership.

Park and Open Space Sites
A comprehensive region wide inventory of park and open space sites was conducted in 1973 under the initial
regional park and open space planning program conducted by SEWRPC. The inventory is updated periodically,
and was updated in 2007 as part of this planning process for Washington County. The inventory identified all
park and open space sites owned by a public agency, including Federal, State, County, and local units of
government and school districts. The inventory also included
privately owned outdoor recreation sites such as golf courses,
campgrounds, boating access sites, hunting clubs, group camps,
and special use outdoor recreation sites. Sites owned by nonprofit
conservation organizations, such the Ozaukee Washington Land
Trust and the Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation, were also
identified. As of 2007, there were 26,329 acres of park and open
space land encompassing about 9 percent of Washington County in
fee simple ownership. An additional 1,674 acres were under
conservation or other easements intended to protect the natural
resources of a site.

Park and Open Space Sites Owned by Washington County

Park and open space sites owned by Washington County in 2007
are shown on Map 29 and listed in Table 47. In 2007, Washington
County owned 15 such sites, including seven major'® parks
encompassing 1,229 acres; six other park and outdoor recreation
sites encompassing 134 acres; and two other special outdoor
recreation sites, not considered part of the County park system,
encompassing 141 acres. In all, these 15 sites encompass 1,504
acres, or less than 1 percent of the County.

The seven existing major parks are Ackerman’s Grove County Park
and Heritage Trails Park in the Town of Polk, Family
Park/Washington County Golf Course in the Town of Hartford,
Glacier Hills Park in the Town of Richfield, Homestead Hollow
Park in the Village of Germantown, Ridge Run Park in the City and
Town of West Bend, and Sandy Knoll Park in the Town of
Trenton.

In addition to the existing major parks, the County also owns six
other park and outdoor recreation sites. These sites include: Cedar
Lake Wayside, Goeden Park, Henschke Hillside Lake (Silver Lake)

These children are enjoying the playground equip-
Access, Joseph P. Marx Woods and Nature Preserve, Leonard J.  ment and fishing opportunities in the Washington

Yahr Park, and Lizard Mound Park. County Parks.

"Major parks are defined as large, publicly owned outdoor recreation sites containing significant natural
resource amenities which provide opportunities for such resource-oriented activities as camping, golfing,
picnicking, and swimming. Major parks include both Type I, or regional parks, which are those having an area of
250 acres or more, and Type II, or multi-community parks, which are those having an area of generally 100 to
250 acres.
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Table 47
PARK, OUTDOOR RECREATION, AND OPEN SPACE SITES OWNED BY WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2007

Number on Size
Map 29 Site Name Location (acres)
1 Hughes Burckhardt ST T11N, R19E, Section 13 — City of West Bend 12

2 Ridge Run Park..........ccccooiiiiiiiiiiicc e T11N, R19E, Section 15 — City of West Bend 150

3 Homestead Hollow Park.............ccccoeeviieieieiiiieeen, TIN, R20E, Section 20 - Village of Germantown 103

4 Leonard J. Yahr Park ..........ccccecuveeeeiiciiiiic e, T12N, R20E, Section 27 — Town of Farmington 49

5 Lizard Mound Park...............cooo L T12N, R20E, Sections 31 and 32 — Town of Farmington 31

6 Family Park/Washington County Golf Course........... T10N, R18E, Section 15 — Town of Hartford 277

7 Joseph P. Marx Woods and Nature Preserve .......... T10N, R18E, Section 16 — Town of Hartford 39

8 Washington County Fair Park ...........c.cccoceiieiiennne T10N, R19E, Section 1 — Town of Polk 129

9 Ackerman’s Grove Park .........cccccoccovvviveeeeeeiiciineeenn, T10N, R19E, Section 3 — Town of Polk and

T11N, R19E, Section 33 — Town of West Bend 75

10 Heritage Trails Park . T10N, R19E, Section 29 — Town of Polk 233
11 Glacier Hills Park .. TIN, R19E, Section 18 — Town of Richfield 135
12 Sandy Knoll Park .. .... | T11N, R20E, Section 5 — Town of Trenton 256
13 Goeden Park........cccoceeeeeeennnn. .... | T11N, R20E, Section 14 — Town of Trenton 4
14 Henschke Hillside Lake Access .... | T11N, R19E, Section 27 — Town of West Bend 9
15 Cedar Lake Wayside..........cccceeeiuieiiiiriiiieeiiee e T11N, R19E, Section 28 — Town of West Bend 2
-- Total —15 Sites -- 1,504

?Hughes Burckhardt Field is on County-owned land leased by the County to the West Bend Little League.
Source: SEWRPC Park and Open Space Site Inventory.

Special outdoor recreation sites owned by the County, but not part of the County park system, include the
Washington County Fair Park in the Town of Polk; and the Hughes Burckhardt Field, which is located on the
County administrative center grounds in the City of West Bend and leased to the West Bend Little League.

Although it is owned by the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources, the County has developed and will
maintain the Eisenbahn State Trail, which is described in the following section.

Park and Open Space Sites Owned by the State of Wisconsin

As indicated in Table 48 and shown on Map 29, in 2007 there were 27 State-owned park and open space sites in
Washington County, encompassing 12,497 acres, or about 4 percent of the County. Of the 27 sites, 21 sites
encompassing 12,162 acres were owned by the DNR; three sites, encompassing 272 acres were owned by the
Wisconsin Department of Transportation; and three sites, encompassing 63 acres, were owned by the University
of Wisconsin.

Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources

The DNR has acquired large areas of park and open space lands in
Washington County for a variety of resource protection and recreational
purposes. Sites acquired for natural resource preservation and limited
recreational purposes include the Loew Lake and Northern Units of the
Kettle Moraine State Forest, the North Branch Milwaukee River
Wildlife and Farming Heritage Area, the Allenton, Jackson Marsh, and
Theresa Marsh Wildlife Areas, scattered wetland sites, and lands
accommodating portions of the Ice Age Trail.

DNR-owned sites associated with more intensive recreational activities

. . . . . The Pike Lake Unit of the Kettle Moraine State
include parking for a boat access site on Big Cedar Lake'’, a public  Forest is a major park site owned by the

access site on Bark Lake, and the Pike Lake Unit of the Kettle Moraine = Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources.

""The boat access site and an adjacent parking area are owned by the Big Cedar Lake Protection and
Rehabilitation District. 11
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Map 29

COUNTY AND STATE-OWNED PARK AND OPEN SPACE SITES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2007

FOND DU

LAC CO.

n SHEBOYGAN CO.

~cl s

16

VILLAGE OF ~ ) ¥
KEWASKU

28

b1

o
|
KEWASKU
! 4
|
»
FARMINGTON
i VILLAGE OF
201 r NEWBURG
3 BARTON K‘
- m o [1 13 33)
L1]2 1
33) 33
‘ CITY QF
. 35 400 yrsrenn
34 D3s
D ‘
19 ‘ : 14 16
s |
o 15.
8
2 TRENTON
S| ADDISON 63 38 ST BEND 39
= - - - - 9 5
| &)
I
m
\ :
29 N
26
144 q—h_
LIAGE O :Ll
! 7 SLIN§ER 30 18 - . 3
69 17 27 N viteale oF
25 | I N
CITY
HARTFORD
164,
|
w 10
|
|
LHARTFORD POLK. JACKSON
|
22 VILLAGE OF
11 GERMANTOWN
167,
42
ag 31
164,
41 @
ERIN ' RICHFIELD L \
| | -3
WAUKESHA CO.
] COUNTY OWNED SITES .  WISCONSIN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL
RESOURCES PROJECT BOUNDARIES
COUNTY OWNED SITE REFERENCE
10 NUMBER (SEE TABLE 47) [ ] SURFACEWATER
] STATE OWNED SITES
23 STATE OWNED SITE REFERENCE

NUMBER (SEE TABLE 48)

Source: Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources, Washington County, and SEWRPC.

0 05 1 2

3MILES



Table 48

EXISTING STATE-OWNED PARK, OUTDOOR RECREATION,
AND OPEN SPACE SITES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2007

Number on Size
Map 29 Site Name Location (acres)

Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources Sites
16 Eisenbahn State Trail® .......cccoocveveeeeeeeeeeee e T11N, R19E, Sections 1, 2, 11-14, 24, and 25 — City of West 148
Bend; Section 2 — Town of Barton; and Section 25 — Town of
West Bend; and T12N, R19E Sections 4 and 9 — Village of
Kewaskum; Sections 27, 34, and 35 — Town of Barton; and
Sections 4, 5, 9, 10, 15, and 22 — Town of Kewaskum

17 WDINR SHE....uicc e T10N, R19E, Section 13 - Village of Jackson 2
18 WDNR Site.....eeveiieee e T10N, R19E, Section 13 — Village of Jackson 2
19 Allenton Wildlife Area.............. ...| T11N, R18E, Sections 22, 26-28, and 34 — Town of Addison 1,132
20 WDNR-State Ice Age Trail Areal ..o T11N, R19E, Section 10 — Town of Barton 8
21 WDNR Site-Smith Lake.........ccccccoeuvnerreerrnnrinnriinnnnns T12N, R19E, Section 26 — Town of Barton 15
22 WDNR-State Ice Age Trail Area® ... ...| T9N, R18E, Sections 11 and 14 — Town of Erin 120
23 Kettle Moraine State Forest-Loew Lake Unit............ T9N, R18E, Sections 13, 24-27, and 34-36 — Town of Erin 1,062
24 WDNR- North Branch Milwaukee River Wildlife 101
and Farming Heritage Area.........cccccoviieeniieeenieeens T12N, R20E, Sections 14 and 15 — Town of Farmington
25 Kettle Moraine State Forest-Pike Lake Unit............. T10N, R18E, Sections 23-26 — City and Town of Hartford 697
26 Jackson Marsh Wildlife Area ...| T10N, R20E, Sections 8-11 and 14-17 — Town of Jackson 2,369
27 WDINR S T10N, R20E, Section 19 — Town of Jackson 24
28 Kettle Moraine State Forest-Northern Unit............... T12N, R19E, Sections 1, 2, 10-15, 22-24 — Town of Kewaskum 3,042°
29 WDNR-Ice Age Trail Corridor/Polk Kames.. ...| T10N, R19E, Section 8 — Town of Polk 209
30 WDNR- Schweitzer Dam/Cedar Creegk .................... T10N, R19E, Section 14 — Town of Polk 17
31 Public Access —Bark Lake.............cccccooeeveill TON, R19E, Section 26 — Town of Richfield 2
32 Theresa Marsh Wildlife Area... .| T12N, R18E, Sections 7, 17-20, and 28-32 - Town of Wayne; 3,125°
and T11N, R18E, Sections 4, 5, 9, and 16 — Town of Addison
33 WDNR SHE....uieciccccccceeecce e T11N, R19E, Section 17 — Town of West Bend 20
34 Parking Area — Big Cedar Lake...........cccocvevveneennen. T11N, R19E, Section 19 — Town of West Bend 2
35 Gilbert Lake Open Space Site.........ccoocvveeviiveeiineennns T11N, R19E, Section 20 — Town of West Bend 36
36 Hacker Road Bog Natural Area..........ccocvevveneennen. T11N, R19E, Section 20 — Town of West Bend 29
-- Subtotal — 21 Sites -- 12,162
Wisconsin Department of Transportation Sites
37 WisDOT Mitigation Site..... ...l T9N, R20E, Section 29 - Village of Germantown 117
38 WisDOT Mitigation Site.........cccecveeviiieeniieniieeenen, T11N, R18E, Section 35 — Town of Addison 136
39 WisDOT Mitigation Site............cceceeeevineieeicieeee. T11N, R20E, Section 34 — Town of Trenton 19
-- Subtotal - Three Sites -- 272
University of Wisconsin Sites
40 University of Wisconsin Center-Washington 36¢
COUNLY ..ottt T11N, R19E, Section 15 — City of West Bend
41 University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee Land.................. T9N, R18E, Section 31 — Town of Erin 20
42 University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee Land................. T9N, R19E, Section 16 — Town of Richfield 7
-- Subtotal - Three Sites -- 63
-- Total — 27 Sites -- 12,497

WDNR has entered into an agreement with Washington County to develop and maintain that segment of the trail located in Washington County. The
Washington County trail segment extends about 12 miles, from Rusco Road in the City of West Bend to the Washington-Fond du Lac County line. The
trail extends another 12 miles to Eden in Fond du Lac County.

bIncludes only those lands specifically acquired for trail purposes. The Ice Age Trail in Washington County also extends through the Loew Lake and
Northern units of the Kettle Moraine State Forest, through County and local park lands, and on easements across privately-owned lands.

°Includes only those lands located in Washington County.

9The University of Wisconsin Center-Washington County is located on lands managed by the University but owned jointly by Washington County and
the City of West Bend. The entire site encompasses 60 acres, of which 36 acres are in recreational or open space use.

Source: SEWRPC Park and Open Space Site Inventory and Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources.
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State Forest. The Pike Lake Unit of the Kettle Moraine State Forest is classified as a major park site, and
provides a swimming beach, picnicking facilities, family campsites, and hiking and cross-country ski trails.

Map 29 also reflects project boundaries approved by the Wisconsin Natural Resources Board for State forests,
parks, and wildlife areas within the County. Lands within the approved project boundaries have been identified by
the Board as appropriate additions to adjacent forests, natural areas, or wildlife areas and are intended to be
acquired by the DNR, on a “willing seller-willing buyer” basis, for recreational or open space purposes as funding
permits.

The DNR established the 19,487 acre North Branch Milwaukee River Wildlife and Farming Heritage Area in
2002. This site lies within the Milwaukee River Basin and is located in portions of northwestern Ozaukee
County, northeastern Washington County, and southwestern Sheboygan County. The project site encompasses
river and stream corridors, large wetland complexes, agricultural lands, and three minor lakes. Wetlands and
agricultural lands comprise 16,549 acres of the heritage area and river corridors comprise an additional 2,938
acres. The DNR anticipates using a variety of real estate tools, including fee simple acquisition, easements, and
purchase of development rights to protect natural features and agricultural lands with the project area. The North
Branch Milwaukee River Wildlife and Farming Heritage Area project boundary is shown on Map 29. As of 2005,
one site had been acquired by the DNR in fee-simple ownership and conservation easements had been acquired on
two sites. The Ozaukee Washington Land Trust had also acquired one site in fee-simple ownership within the
project boundary.

Wisconsin Department of Transportation

The Wisconsin Department of Transportation in 2007 owned three wetland mitigation sites within the County,
which are being restored or enhanced as wetlands. They are located in the Towns of Addison and Trenton and the
Village of Germantown.

University of Wisconsin

In 2007 there were three open space sites affiliated with the University of Wisconsin. The site of the University of
Wisconsin Center-Washington County in West Bend encompasses about 75 acres, of which 36 acres are used for
recreational or open space purposes. The site, although managed by the University, is owned jointly by
Washington County and the City of West Bend. The University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee owns two open space
sites in the County, a 20 acre site in the Town of Erin and a seven acre site in the Town of Richfield.

Private and Public-Interest Resource

Oriented Park and Open Space Sites

There are a number of conservation organizations active in
Washington County, including the Ozaukee Washington Land
Trust, the Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation, The Nature
Conservancy, and other nonprofit conservation organizations.
These organizations acquire lands for resource protection
purposes. As shown on Map 30 and Table 49, such

organizations owned 35 sites encompassing 2,349 acres in Land Trust
2007. As shown on Table 49, a religious organization, the &) FELLENZ
Carmelite Fathers, also own a 446-acre site (Holy Hill), and LS WOODS

the Big Cedar Lake Protection and Rehabilitation District
owns three sites encompassing 149 acres for resource
protection purposes. There are also five sites encompassing
183 acres acquired as part of the Milwaukee Metropolitan
Sewerage District (MMSD) Conservation Fund, primarily for
stormwater management purposes. The sites are located in the

X . . X Fellenz Woods, located along the Milwaukee River in the
Village of Germantown, a part of which is located in the area  Town of Trenton, is one of five resource protection sites in

served by the MMSD. Ownership of the sites has been  Washington County owned by the Ozaukee Washington

transferred to the Village of Germantown. Land Trust.
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Lands Under Protective Easements

Several open space and environmentally sensitive sites in Washington County are protected under conservation
casements. These easements are typically voluntary contracts between a private landowner and a land trust or
government agency that limit, or in some cases prohibit, future development of the parcel. With the establishment
of a conservation easement, the property owner sells or donates the development rights for the property to a land
trust or government agency, but retains ownership. The owner is not prohibited from selling the property, but
future owners must also abide by the terms of the conservation easement. The purchaser of the easement is
responsible for monitoring and enforcing the easement agreement for the property. Conservation easements do
not require public access to the property, although public access is generally required if Wisconsin stewardship
funds or other DNR grant funds are used to acquire the property. Conservation easements located in the County
are shown on Map 31 and listed in Table 50.

DNR and Land Trust Focus Areas

The Wisconsin Natural Resources Board has approved project boundaries for State forests and wildlife areas in
the County, which include the Loew Lake, Northern, and Pike Lake Units of the Kettle Moraine State Forest; the
Allenton Marsh, Jackson Marsh, and Theresa Marsh Wildlife Areas; and the North Branch Milwaukee River
Wildlife and Farming Heritage Area. The project boundaries and land currently owned by the DNR are shown on
Map 29. As noted in a previous section, lands within the approved project boundaries for the three units of the
Kettle Moraine State Forest and the three wildlife areas are intended to be acquired by the DNR in fee-simple
ownership on a “willing seller-willing buyer” basis. With respect to the North Branch Milwaukee River project
area, the Department does not intend to rely as heavily on fee simple acquisition. Rather, the DNR anticipates
implementing the long term plan of preserving both natural resource and agricultural lands within the project area
through a combination of public ownership and conservation easements.

The DNR has identified other priority areas with important natural resources in addition to the areas described in
the preceding paragraph. The Ozaukee Washington Land Trust has also identified priority, or focus, areas for its
organization within the County. These focus areas are shown on Map 32 and described below:

e A Mid Kettle Moraine study area has been identified by the Mid Kettle Moraine Partners Group, a
coalition of public and private organizations and agencies, including the DNR. The goal of the Partners
Group is to protect the best remaining natural and scenic areas of the Kettle Moraine in Washington and
Waukesha Counties.

e The DNR has established two stream bank programs to protect the scenic, fishery, and water quality of
waterways in Washington County, which are primarily funded through the State Stewardship Program.
The two programs are the Cedar Creek Stream Bank Protection program, which allows the Department to
acquire, by fee simple title or easement, lands along Cedar Creek and its major tributary from CTH M
upstream to the outlet of Little Cedar Lake; and the Milwaukee River Watershed Stream Bank Easement
program, which allows the Department to acquire, by easement only, lands along the main stem and
major tributaries and along the upper reaches and smaller tributaries of the Milwaukee River. These
acquisition efforts may or may not include public fishing access opportunities and are obtained only on a
“willing seller-willing buyer” basis.

e Similar to the DNR project areas, the Ozaukee Washington Land Trust has identified several focus areas
throughout the County in their ongoing efforts to protect and preserve important natural resource areas.
The land trust focus areas include the Holy Hill Woods, the Milwaukee River, and the Shady Lane Woods
areas.

Park and Open Space Sites Owned by Local Governments and Public School Districts

In addition to County and State-owned park and open space sites, there were 154 park and open space sites owned
by local governments and public schools in Washington County in 2007. Those sites encompassed about 3,452
acres, or about 1 percent of the County. Local governments owned 119 of the park and open space sites and
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Map 30

PRIVATELY-OWNED RESOURCE PROTECTION SITES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2007

FOND DULAC CO.

SHEBOYGAN CO.

DODGE CO.

_—rN

A23

VILLAJE OF™ ) B

M

KEWASKU -
\ ]

i AR

FARMINGTON

VILLAGE OF
NEWBURG

2N
: “ ‘k"‘@’

e
\_LF !

CITY OF
! WESTBEND

ADDISON

OZAUKEE CO.

[
@ >
R - ! J N
AR @ \
HARTFORD
164,
|
A°
|
|
LHARTFORD POLK. JACKSON

y Fﬂfg ] W ERATCIW_TI*_J
145,

167 3 | \\
41

VILLAGE OF
20 GERMANTOWN

7 | 167,
| %5
83 tﬁ (T p

iERIN ! RICHFIELD
A ool
3 WAUKESHA CO.
A CEDAR LAKES CONSERVATION BIG CEDAR LAKE PROTECTION AND
FOUNDATION SITES REHABILITATION DISTRICT SITES
A ICE AGE TRAIL FOUNDATION SITES A OTHER OWNERSHIP SITES
4 SITE REFERENCE NUMBER
THE NATURE CONSERVANCY SITES (SEE TABLE 49)
A OZAUKEE WASHINGTON LAND [ ] SURFACEWATER
TRUST SITES
0 05 1 2 3MILES
SOURCE: SEWRPC. N



PRIVATELY OWNED RESOURCE PROTECTION SITES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2007

Table 49

Number on Size
Map 30 Site Name Owner Location (acres)
1 Hepburn Woods Ozaukee Washington Land Trust T11N, R19E, Section 10 19
City of West Bend
2 Ice Age Park and Trail Foundation ...........cccccceeene Ice Age Park and Trail Foundation T12N, R19E, Section 34 6
Town of Barton
3 HOly Hill .o Carmelite Fathers T9N, R18E, Section 14 446
Town of Erin
4 Ice Age Park and Trail Foundation ............cccccceen. Ice Age Park and Trail Foundation T9N, R18E, Section 23 20
Town of Erin
5 Ice Age Park and Trail Foundation ............cccceeeene Ice Age Park and Trail Foundation T9N, R18E, Section 24 2
Town of Erin
6 Murphy-McConville Lake Natural Area.................... The Nature Conservancy T9, R18E, Section 27 138
Town of Erin
7 The Nature Conservancy Land .. The Nature Conservancy T9N, R18E, Section 22 24
Town of Erin
8 Lake TWelVe ..o Ozaukee Washington Land Trust T12N, R20E, Section 12 13
Town of Farmington
9 Hartford Community Conservation Club ................. Hartford Community Conservation Club T10N, R18E, Section 23 31
Town of Hartford
10 Ice Age Park and Trail Foundation ..........c.ccccoeeeene Ice Age Park and Trail Foundation T10N, R18E, Section 26 3
Town of Hartford
11 Ice Age Park and Trail Foundation ............c..cc..c..... Ice Age Park and Trail Foundation T12N, R19E, Section 21 126
Town of Kewaskum
12 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation .................. Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation T10N, R19E, Section 5 109
Town of Polk
13 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation .................. Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation T10N, R19E, Section 9 23
Town of Polk
14 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation .................. Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation T10N, R19E, Section 10 86
Town of Polk
15 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation .................. Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation T10N, R19E, Section 15 10
Town of Polk
16 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation .................. Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation T10N, R19E, Section 4 11
Town of Polk
17 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation .................. Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation T10N, R19E, Section 5 6
Town of Polk
18 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation ... Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation T10N, R19E, Section 8 107
Town of Polk
19 Friends of Nature Association..............ccccceeueeenen.n. Friends of Nature Association T10N R19E, Section 14 14
Town of Polk
20 Daniel Boone Conservation League ...........c........... Daniel Boone Conservation League T9N, R19E, Section 8 147
Town of Richfield
21 Fellenz Woods ........cccccocviviiiiiiiiiicecce Ozaukee Washington Land Trust T11N, R20E, Section 16 151
Town of Trenton
22 Riverbend Conservancy............ccocveeveeeeenerearennens Ozaukee Washington Land Trust T11N, R20E, Section 11 81
Town of Trenton
23 Wendt Farm ........coooviiiiiiiieeeeeee e Ozaukee Washington Land Trust T12N, R18E, Section 5 44
Town of Wayne
24 Fritsche Nature Preserve Big Cedar Lake Protection and Rehabilitation T11N, R19E, Section 17 41
District Town of West Bend
25 Big Cedar Lake Protection Rehabilitation District ... Big Cedar Lake Protection and Rehabilitation T11N, R19E, Section 20 2
District Town of West Bend
26 Water Spirit Preserve.........cocooeveiveinieceniciccee Big Cedar Lake Protection and Rehabilitation T11N, R19E, Section 30 106
District Town of West Bend
27 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation .................. Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation T11N, R19E, Section 16 39
Town of West Bend
28 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation .................. Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation T11N, R19E, Section 17 5
Town of West Bend
29 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation .................. Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation T11N, R19E, Section 17 41
Town of West Bend
30 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation .................. Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation T11N, R19E, Section 21 41
Town of West Bend
31 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation .................. Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation T11N, R19E, Section 31 3
Town of West Bend
32 RUdOrf Farm .........cooiiiiiecie e Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation T11N, R19E, Section 31 93
Town of West Bend
33 Fox Hill Nature Conservancy .........c.ccccceeeereereeeneene Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation T11N, R19E, Section 32 348
Town of West Bend
34 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation .................. Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation T11N, R19E, Section 33 11
Town of West Bend
35 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation ... Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation T11N, R19E, Section 34 2
Town of West Bend
-- Total - 35 Sites -- -- 2,349

Source: SEWRPC Park and Open Space Site Inventory.
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Map 31

LANDS UNDER PROTECTIVE EASEMENTS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2007
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Table 50

LANDS UNDER PROTECTIVE EASEMENTS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2007

Number
on
Map Size
31 Holder of Easement Location (acres)
1 Ozaukee Washington Land Trust Easement....................... T10N, R18E, Sections 28 and 29 — City of Hartford 14
2 WDNR EQSEMENT .....cooiiiiiiiie et TON, R20E, Section 32 — Village of Germantown 9
3 WDNR EQSEMENt .......cevviiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiieiieriieeteeesvesseaaneneannnaes T11N, R18E, Section 5 — Town of Addison 2
4 Ozaukee Washington Land Trust Easement..............c.c...... T11N, R18E, Section 10 — Town of Addison 69
5 WDNR Streambank Easement............cccoeoveenieiiienieniieeninnns T11N, R19E, Section 2 — Town of Barton 5
6 WDNR E@SEMENL ....cviiiiiiiiiiiiieiie et T12N, R19E, Section 26 — Town of Barton 29
7 WDNR Easement.........cccccoevvivieeeeeeieciiiieeeeeee T12N, R19E, Section 26 — Town of Barton 2
8 Ozaukee Washington Land Trust Easement........................ T12N, R19E, Section 35 — Town of Barton 58
9 Ozaukee Washington Land Trust Easement........................ T9N, R18E, Section 10 — Town of Erin 132
10 Ozaukee Washington Land Trust Easement..............cccc...... TIN, R18E, Section 14 — Town of Erin 39
11 Ozaukee Washington Land Trust Easement..............ccccoc... T9N, R18E, Section 15 — Town of Erin 40
12 WDNR E@SEMENt ...ccviiiiiiiiiiiiieiee ettt T12N, R20E, Section 1 — Town of Farmington 110
13 WDNR E@SEMENt .......uvviiiiiiiiiiieiiee e T12N, R20E, Section 11 — Town of Farmington 56
14 WDNR Streambank Easement.............ccccvvvvvevvvevveneveeniennnnn, T12N, R20E, Section 25 — Town of Farmington 6
15 WDNR Streambank Easement.............ccccvevvvevveevveneveeninnnnnn. T12N, R20E, Section 36 — Town of Farmington 29
16 Ozaukee Washington Land Trust Easement T12N, R20E, Section 5 — Town of Farmington 81
17 Ozaukee Washington Land Trust Easement T12N, R20E, Section 8 — Town of Farmington 55
18 Ozaukee Washington Land Trust Easement T10N, R18E, Section 22 — Town of Hartford 37
19 WDNR E@SEMENt ......c..oviiiiieiiieiieeee et T10N, R20E, Section 10 — Town of Jackson 3
20 WDNR Easement............ccc..u.... ... | T12N, R19E, Section 3 — Town of Kewaskum 10
21 WDNR Streambank Easement..........ccccooveeviiiiieniieeneennen. T12N, R19E, Section 6 — Town of Kewaskum 10
22 WDNR Streambank Easement..........ccccooveeniiiiieniieenieennnen. T12N, R19E, Section 7 — Town of Kewaskum 44
23 Ozaukee Washington Land Trust Easement..............ccccoc... T10N, R19E, Section 10 — Town of Polk 49
24 Ozaukee Washington Land Trust Easement....................... TIN, R19E, Section 7 — Town of Richfield 60
25 WDNR Streambank Easement............ccccoceiniiiieniinieennen. T11N, R20E, Section 12 — Village of Newburg 7
26 WDNR Streambank Easement...........ccocceeiiiiiiiiieniiiieens T11N, R20E, Section 15 — Town of Trenton 4
27 WDNR Streambank Easement............cccoooeeveiiiienieniieenienn. T11N, R20E, Sections 16, 17, and 18 — 21
Town of Trenton and City of West Bend
28 Ozaukee Washington Land Trust Easement........................ T11N, R20E, Section 26 — Town of Trenton 170
29 WDNR E@SEMENT .....coiiiiiiiiiieiiiiie e T12N, R18E, Section 18 — Town of Wayne 10
30 WDNR EQSEMENT .....coiiiiiiiiiieiiiiee et T12N, R18E, Section 19 — Town of Wayne 11
31 WDNR Easement.... ... | T12N, R18E, Section 19 — Town of Wayne 40
32 WDNR E@SEMENt ........uvviiiieiiiiiiiiiee e T12N, R18E, Section 28 — Town of Wayne 94
33 WDNR E@SEMENt ........uvviiiieiiiiiieiieee e T12N, R18E, Section 29 — Town of Wayne 18
34 WDNR Easement.........ccccceeeeeeeeeeeieeeeeeeeennnn. T12N, R18E, Section 30 — Town of Wayne 24
35 Ozaukee Washington Land Trust Easement..............ccc...... T12N, R18E, Section 5 — Town of Wayne 4
36 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation Easement............... T11N, R19E, Section 17 — Town of West Bend 10
37 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation Easement............... T11N, R19E, Section 18 — Town of West Bend 17
38 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation Easement............... T11N, R19E, Section 28 — Town of West Bend 154
39 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation Easement............... T11N, R19E, Section 31 — Town of West Bend 1
40 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation Easement............... T11N, R19E, Section 32 — Town of West Bend 8
41 Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation Easement (Wild T11N, R19E, Section 34 — Town of West Bend 126
Wings)
42 WDNR EQSEMENt .......oeuvieiiiiiiiiiiieiiieiieriieetieveeeesneaneneannnnes T11N, R19E, Section 17 — Town of West Bend 6
-- Total- 42 Sites -- 1,674

Source: SEWRPC Park and Open Space Site Inventory.
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Map 32

WISCONSIN DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES PROJECT BOUNDARIES

AND OTHER FOCUS AREAS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2008
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Table 51 Table 52
PUBLIC PARK, RECREATION, AND OPEN PUBLIC AND PRIVATE PARK, RECREATION, AND
SPACE SITES IN THE TOWN OF ADDISON: 2007° OPEN SPACE SITES IN THE TOWN OF BARTON: 2007°
Number on Size® Number on Size®
Map 33 Public Sites (acres) Map 33 Public Sites (acres)
Town of Addison Sites Town of Barton Site
1 Allenton Park and Town Hall 11 7 Smith Lake Boat Access 1
2 Riveredge Park 1 Private Sites
3 Town-owned Land North 10 8 Faith Haven 59
4 Town-owned Land South 16 9 Union Rod and Gun Club 80
-- Subtotal — Four Sites 38 10 West Bend-Barton Sportsmen’s Club 92
School District Site 11 Highway 45 Golf 14
Addison Elementary School 35 12 Lake Lenwood Beach and Campground 57
6 Allenton Elementary School 11 13 Timber Trail Campground 77
-- Subtotal — Two Sites 46 14 Jansen Family Park 48
-- Total — Six Sites 84 -- Subtotal — Seven Sites 427
-- Total — Eight Sites 428

“See Tables 47, 48, and 49 for park and open space sites owned by the
County, State, or private resource preservation organizations.

bSite area is rounded to the nearest whole number. Sites less than one acre
are rounded up to one acre.

Source: SEWRPC Park and Open Space Site Inventory.

“See Tables 47, 48, and 49 for park and open space sites owned by the
County, State, or private resource preservation organizations.

bSite area is rounded to the nearest whole number. Sites less than one acre
are rounded up to one acre.

Source: SEWRPC Park and Open Space Site Inventory.

public schools owned 35 of the sites. Appendix D sets forth park and
open space sites owned by local governments and public school districts
in the County. The acreage attributed to school district sites includes
only those portions of the site used for recreational purposes or in open
space.

Commercial and Organizational Park and Open Space Sites

Appendix D also includes park and open space sites owned by
organizations and/or owned for commercial purposes. In 2007 there
were 108 of these sites encompassing about 6,534 acres, or about 2
percent of the County. These sites include privately-owned golf courses,
schools, subdivision parks, hunting clubs, campgrounds, boat access
sites, horse stables, and soccer parks.

Park and Open Space Sites in Participating Local Governments

Park and open space sites in each of the participating local governments
are set forth in Tables 51 through 61, and are shown on Map 33. The
sites listed on the Tables include all sites owned by the participating
local governments, which include 26 sites encompassing 311 acres; sites
owned by public school districts, which include eight sites
encompassing 140 acres; and 42 private sites encompassing 3,769 acres
owned by organizations and/or owned for commercial purposes. Park

There were 154 park and open space sites
owned by local governments and public
schools in Washington County in 2007.

Slinger Super Speedway is a commercial-
recreational site located in the Village of
Slinger.

and open space sites owned by Washington County, the State of Wisconsin, and nonprofit conservation
organizations or lake districts within the local governments are listed in Tables 47, 48, and 49, respectively.

As shown on Table 51, the Town of Addison owns four sites encompassing 38 acres. There are also two public
elementary schools in the Town, for a total of six sites providing 84 acres within park and open space sites.

As shown on Table 52, the Town of Barton owns a boat access site along Smith Lake encompassing about one
acre. There are also seven private sites located in the Town encompassing 427 acres, for a total of 428 acres

within park and open space sites.
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Table 53

PUBLIC AND PRIVATE PARK, RECREATION, AND
OPEN SPACE SITES IN THE TOWN OF ERIN: 2007°

Table 55

PUBLIC PARK, RECREATION, AND OPEN SPACE
SITES IN THE TOWN OF GERMANTOWN: 2007°

Number on . Size” Number on Size®
Map 33 Public Sites (acres) Map 33 Public Sites (acres)
s TOVEV)” ‘_’L E”E S/'ies 1 School District Site
ruid Lake Access )
16 Erin Town Hall and Park 69 42 Rockfield Elementary School 13
17 Tower Park 41 -- Total — One Site 13
- Subtotal — Three Sites 111 “See Tables 47, 48, and 49 for park and open space sites owned by the
School District Site County, State, or private resource preservation organizations.
18 Erin Elementary School 15 bSite area is rounded to the nearest whole number. Sites less than one acre
Private Sites are rounded up to one acre.
19 Monches Fish and Game Club 161 Source: SEWRPC Park and Open Space Site Inventory.
20 Camp Quad 333
21 Erin Meadows Subdivision Park 3 Table 56
22 Heileger-Huegel Ski Club 80
23 Lake Erin Estates Subdivision Park 55 PUBLIC AND PRIVATE PARK, RECREATION, AND OPEN
24 Sconfinato Park 21 SPACE SITES IN THE TOWN OF HARTFORD: 20072
25 Spring Ridge Park 5
26 Erin Hills Golf Course 628 Number on Size®
-- Subtotal — Eight Sites 1,286 Map 33 Public Sites (acres)
- Total — 12 Sites 1,412 Town of Hartford Sites
“See Tables 47, 48, and 49 for park and open space sites owned by the 43 2™ Street Boat Access 1
County, State, or private resource preservation organizations. 44 Town of Hartford Park 12
bSite area is rounded to the nearest whole number. Sites less than one acre 45 Town of Hartford Wetland Mitigation Site 26
are rounded up to one acre. -
) -- Subtotal — Three Sites 39
Source: SEWRPC Park and Open Space Site Inventory. City of Hartford Site
46 Maple Park 2
Table 54 Private Sites
PUBLIC AND PRIVATE PARK, RECREATION, AND OPEN 4 Hartford Country Club 225
SPACE SITES IN THE TOWN OF FARMINGTON: 2007° 48 John Daehn Boat Launch !
49 Park View Heights Subdivision Park 5
Number on Size® 50 Reef Point Resort 2
Map 33 Public Sites (acres) -- Subtotal — Four Sites 233
Town of Farmington Sites -- Total — Eight Sites 274
27 Fireman's Park 3 “See Tables 47, 48, and 49 for park and open space sites owned by the
, 48, i wi %
28 Green Lake Boat Access 1 County, State, or private resource preservation organizations.
29 Town-Owned Land 4 bes . )
- Site area is rounded to the nearest whole number. Sites less than one acre
- Subtotal — Three Sites 8 are rounded up to one acre.
School P'smd Site Source: SEWRPC Park and Open Space Site Inventory.
30 Farmington Elementary School 17
Private Sites
31 Boltonville Sportsmen’s Club 14 Table 57
32 Camp Awana 251
33 Fillmore Sportsmen’s Club 89 PRIVATE PARK, RECREATION, AND OPEN
34 Wildlife. Inc 70 SPACE SITES IN THE TOWN OF KEWASKUM: 2007°
35 Lazy Days Campground 178
36 Stoneridge Golf Course 167 Number on Size®
37 Turner Park 16 Map 33 Private Sites (acres)
38 Star Valley Subdivision Park 23 51 West Bar Sporting Club 78
39 Lakehaven Subdivision Beach and Park 66 52 Hon-E-Kor Golf Course 234°
40 Pheasant Rldge Subdivision Park 14 53 Sunburst Ski Area 46
41 Shalom Wildlife Sanctuary 96 - Total —Three Sites 358
-- Subtotal — 11 Sites 984
. Total — 15 Sites 1.009 “See Tables 47, 48, and 49 for park and open space sites owned by the

?See Tables 47, 48, and 49 for park and open space sites owned by the
County, State, or private resource preservation organizations.

®Site area is rounded to the nearest whole number. Sites less than one acre
are rounded up to one acre.

Source: SEWRPC Park and Open Space Site Inventory.
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County, State, or private resource preservation organizations.

bSite area is rounded to the nearest whole number. Sites less than one acre
are rounded up to one acre.

°An additional 18 acres of the golf course are located in the Village of
Kewaskum (252 acres total).

Source: SEWRPC Park and Open Space Site Inventory.



Table 58

PUBLIC AND PRIVATE PARK, RECREATION, AND OPEN
SPACE SITES IN THE VILLAGE OF KEWASKUM: 2007°

Number on Size®
Map 33 Public Sites (acres)
Village of Kewaskum Sites
54 Kettle Kountry Estates Neighborhood Park 3
55 Kewaskum Creek Park 6
56 Kewaskum Kiwanis Community Park 35
57 Knights Avenue Neighborhood Park 1
58 River Hill Park 13
59 Wildlife Drive Neighborhood Park 10
-- Subtotal — Six Sites 68
School District Sites
60 Kewaskum Elementary School 4
61 Kewaskum Middle and High Schools 38
-- Subtotal — Two Sites 42
Private Sites
62 Holy Trinity Elementary School 7
63 St. Lucas Elementary School 2
52 Hon-E-Kor Golf Course 18°
64 Rustic Timbers Apartments Playground 1
-- Subtotal — Four Sites 28
-- Total — 12 Sites 138

“See Tables 47, 48, and 49 for park and open space sites owned by the
County, State, or private resource preservation organizations.

bSite area is rounded to the nearest whole number. Sites less than one acre
are rounded up to one acre.

°An additional 234 acres of the golf course are located in the Town of
Kewaskum (252 acres total).

Source: SEWRPC Park and Open Space Site Inventory.

Table 59

PUBLIC AND PRIVATE PARK, RECREATION, AND
OPEN SPACE SITES IN THE TOWN OF POLK: 2007°

Number on Size®
Map 33 Public Sites (acres)
Town of Polk Site
65 Town Hall Park 21
Private Sites

66 Cedar Lake Hills Subdivision Park 4
67 Country Sport 23
68 Scenic View Country Club 182
-- Subtotal — Three Sites 209
-- Total — Four Sites 230

“See Tables 47, 48, and 49 for park and open space sites owned by the
County, State, or private resource preservation organizations.

bSite area is rounded to the nearest whole number. Sites less than one acre
are rounded up to one acre.

Source: SEWRPC Park and Open Space Site Inventory.

As shown on Table 53, the Town of Erin owns three
sites encompassing 111 acres. The Erin Elementary
School is also located in the Town and provides 15
acres of recreational land. There are also eight private
sites located in the Town encompassing 1,286 acres,
for a total of 1,412 acres within park and open space
sites. Much of the private recreational land within the
Town is within the Erin Hills Golf Course; Camp
Quad, owned by Quadgraphics for use by its
employees; and the Monches Fish and Game Club.

As shown on Table 54, the Town of Farmington owns
three sites encompassing about eight acres. The
Farmington Elementary School is also located in the
Town and provides 17 acres of recreational land.
There are also 11 private sites located in the Town
encompassing 984 acres, for a total of 1,009 acres
within park and open space sites.

There is one local park and open space site in the
Town of Germantown, the Rockfield Elementary
School, which provides about 13 acres of recreational
land (see Table 55).

As shown on Table 56 and Map 33, the Town of
Hartford owns a small boat access site on the west
side of Pike Lake, a 26 acre wetland mitigation site on
the north side of the Lake, and a 12 acre Town Park
next to the Hartford Town Hall. Maple Park, owned
by the City of Hartford, is also located in the Town
and encompasses two acres. There are also four
private sites located in the Town, which together
encompass 233 acres.

As shown on Table 57, there are three private park
and open space sites in the Town of Kewaskum. The
largest site was the Hon-E-Kor Golf Course. The
Sunburst Ski Area, one of two public downhill ski
areas in the County, is also located in the Town.

As shown on Table 58, the Village of Kewaskum
owns six sites encompassing 68 acres, including the
Kewaskum Kiwanis Community Park, which
encompasses 35 acres. The Kewaskum Junior and
Senior High School and the Kewaskum Elementary
School are also located in the Village and provide 38
acres and four acres of recreational land, respectively.
There are also three private sites located in the Village
encompassing 10 acres and 18 acres of the Hon-E-Kor
Golf Course for a total of 138 acres within park and
open space sites.
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As shown on Table 59, there is one local public park Table 60

and open space site in the Town of Polk, the Polk Town
Hall Il))ark pwhich covers 21 acres. There are three PUBLIC AND PRIVATE PARK, RECREATION, AND

. o . : OPEN SPACE SITES IN THE TOWN OF TRENTON: 20072
private sites in the Town, which encompass 209 acres,

for a total of 230 acres within park and open space sites.

The Scenic View Country Club is the largest of the Nl’iﬂn;t;e?,r; " Public Sites (:c'f::)
private sites. Town of Trenton Sites

69 Lawrence Stockhausen Park 7
The Town of Trenton owns three park and open space 70 Public Access to Wallace Lake
sites, encompassing about 21 acres, including a Town A Trenton Town Park 13
Park next to the Trenton Town Hall. There are also two - Subtotal - Three Sites 2
private sites located in the Town encompassing 244 _ Private Sttes

72 YMCA Triangle Y Ranch 158
acres, for a total of 265 acres, as shown on Table 60. 73 West Bend Lakes Golf and Recreation 86

-- Subtotal — Two Sites 244
There is one local public park, Kohlsville Town Park, . Total — Five Sites 265

owned by the Town of WayFle' The park CNcompasses @See Tables 47, 48, and 49 for park and open space sites owned by the

two acres along the Kohlsville Mill Pond and stream. County, State, or private resource preservation organizations.

The Wayne Elementary School is also located in the bSite ares iz roufded to the nearest whole number. Sites less than one acre
. . are rounded up to one acre.

Town and provides seven acres of recreational land. i ,

Park sites in the Town are listed on Table 61 Source: SEWRPC Park and Open Space Site Inventory.

PART 3: CULTURAL RESOURCES Table 61

The term cultural resource encompasses historic PUBLIC PARK, RECREATION, AND
buildings, structures and sites; archaeological sites; and ~ OPEN SPACE SITES IN THE TOWN OF WAYNE: 2007°

museums. Cultural resources in Washington County
have important recreational and educational value. Number on Size”

. Public Sit
Cultural resources help to provide the County and each Map 33 uble oTes (acres)

: L e . : Town of Wayne Site
of its distinct communities with a sense of heritage, _
. . .. . . . 74 Kohlsville Town Park 2
identity, and civic pride. Resources such as historical .

R . . . . School District Site

and grchaeologl_cal sites ar@ historic dlstrlc_ts can also 75 Wayne Elementary School 7
provide economic opportunities through tourism. - Total —Two Sites 9

“See Tables 47, 48, and 49 for park and open space sites owned by the
Historic Resources County, State, or private resource preservation organizations.

In 2007 there were 24 historic places and districts in the bSite area is rounded to the nearest whole number. Sites less than one acre
. . . . . are rounded up to one acre.

County listed on the National Register of Historic

Places and the State Register of Historical Places, as
shown on Map 34 and shown on Table 62. In most
cases, historic places or districts listed on the National Register are also listed on the State Register. Since the
State Register was created in 1991, all properties nominated for the National Register must first go through the
State Register review process. Upon approval by the State review board, a site is listed on the State Register of
Historic Places and recommended to the National Park Service for review and listing on the National Register of
Historic Places. The only exceptions to this process are federally-owned properties, which may be nominated for
the National Register directly by the National Park Service. Of the 24 historic places and districts listed on the
National and State Registers, 18 are historic buildings or structures, five are historic districts, and one is a historic
site. Sites and districts listed on the National and State Registers of Historic Places have an increased measure of
protection against degradation and destruction. Listing on the National or State Register requires government
agencies to consider the impact of their activities, such as the construction or reconstruction of a highway, or a
permit which they issue, on the designated property. If the property would be adversely affected, the agency must
work with the State Historic Preservation Officer to attempt to avoid or reduce adverse effects.

Source: SEWRPC Park and Open Space Site Inventory.

The County is also home to four Wisconsin State Historical Markers through a program administered by the
Wisconsin Historical Society’s Division of Historic Preservation. These historical markers are intended to
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Map 33

LOCAL PUBLIC AND PRIVATELY-OWNED PARK AND OPEN SPACE
SITES IN PARTNERING LOCAL GOVERNMENTS: 2007
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Map 34

HISTORIC SITES AND DISTRICTS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY LISTED
ON THE NATIONAL AND STATE REGISTERS OF HISTORIC PLACES: 2007
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Table 62

HISTORIC SITES AND DISTRICTS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY LISTED
ON THE NATIONAL AND STATE REGISTERS OF HISTORIC PLACES: 2007

or':hli/ln;t;ef; 4 Site Name Location J;i:j
1 Lizard Mound Park ...........coooviiiieoiiiiieee et T12N, R20E, Section 32 - Town of Farmington 1970
2 GaOW'S Mill ...t 1784 Barton Avenue, City of West Bend 1974
3 St. John of God Roman Catholic Church, Convent, and School ............. 1488 Highland Drive, Town of Farmington 1979
4 Ritger Wagonmaking and Blacksmith Shop...........cccooeiiiiiiicicnne 4928 STH 175, Town of Addison 1982
5 Washington County Courthouse and Jail.............cccocoeviiiiiiiiiiies 320 S. 5" Avenue, City of West Bend 1982
6 St. Peter's Church ........... 1010 Newark Drive, Town of Farmington 1983
7 Christ Evangelical Church ...........ccooooiiiiieieeeee e W188 N12808 Fond du Lac Avenue, Village of Germantown 1983
8 Jacob Schunk FarmhouSe.........ccooiiiiiiiieieeee e Donges Bay Road, Village of Germantown 1983
9 Leander F. Frisby House. 304 S. Main Street, City of West Bend 1985
10 Kissel's Addition Historic District T10N, R18E, Section 20 - City of Hartford 1988
1 Kissel's Wheelock Addition Historic District .............coooeivieieiiiciiiieeeees T10N, R18E, Section 21 - City of Hartford 1988
12 George A. KiSSEl HOUSE .......ooiuiiiiiiieiieieeie e 215 E. Sumner Street, City of Hartford 1988
13 LOUIS KiSSEI HOUSE........ceeveeie e 407 E. Sumner Street, City of Hartford 1988
14 Otto P. KiSSEI HOUSE .......neeee s 124 South Street, City of Hartford 1988
15 William L. Kissel HOUSE .........coooeeeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee L 67 South Street, City of Hartford 1988
16 St. Augustine Catholic Church and Cemetery...........cccoooviiiieiieniieene CTH Y, Town of Trenton 1990
17 Barton Historic District T11N, R19E, Section 11 - City of West Bend 1992
18 Holy Hill ... 1525 Carmel Road, Town of Erin 1992
19 Washington County “Island” Effigy Mound District.............ccccoeeiiiienneen. T12N, R20E, Sections 29, 32, 33 — Town of Farmington 1996
20 Schwartz Ballroom.... 150 Jefferson Avenue, City of Hartford 1998
21 West Bend Post OffiCe ........ccooiuiiieieiiiiiiiee et 607 Elm Street, City of West Bend 2000
22 Amity Leather Products Company Factory ............cccoccevoiiiiiiinicncnne 723-735 S. Main Street, City of West Bend 2002
23 Saxonia HouSe ..........cccceeevieeeiiineniee 421 CTH H, Town of Farmington 2006
24 Messer-Mayer Mill ..........ocoooiiiiiie e 4399 Pleasant Hill Road, Town of Richfield 2007

Source: The State Historical Society of Wisconsin, Washington County, and SEWRPC.

The Dheinsville Settlement in the Village of
Germantown has a State Historical Marker.
Historical markers identify, commemorate, and

honor the people and places that have
contributed to the State’s rich heritage.

identify, commemorate, and honor the important people, places, and
events that have contributed to the State’s rich heritage. The program
serves as a vital educational tool, informing people about the most
significant aspects of Wisconsin’s past. State Historical Markers in the
County are as follows: Lizard Mound County Park, in the Town of
Farmington; the former community of Kissel, now in the City of
Hartford; the Great (watershed) Divide, in the Town of West Bend; and
the Dheinsville Settlement, in the Village of Germantown. These
markers are identified on Map 34 and in Table 62. The Lizard Mound
State Park and Kissel markers are associated with sites listed on the
National and State Registers referenced above.

The 24 historic places and districts listed on the National and State
registers of historic places are only a small fraction of the buildings,
structures, and districts listed in the Wisconsin Architecture and History
Inventory. The Wisconsin Architecture and History Inventory is a

database administered by the State Historical Society of Wisconsin that contains historical and architectural

information on approximately 120,000
characteristics that may make them elig

properties statewide. The listed sites have architectural or historical
ible for listing on the National and State registers of historic places. In

2005, there were 2,902 properties in Washington County included in the Wisconsin Architecture and History
Inventory. The inventory can be accessed through the State of Wisconsin Historical Society website at

www.wisconsinhistory.org/ahi.
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The Allenton Iron Bridge is a historical structure registered as a Washington County landmark.

In addition to historic sites and districts listed on the National and State Registers of Historic Places, five sites
have been designated as Wisconsin Historical Markers, including three sites identified as a Washington County
Landmark, two sites have been designated as a Wisconsin Heritage and Tourism Marker, including one site also
identified as a Wisconsin Historical Marker and a Washington County Landmark, two sites have been designated
as local landmarks by the Village of Germantown Historic Preservation Commission, including one site identified
as a Washington County Landmark, and a total of 31 sites have been designated as County landmarks by the
Washington County Landmarks Commission. Local and County landmarks are shown on Map 35 and listed on
Table 63 (note that some of the landmarks are also on the National or State Register of Historic Places). County
and local governments may designate landmarks once a landmarks commission or historic preservation
commission has been established by ordinance and certified by the State Historical Society. Landmark
commissions and historic preservation commissions are typically seven to nine member boards that review
applications for local landmark status and may also review proposed alterations to historic properties or properties
located in historic districts. Landmark and historic preservation commissions may also designate local historic
districts; however, designation of districts typically requires approval from the local governing body. Properties
identified as local landmarks must be protected in accordance with the requirements of the historic preservation
ordinance. Generally, such ordinances require review by the local landmarks or historic preservation commission
before a historic property can be altered or demolished. In addition to the Washington County Landmarks
Commission, the Village of Germantown has established a historic preservation commission, which recently
identified and designated its first historic property. The City of Hartford established a historic preservation
committee in 1981, but it has since been dissolved. During its span of existence, the committee did not officially
designate any local landmarks, although the committee did establish a series of walking tours to highlight the
community’s historical character.

Procedures for designating local landmarks can and do vary depending on the local government. The Washington
County Landmarks Commission has developed a simple, yet effective set of landmark designation procedures.
First, an application is filed with the County Clerk by the owner of the proposed landmark. The County
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Landmarks Commission — composed of nine individuals appointed by the County Board Chairperson — then votes
on whether to approve or deny the application based on a set of criteria established by the Commission. These
criteria aim to protect, enhance, and perpetuate archaeological sites, geological formations, and structures of
special historical value or interest. The Landmarks Commission in Washington County is given full authority by
the County Board to designate and remove landmarks.

Archaeological Resources

Preservation of archaeological resources is also important in preserving the cultural heritage of Washington
County. Like historical sites and districts, significant prehistoric and historic archaeological sites provide the
County and each of its communities with a sense of heritage and identity, which can provide for economic
opportunities through tourism if properly identified and preserved. Archaeological sites found in Washington
County fall under two categories: prehistoric sites and historic sites. Prehistoric sites are defined as those sites
which date from before written history. Historic sites are sites established after history began to be recorded in
written form (the State Historical Society of Wisconsin defines this date as A.D. 1650).

As of 2005, there were 425 known prehistoric and historic
archaeological sites in Washington County listed in the State Historical
Society’s Archaeological Sites Inventory, including prehistoric and
historic camp sites, villages, and farmsteads; marked and unmarked
burial sites; and Native American mounds. There are three mound
groups in the Town of Farmington listed on the National Register of
Historic Places: the Lizard Mound group, located in and adjacent to
Lizard Mound County Park, the Glass mound group, and the Susen-
Backhaus mound group. These three mound groups together are

classified as the “Island” Effigy mound district listed on the National  The Lizard Mound group is one of three mound
Register groups located in the Town of Farmington listed
’ on the National Register of Historic Places.

An additional mound group in the County was recently acquired by the City of West Bend and incorporated into
Quaas Creek Park. This group, known as the Joedike Mound group, is located near the confluence of Quaas Creek
and the Milwaukee River on the east side of the City of West Bend.

Local Historical Societies and Museums

There are several local historical societies affiliated with the State Historical Society of Wisconsin in the County.
These include the Washington County Historical Society, Erin Historical Society, Farmington Historical Society,
Germantown Historical Society, Jackson Historical Society, Kewaskum Historical Society, and Richfield
Historical Society.

As shown in Table 64, many of the historical societies in Washington
County maintain historic sites or facilities that contain items of historical
or archaeological significance as well as historical records. The
Germantown Historical Society maintains a pair of museums and a
research library, all within the confines of the historic Dheinsville
Settlement, providing great insight into the early pioneer lifestyle. The
Jackson Historical Society operates a museum with artifacts dating back
to the community’s earliest days, along with local family histories,
census records, photos, and genealogical material. Additionally, the site
is home to a 19" century styled, one-room schoolhouse, which is also a
Washington County Landmark. The Kewaskum Historical Society

- . . . . ; The OId Jailhouse Museum, located in the City
maintains a museum as well, along with a log cabin dwelling reflective  of West Bend, is operated by the Washington

of the late 19" century. Finally, the Washington County Historical ~ County Historical Society.

Society operates several historic sites within the County, including the Old Courthouse and Old Jailhouse
Museums in the City of West Bend. The museums include interactive and interpretive galleries and a research
center. The Washington County Historical Society is also working to convert the St. Agnes Convent in the Town
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Table 63

WISCONSIN HISTORICAL MARKERS, HERITAGE TOURISM AND MARKER SITES,
AND LOCAL AND COUNTY LANDMARKS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2007

Number on
Map 35 Designation Site Address/ Historic Name
1 Wisconsin Historical Marker — City of Hartford 608 E. Sumner Street, City of Hartford / “Kissel”
2 Wisconsin Heritage Tourism and Marker — City of
Hartford 147 North Rural Street, City of Hartford / Wisconsin Automotive Museum
3 Wisconsin Historical Marker - City of Hartford 150 Jefferson Avenue, City of Hartford / The Schwartz Ballroom —
Chandelier Ballroom
4 Wisconsin Historical Marker and Washington County
Landmark State Highway 33 and State Highway 144, Town of West Bend / Great
Divide
5 Wisconsin Historical Marker and Washington County T12N, R20E, Section 32, Town of Farmington / Lizard Mound County
Landmark Park
6 Wisconsin Historical Marker, Heritage Tourism and
Marker, and Washington County Landmark N188 W12806 Fond du Lac Avenue, Village of Germantown /
Dheinsville Settlement
7 Village of Germantown Landmark N108 W17760 Lilac Lane / Residence
8 Village of Germantown Landmark and Washington
County Landmark N104 W15446 Donges Bay Road / Jacob Schunk Farmhouse
9 Washington County Landmark 134 South Street, City of Hartford / Willard R. Amidon Home
10 Washington County Landmark 724 Beech Street, City of West Bend / Stephan F. Mayer Home
11 Washington County Landmark 906 East Decorah Road, City of West Bend / Verbeck Residence
12 Washington County Landmark 320 S. 5" Avenue, City of West Bend / Washington County Courthouse
Square
13 Washington County Landmark 228 N. Main Street, City of West Bend / Washington House
14 Washington County Landmark 500 Main Street, Town of Addison / Allenton Iron Bridge
15 Washington County Landmark 1525 Carmel Road, Town of Erin / Holy Hill
16 Washington County Landmark 1332 Scenic Drive, Town of Farmington / Boltonville Church
17 Washington County Landmark 9298 Boltonville Road, Town of Farmington / Boltonville Mill
18 Washington County Landmark 1010 Newark Drive, Town of Farmington / St. Peter’s Church
19 Washington County Landmark 421 CTH H, Town of Farmington / Saxonia House
20 Washington County Landmark 5862 Franklin Drive, Town of Hartford / Gertsch Log Home on Pike Lake
21 Washington County Landmark 4886 State Highway 175, Town of Hartford / St. Lawrence Catholic
Church
22 Washington County Landmark 1860 W. Mill Road, Town of Jackson / Emmanuel Church
23 Washington County Landmark 9376 Old Fond du Lac Road, Town of Kewaskum / Backhaus Estate
24 Washington County Landmark 4631 Cedar Creek Road, Town of Polk / Winter Farm
25 Washington County Landmark Evergreen Drive and Decorah Road, Town of Trenton / Esker
26 Washington County Landmark 5151 Timmer Bay Road, Town of West Bend / Timmer’s Resort
27 Washington County Landmark N188 W12806 Fond du Lac Avenue, Village of Germantown / Christ
Church
28 Washington County Landmark N116 W15970 Main Street, Village of Germantown / Gehl's Guernsey
Farms
29 Washington County Landmark N188 W12369 Maple Road, Village of Germantown / Knetzger Log
House
30 Washington County Landmark N132 W17303 Rockfield Road, Village of Germantown / The Livery
31 Washington County Landmark N104 W14181 Donges Bay Road, Village of Germantown / St. Johns
United Church of Christ
32 Washington County Landmark 218 S. 7" Avenue, City of West Bend / Tuchscherer Residence
33 Washington County Landmark 7616 CTH WW, Town of Wayne / Moritz Farmhouse
34 Washington County Landmark 518 Poplar Street, City of West Bend/ James Kneeland House
35 Washington County Landmark 158 Branch Street, City of Hartford/ Lohr’'s Gas Station

Source: Wisconsin Historical Society, Washington County, and SEWRPC.
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of Barton to a museum in the next few years.
This site consists of three buildings con-
structed in the mid-19" century.  Other
museums in Washington County include the
Wisconsin Automotive Museum in the City
of Hartford and the Museum of Wisconsin
Art in the City of West Bend.

SUMMARY

This chapter provides inventory information
on existing agricultural, natural, and cultural
resources in Washington County and each
local government partner. Information
regarding soil types, existing farmland,
farming operations, topography and geology,
water resources, forest resources, natural
areas and critical species habitat sites,
environmental corridors, park and open space
sites, historical resources, archaeological
resources, and nonmetallic mining resources

LOCAL HISTORICAL SOCIETIES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006

Table 64

Historical Society

Historic Site/Museum

Erin Historical Society
Farmington Historical Society
Germantown Historical Society

Germantown Historical
Museum / Dheinsville
Settlement

Research Library / Wolf
Haus

Sila Lydia Bast Bell Museum

Jackson Historical Society
Mill Road Church Museum
Kewaskum Historical Society

Kewaskum Historical Society
Museum and Log Cabin

Richfield Historical Society
Richfield Historical Park

Six-way Crossroads — Holy Hill Road, Village of
Germantown

Six-way Crossroads — Holy Hill Road, Village of

Germantown

Six-way Crossroads — Holy Hill Road, Village of
Germantown

1860 Mill Road, Town of Jackson

1202 Parkview Drive, Town of Kewaskum

Pleasant Hill Road and STH 164, along the Coney
River, Town of Richfield

Washington County Historical

is included in this chapter. The planning Society

recommendations set forth in the Ag- Old Jailhouse 320 South Fifth Avenue, City of West Bend
ricultural, Natural, and Cultural Resources Old Courthouse Square _ ,

El t chapt di { lated to th Museum 320 South Fifth Avenue, City of West Bend
A ement ¢ ?p cr are' lrectly relate . 0 _e St. Agnes Convent Town of Barton

inventory information presented in this

Chapter. Inventory ﬁndings include: Source: State Historical Society of Wisconsin and SEWRPC.
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There are seven soil associations in Washington County: the Brookston-Pella-Lamartine association,
Casco-Fox-Rodman  association, Casco-Hochheim-Sisson  association, = Calwood-Boyer-Sisson
association, Hochheim-Theresa association, Houghton-Palms-Adrian association, and Ozaukee-
Martinton-Saylesville association.

The USDA Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) has created a land evaluation and site
analysis (LESA) system to help identify areas to be preserved for farmland. LESA is a numeric system
for rating potential farmland preservation areas by evaluating soil quality (LE or land evaluation) and
geographic variables (SA or site assessment). To develop the LE rating the NRCS rated each soil type in
Washington County and placed the soil ratings into groups ranging from the best to the worst suited for
cropland. The land evaluation component considers slope, the agricultural capability class of the soil, and
soil productivity for corn and soybeans.

Lands used for agriculture were identified in the SEWRPC 2000 land use inventory and include all
croplands, pasture lands, orchards, nurseries, and non-residential farm buildings. In 2000, agricultural
lands occupied 141,755 acres, or about 222 square miles, representing almost 51 percent of the County.

Washington County farms produce a varied array of agricultural products including many varieties of
crops and livestock. Dairy was the predominant source of agricultural revenue in the County in 2002,
accounting for 45 percent of the agricultural revenue.

There were 844 farms in Washington County in 2002. The average farm size in the County was 154 acres
in 2002, while the median farm size was 86 acres. This compares to 204 acres and 140 acres, respectively,
for farms in the State.

In 2005, 106 landowners with about 13,588 acres of farmland participated in the Wisconsin Farmland
Preservation Program. The State of Wisconsin has certified the exclusive agricultural zoning ordinances
adopted by five towns and the Village of Germantown, which makes landowners in those local



governments eligible to participate in the program. Farmland owners in six other towns participate in the
program through direct contracts with the Department of Agriculture, Trade, and Consumer Protection
(DATCP). Although no new contracts can be entered into by landowners in local governments without a
certified ordinance, agreements existing prior to 1981 may be renewed.

Surface elevations in the County range from a low of 755 feet above sea level in the Village of
Germantown in the southeastern corner of the County to a high of 1,332 feet at Holy Hill in the Town of
Erin.

A total of 11 sites of geological importance, including seven glacial feature and four bedrock geology
sites, were identified in the County in 1994 as part of the regional natural areas study. Together, these
sites encompass about 40,000 acres in Washington County. The Kettle Moraine encompasses about
39,500 acres and the remaining 10 sites encompass about 360 acres.

In 2007, there were 20 operational or planned nonmetallic mining sites in the County, encompassing
almost 1,781 acres. No sites in Washington County have been registered as sites having marketable
nonmetallic mineral deposits.

About 59 percent of the County is located east of the subcontinental divide and drains to the Great Lakes-
St. Lawrence River. The remaining 41 percent of the County is west of the divide and drains to the
Mississippi River. The subcontinental divide not only exerts a major physical influence on the overall
drainage pattern of the County, but also carries with it legal constraints that, in effect, prohibit the
diversion of any substantial quantities of Lake Michigan water across the divide.

There are 13 major inland lakes located in the County. The total surface area of major lakes is 2,563
acres, or slightly less than 1 percent of the County. There are approximately 220 miles of perennial
streams, approximately 43,800 acres of floodplains, and approximately 42,770 acres of wetlands in the
County.

The Managed Forest Law (MFL) is an incentive program intended to encourage sustainable forestry on
private woodlands in Wisconsin with a primary focus on timber production. In 2005, there were 219
MFL agreements encompassing about 5,969 acres of forestlands enrolled in the program.

Natural areas are tracts of land or water so little modified by human activity, or sufficiently recovered
from the effects of such activity, that they contain intact native plant and animal communities believed to
be representative of the landscape before European settlement. Ninety-one natural areas have been
identified in Washington County. These sites encompass 16,061 acres, or about 6 percent of the County.

Critical species habitat sites consist of areas outside natural areas which are important for their ability to
support rare, threatened, or endangered plant or animal species. Thirteen sites supporting rare or
threatened plant and animal species have been identified in Washington County. These sites encompass
an area of 356 acres, which is less than 1 percent of the County. There are also 73 aquatic sites
supporting threatened or rare fish, herptile, or mussel species in the County, including 188 stream miles
and 2,749 lake acres.

Environmental corridors and isolated natural resource areas include the best remaining woodlands,
wetlands, plant and wildlife habitat areas, and other natural resources and have truly immeasurable
environmental and recreational value. Environmental corridors and isolated natural resource areas are
identified by SEWRPC and classified depending on their size. Primary environmental corridors are at
least 400 acres in area, two miles in length, and 200 feet in width. Secondary environmental corridors are
between 100 and 400 acres in size and at least one mile in length except where secondary corridors serve
to link primary environmental corridors, in which case no minimum area or length criteria apply. Isolated
natural resource areas are between five and 100 acres in size and at least 200 feet in width.

Primary environmental corridors in Washington County are located along the Milwaukee River and other
major streams, around major lakes, and in large wetland areas. In 2000, about 60,300 acres, comprising
about 22 percent of the County, were encompassed within primary environmental corridors. Secondary
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environmental corridors are located chiefly along the smaller perennial streams and intermittent streams.
About 9,800 acres, comprising about 3 percent of the County, were within secondary environmental
corridors in 2000. Isolated natural resource areas include a geographically well-distributed variety of
isolated wetlands, woodlands, and wildlife habitat. These areas encompassed about 6,450 acres, or about
2 percent of the County, in 2000.

In 2007, Washington County owned 15 park and open space sites, including seven major parks
encompassing 1,229 acres; six other park and outdoor recreation sites encompassing 134 acres; and two
special outdoor recreation sites, not considered part of the County park system, encompassing 141 acres.
In all, these 15 sites encompass 1,504 acres, or less than 1 percent of the County.

In 2007, there were 27 State owned park and open space sites encompassing 12,497 acres, or about 4
percent of the County. Of these 27 sites, 21 sites, encompassing 12,162 acres, were owned by the
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (DNR). The Wisconsin Department of Transportation and
the University of Wisconsin each owned three park and open space sites.

In addition to County and State owned park and open space sites, there were 154 park and open space
sites owned by local governments and public schools in Washington County in 2007. Those sites
encompassed about 3,452 acres, or about 1 percent of the County. Local governments owned 119 of the
park and open space sites and public schools owned 35 of the sites.

In 2007, there were 108 privately owned park and open space sites encompassing about 6,534 acres, or
about 2 percent of the County. These sites include privately-owned golf courses, schools, subdivision
parks, hunting clubs, campgrounds, boat access sites, horse stables, and soccer parks. This total does not
include sites owned by private organizations for resource-protection purposes, which are described in the
following paragraph.

There are a number of conservation organizations active in Washington County, including the Ozaukee
Washington Land Trust, the Cedar Lakes Conservation Foundation, The Nature Conservancy, and other
nonprofit conservation organizations. These organizations acquire lands for resource protection purposes.
Such organizations owned 35 sites encompassing 2,349 acres in 2007.

There were 24 historic places and districts in the planning area listed on the National Register of Historic
Places and the State Register of Historical Places in 2007. Of the 24 historic places and districts listed on
the National and State Registers, 18 are historic buildings or structures, five are historic districts, and one
is an archaeological site. In addition to those historic structures, sites, and districts nominated to the
National and State Registers of Historic Places, five sites have been designated as a Wisconsin Historical
Marker, two sites have been designated as a Wisconsin Heritage Tourism and Marker site, two sites have
been designated as local landmarks by the Village of Germantown and 31 sites have been designated as
landmarks by Washington County.

As of 2005, there were 425 known prehistoric and historic archaeological sites in Washington County
listed in the State Historical Society’s Archaeological Sites Inventory, including prehistoric and historic
camp sites, villages, and farmsteads; marked and unmarked burial sites; and Native American mounds.
One archaeological site, consisting of three mound groups, is listed on the National Register of Historic
Places.

There are seven local historical societies in Washington County affiliated with the State Historical Society
of Wisconsin. These include the Washington County Historical Society, Erin Historical Society,
Farmington Historical Society, Germantown Historical Society, Jackson Historical Society, Kewaskum
Historical Society, and the Richfield Historical Society.



Chapter IV

INVENTORY OF EXISTING LAND USES AND
TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES AND SERVICES

INTRODUCTION

This chapter presents an inventory of the built environment and is divided into two parts: an inventory of
historical and existing land uses and an inventory of existing transportation facilities and services. Inventories
have been conducted for Washington County and each local government participating in the multi-jurisdictional
plan. The planning recommendations set forth in the land use and transportation elements in Chapters IX and XI,
respectively, are directly related to the inventory information presented in this chapter.

PART 1: LAND USE

The Commission utilizes an urban growth ring analysis and a land use inventory to inventory and monitor urban
growth and development in the Region. The urban growth ring analysis delineates the outer limits of
concentrations of urban development and depicts the urbanization of the Region over the past 150 years. The
Commission land use inventory is a more detailed inventory that places all land and water areas in the Region into
one of 66 land use categories, providing a basis for analyzing specific urban and nonurban land uses. Both the
urban growth ring analysis and the land use inventory for the Region have been updated to the year 2000 under
the continuing regional planning program. Changes in land use between 2000 and 2006 were identified and
mapped as part of this comprehensive planning process.

Urban Growth Ring Analysis and Historical Urban Growth

The urban growth ring analysis shows the historical pattern of urban settlement, growth, and development of the
County since 1850 for selected points in time. Areas identified as urban under this time series analysis include
portions of the County where residential structures or other buildings were constructed in relatively compact
areas, thereby indicating a concentration of residential, commercial, industrial, governmental, institutional, or
other urban uses. These areas must be at least five acres in size. In the case of residential uses, such areas must
include at least 10 homes over a maximum distance of one-half mile along a linear feature such as a street or
lakeshore, or at least 10 homes located in a relatively compact group within a residential subdivision. Uses such
as cemeteries, airports, public parks, and golf courses do not meet the criteria for urban land uses because they
lack the required concentration of buildings or structures. However, these land uses are identified as urban uses if
they are surrounded on at least three sides by urban land uses that do meet the above criteria.

Historical urban growth in the County between 1850 and 2000 is shown on Map 36. Urban growth for the years
prior to 1940 was identified using a variety of sources, including the records of local historical societies,
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Map 36

HISTORICAL URBAN GROWTH IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 1850 - 2000
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subdivision plat records, farm plat maps, U.S. Geological Survey maps, and Wisconsin Geological and Natural
History Survey records. Urban growth for the years 1950, 1963, 1975, 1985, 1995, and 2000 was identified using
aerial photographs.

Small portions of the Cities of West Bend and Hartford, and the Villages of Slinger and Newburg were developed
prior to 1850. In 1900, urban development was still largely confined to the Cities of Hartford and West Bend and
Villages of Newburg and Slinger with additional development in the Villages of Germantown, Jackson, and
Kewaskum. The period from 1900 to 1950 saw expansion of mainly the Cities of Hartford and West Bend. The
period between 1950 and 1985 saw significant growth outward from existing urban areas and the development of
lakeshores around Big Cedar Lake, Little Cedar Lake, and Pike Lake. The period from 1963 to 2000 saw
significant urban growth in scattered locations throughout the County, particularly in the southern portion of the
County in the Village of Germantown, and the Towns of Erin and Richfield. Moderate development in and around
the City of West Bend and the other established urban centers in the northern portion of the County also occurred
during this period.

Land Use Trends

The number of acres in various land use categories in Washington County for selected years from 1975 to 2000 is
shown on Table 65. Table 65 also includes the acreage and percentage changes in each land use category between
1975 and 2000, and for intervening time periods.

Between 1975 and 2000, the amount of land used for urban uses, including residential, commercial, industrial,
and transportation uses, increased by about 21,000 acres, from about 28,000 acres to about 49,000 acres, or about
75 percent. The amount of land used for residential, commercial, and industrial purposes more than doubled
during this time period.

The percentage of land classified as “nonurban” decreased
by about 8 percent between 1975 and 2000. Much of the
land developed for urban uses between 1975 and 2000 was
converted from agricultural to urban use. The amount of
land used for agriculture decreased by about 33,000 acres,
or by about 19 percent. The number of acres in the “open
lands” category, that is, lands that are vacant and
apparently unused, increased by about 9,200 acres during
the 1975 to 2000 period. Much of the increase in the
“open lands” category is likely due to land being taken out
of agriculture. The acreage of woodlands, wetlands,

surface waters, and extractive sites increased slightly ——— ' ' - '

between 1975 and 2000. Betyveen 1975 and .2000, the amount of land used for
agriculture in Washington County decreased by about
33,000 acres, or by about 19 percent.

Urban Service Areas

Urban service areas are identified in the regional land use plan based on the sanitary sewer service areas
delineated in the regional water quality management plan. Urban services areas are currently served, or have the
capacity and are eventually planned to be served, by a public sanitary sewer system and public sewage treatment
plant. These services allow for relatively dense residential, commercial, and industrial uses, which characterize
urban areas. Urban service areas are also typically served by public parks, local schools, and shopping areas. All
urban service areas have portions of their areas that do not provide sewer and water services; however, sewer
services are planned to be provided to all areas within a sewer service area within a maximum 20-year period.
Sewer service areas in Washington County include the Cities of Hartford and West Bend; the Villages of
Germantown, Jackson, Kewaskum, Newburg, and Slinger; and the unincorporated hamlet of Allenton in the
Town of Addison. Sewer service areas in the County are shown on Map 49 in Chapter V. Portions of all sewer
service areas in Washington County, except the Village of Newburg, are served by public water supply systems.
Newburg residents and businesses rely on private wells as their water source.
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Table 65

LAND USE TRENDS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 1975 - 2000

Area (Acres) Change in Area
1975-1985 1985-1995 1995-2000 1975-2000
Percent Percent Percent Percent
Land Use Category 1975 1985 1995 2000* Acres Change Acres Change Acres Change Acres Change
Urban
Residential
Single-Family .. 12,277 15,481 21,153 24,510 3,204 26.1 5,672 36.6 3,357 15.9 12,233 99.6
Two-Family .. 169 248 432 533 79 46.7 184 74.2 101 234 364 2154
Multi-Family 230 338 667 760 108 47.0 329 97.3 93 13.9 530 230.4
Mobile Homes.................... 66 73 110 114 7 10.6 37 50.7 4 3.6 48 727
Subtotal 12,742 16,140 22,362 25,916 3,398 26.7 6,222 38.5 3,554 15.9 13,174 103.4
Commercial .......c.cceevvvrennne 608 830 1,125 1,311 222 36.5 295 35.5 186 16.5 703 115.6
Industrial........cccoecenercinnnnne. 674 891 1,340 1,549 217 322 449 50.4 209 15.6 875 129.8
Transportation,
Communications, and
Utilities
Arterial Street Rights-of-
Way oo 3,440 3,785 4,452 5,823 345 10.0 667 17.6 1,371 30.8 2,383 69.3
Nonarterial Street
Rights-of-Way.................. 6,210 6,446 7,088 8,339 236 3.8 642 10.0 1,251 17.6 2,129 343
Railroad Rights-of-Way...... 952 952 952 878 -- -- -- -- -74 -7.8 -74 -7.8
Communications and
Utilities and Other
Transportation 461 545 570 575 84 18.2 25 4.6 5 0.9 114 247
Subtotal 11,063 11,728 13,062 15,042 665 6.0 1,334 11.4 1,980 15.2 3,979 36.0
Governmental and
Institutional...........ccceeveenne 1,108 1,242 1,375 1,477 134 121 133 10.7 102 74 369 33.3
Recreational ............cccceeee. 1,741 1,941 2,627 3,067 200 11.5 686 35.3 440 16.7 1,326 76.2
Urban Subtotal 27,936 32,772 41,891 48,936 4,836 17.3 9,119 27.8 7,045 16.8 21,000 75.2
Nonurban
Natural Resource Areas
Woodlands 21,806 21,755 22,417 23,057 -51 -0.2 662 3.0 640 2.8 1,251 5.7
Wetlands 42,062 41,313 42,304 42,771 -749 -1.8 991 24 467 1.1 709 1.7
Surface Water.................... 4,286 4,345 4,410 4,507 59 14 65 1.5 97 2.2 221 5.2
Subtotal 68,154 67,413 69,131 70,335 =741 -1.1 1,718 25 1,204 1.7 2,181 3.2
Agricultural .........ccceoveinne. 174,560 168,133 152,735 141,755 -6,427 -3.7 -15,398 -9.2 -10,980 -7.2 -32,805 -18.8
Extractive.......c.ccocevvveinnn. 953 1,002 1,123 1,266 49 5.1 121 121 143 12.7 313 32.8
Open Lands........ccoceevevrnnnne 7,230 9,513 13,953 16,464 2,283 31.6 4,440 46.7 2,511 18.0 9,234 127.7
Nonurban Subtotal 250,897 246,061 236,942 229,820 -4,836 -1.9 -9,119 -3.7 -7,122 -3.0 -21,077° -8.4
Total 278,833 278,833 278,833 278,756" -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

As part of the regional land use inventory for the year 2000, the delineation of existing land use was referenced to real property boundary information not available for prior inventories.
This change increases the precision of the land use inventory and makes it more usable to public agencies and private interests throughout the Region. As a result of the change, however,
year 2000 land use inventory data are not strictly comparable with data from the prior inventories. At the county level, the most significant effect of the change is to increase the
transportation, communication, and utilities category due to the use of actual street and highway rights-of-way as part of the 2000 land use inventory, as opposed to the use of narrower
estimated rights-of-way in prior inventories. This treatment of streets and highways generally diminishes the area of adjacent land uses traversed by those streets and highways in the 2000
land use inventory relative to prior inventories.

The reported size of the County decreased by 77 acres between 1995 and 2000 due to the use of more precise cadastral maps.

Source: SEWRPC.

Existing Land Uses —Washington County

Land uses in the County in 2000 are shown on Map 37 and quantitatively summarized in Table 66. Figure 8
illustrates a comparison of the percentage of land uses in each category. Map 37 reflects the actual use of land in
2000, rather than zoning or future planned land use. Planned land uses are shown in Chapter IX (Land Use
Element).

The existing land use map is based on the SEWRPC land use inventory conducted in 2000. The land use
inventory is intended to serve as a relatively precise record of land use for the entire Region. The land use
classification system used in the inventory consists of 66 categories and is detailed enough to provide a basis for
developing future land use plans. Appendix E identifies each land use category, and indicates how the various
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EXISTING LAND USE IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2000

Map 37
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Table 66
EXISTING LAND USES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2000

Percent of Subtotal
(Urban or Percent
Land Use Category® Acres Nonurban) of Total
Urban
Residential
SINGIe-Family .......oooiiiiii e 24,510 50.0 8.8
Two-Family 533 1.1 0.2
Multi-Family 760 1.6 0.3
MODIIE HOMES ..o 114 - -
Subtotal 25,916 53.0 9.3
COMMETCIAL ...t 1,311 2.7 0.5
INAUSEIIAL. ... 1,549 3.2 0.6
Transportation, Communications, and Utilities
Arterial Street Rights-0f-Way ..........cccociiiiiiiniiieeeeee e 5,825 11.9 2.1
Nonarterial Street Rights-of-Way .........ccoociiiiiiiiieeeces 8,339 17.0 3.0
Railroad Rights-of-Way ..........ccccoiiiiiiiiiiieiiieeee 878 1.8 0.3
Communications, Utilities, and Other Transportation®.................. 575 1.2 0.2
Subtotal 15,616 31.9 5.6
Governmental and INStUIONAI%................c.coeveeveieeeieeeseeeeeeseen 1,477 3.0 0.5
RECreational® ............ccocuiiiieieiiieiieieeeetetee e 3,067 6.3 1.1
Urban Subtotal 48,936 100.0 17.6
Nonurban
Natural Resource Areas
WOOAIANAS ... 23,057 10.0 8.3
WEHIANAS ... 42,771 18.6 15.3
SUMACE WAL ... 4,507 2.0 1.6
Subtotal 70,335 30.6 25.2
AGIICUIUIAL ... 141,755 61.7 50.9
EXIraCtiVe ..o 1,266 0.6 0.5
0PN LaNdS' ... 16,464 7.2 5.9
Nonurban Subtotal 229,820 100.0 824
Total 278,756 -- 100.0

Parking included in associated use.
b ess than 0.05 percent.

®’Other Transportation” includes bus depots, airports, truck terminals, and transportation facilities not classified as street or railroad rights-of-
way.

“Includes public and private schools, government offices, police and fire stations, libraries, cemeteries, religious institutions, hospitals, nursing
homes, and similar facilities.

°Includes only that land which is intensively used for recreational purposes.

‘Open lands includes lands in rural areas that are not being farmed, and other lands that have not been developed including residual lands or
outlots attendant to existing urban development that are not expected to be developed.

Source: SEWRPC 2000 land use inventory.

categories were grouped to produce Map 37 and Table 66. Aerial photographs serve as the primary basis for
identifying existing land uses, augmented by field surveys as appropriate. The most recent land use inventory was
based on aerial photography taken in the spring of 2000. A later section of this chapter identifies major
development projects that occurred between 2000 and 2006, in an effort to obtain the most current information
available prior to beginning work on the land use element of this plan.

Urban Land Uses

Urban land uses consist of residential; commercial; governmental and institutional; and transportation,
communication, and utility uses. As indicated in Table 66 and on Map 37, urban land uses encompassed about
48,936 acres, or about 18 percent of the County, in 2000.
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Figure 8

EXISTING LAND USES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2000

ltural 50.9%

Extractive 0.5%

Open Lands 5.9%

Residential 9.3%

Commercial 0.5%

Industrial 5.9%
Transportation,

Communications,
and Utilities 5.4%

Source: SEWRPC 2000 land use inventory.

Residential land comprised the largest land use category in the
County, encompassing 25,916 acres, or about 9 percent of the
total County in 2000.

Surface Water 1.6%

Waetlands 15.3%

Woodlands 8.3%

Recreational 1.1%

Governmental
and Institutional 0.5%

Residential

Residential land comprised the largest urban land
use category in the County, encompassing 25,916
acres, or about 53 percent of all urban land and
about 9 percent of the total County in 2000. The
land use inventory identifies single-family, two-
family, and multi-family structures and mobile
homes. Single-family homes occupied 24,510 acres
or about 9 percent of the County in 2000. Of the
land developed for residential uses, about 95
percent consisted of single-family homes, about 2
percent consisted of two-family dwellings, and
about 3 percent consisted of multi-family
dwellings (three or more dwellings in a building).
Mobile homes occupied about 114 acres, or less
than one-half of 1 percent of the County.

141



Commercial land encompassed about 1,311 acres or less than 1
percent of the County in 2000.

Much of the industrial land in the County is concentrated in
business and industrial parks in cities and villages and on the
west side of Allenton.

Land used for transportation, utilities, and communication
comprised the second largest urban land use category in 2000,
encompassing about 6 percent of the County.
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Commercial

Commercial land encompassed about 1,311 acres,
or about 3 percent of all urban land and less than 1
percent of the total County in 2000. Commercial
development is concentrated in the urban service
areas. The Cities of Hartford and West Bend, the
Villages of Germantown, Jackson, Kewaskum,
Newburg, and Slinger, and the hamlet of Allenton
in the Town of Addison each have central business
districts that have concentrations of commercial
development ranging from retail and service
establishments to offices. Commercial develop-
ment including retail and service establishments
and offices are also concentrated along highways
and arterial streets on the fringes of the above
communities and in the Towns of Richfield' and
West Bend. There is limited commercial devel-
opment outside the established urban service areas
with a few exceptions, such as the business district
in the Town of Richfield.

Industrial

Industrial land encompassed about 1,549 acres, or
about 3 percent of all urban land and less than 1
percent of the total County in 2000. Much of the
industrial land in the County is concentrated in
business and industrial parks in cities and villages,
and on the west side of Allenton. Industrial sites
are located outside urban service areas on a limited
basis. Business and industrial parks and other
areas with concentrations of industrial land are
located adjacent to arterial streets and highways to
allow for good trucking and freight access. Table
67 and Map 38 depict business and industrial parks
in the County in 2006.

Transportation, Communication, and Utilities
Land wused for transportation, utilities, and
communications facilities comprised the second
largest urban land use category in 2000. These
uses encompassed about 15,616 acres, or about 32
percent of all urban land and about 6 percent of the
total County. Streets and highways encompassed
about 14,164 acres, or about 5 percent of the
County, and railroad right-of-ways encompassed
about 878 acres, or less than 1 percent of the
County. A description of highway and street
classification and rail service in the County is
provided in Part 2 of this chapter.

"The Town of Richfield incorporated as a Village
in February 2008.



There is one power plant in the County, located in the Village of
Germantown.

Land used for government and institutional uses encompassed
about 1,477 acres, or less than 1 percent of the County area in
2000.

Intensively used recreational land encompassed about 3,067
acres, or about 1 percent of the total County in 2000.

In 2000, land used for communication facilities and
utilities encompassed about 575 acres, or less than 1
percent of the total County. There is one power plant in
the County, located in the Village of Germantown. The
power plant is owned by We Energies and encompassed
75 acres in 2000. The plant used natural gas as its
source of fuel as of 2005.

Governmental and Institutional

Land used for government and institutional uses
encompassed about 1,477 acres, or about 3 percent of all
urban land and less than 1 percent of the County area in
2000. Governmental and institutional lands in the
County generally accommodate the County Courthouse,
Public Agency Center, and the Corrections Building in
the City of West Bend and the Highway Department
garages in the City of West Bend and Village of Slinger;
municipal halls and other municipal facilities; post
offices; public and private schools; libraries; colleges;
hospitals and other special medical centers; and
cemeteries. Information about these community facilities
is presented in Chapter V of this comprehensive plan.

Recreational

Intensively used recreational land encompassed about
3,067 acres, or about 6 percent of all urban land and
about 1 percent of the total County in 2000. Intensive
recreational land only includes parks or portions of parks
that have been developed with facilities such as
playgrounds, major trails, tennis courts, baseball
diamonds, soccer fields, and other playfields. A
complete inventory of park and open space sites in the
County is included in Chapter III.

Nonurban Land Uses

Nonurban land uses consist of agricultural lands; natural
resource areas, including surface waters, wetlands, and
woodlands; extractive sites and landfills; and unused
land. As indicated in Table 66 and on Map 37, nonurban

land uses encompassed about 229,820 acres or about 82 percent of the County in 2000. Figure 8 illustrates a

comparison of these uses.

Agricultural Lands

Agriculture was the predominant land use in the County in 2000. Agricultural lands encompassed 141,755 acres,
or about 62 percent of nonurban land uses and 51 percent of the total County. Much of the existing agricultural
land is outside of the urban service areas in the County, with the Towns of Addison, Farmington, Jackson,

Agriculture was the predominant land use in the County in 2000. Agricultural lands encompassed 141,755 acres, or 51 percent of the total

County.
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Table 67

BUSINESS/INDUSTRIAL PARKS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006°

Area Developed/
Total Site Committed for Remaining Available
Area Business/Industrial Developable Area
Park Name Location® (Acres) Uses (Acres) (Acres)

City of Hartford

Dodge Industrial Park..............c..ccocee.. T10N, R17E Section 12-4 and Section 13-1 and 4; 540.0 507.0 33.0

T10N, R18E Section 7-3 and Section 18-2 and 3
Hartford Industrial Park ........................ T10N, R18E Section 17-2 and 3 and Section 20-1 106.0 106.0 --
and 2

Western Industrial Park........................ T10N, R18E Section 17-3 and Section 18-1 and 4 66.0 66.0 --
City of West Bend

River Road Industrial Park ................... T11N, R19E Section 36-4 57.0 355 21.5

West Bend Corporate Center ............... T11N, R19E Section 26-2 and 3 234.0 113.0 121.0

West Bend Industrial Park — East......... T11N, R20E Section 7-3 67.0 67.0 --

West Bend Industrial Park — South....... T11N, R19E Section 25-1, 2, 3, and 4 204.0 195.5 8.5

Wingate Creek Business Center .......... T11N, R20E Section 27-3 and 4 70.0 36.0 34.0
Village of Germantown

Germantown Business Park TIN, R20E Section 32-3 350.0 233.0 117.0

(Donges Bay Industrial Park) .............
Germantown Industrial Park T9N, R20E Section 20-1 and 4 and Section 21-2 474.0 474.0 --
(Maple Road Industrial Park) ............. and 3

Stonewood Business Park .................. TIN, R20E Section 28-1 18.0 18.0 --
Village of Jackson

Cedar Creek Business Park................. T10N, R19E Section 13-4 and Section 14-1 110.0 110.0 --

Jackson Northwest Business Park ....... T10N, R20E Section 18-1, 2, 3, and 4 290.0 210.0 80.0
Village of Kewaskum

Trading Post Center Business Park...... T12N, R19E Section 15-3 57.0 17.0 40.0
Village of Slinger

Industrial Site #1 T10N, R19E Section 16-3 23.0 -- 23.0

Industrial Site #2 T10N, R19E Section 16-4 49.0 -- 49.0

Industrial Site #3 ........ccoiiiiiiie T10N, R19E Section 6-3 13.0 -- 13.0

Industrial Sites #4 and #7 ... . | T10N, R19E Section 17-4 and Section 20-1 100.0 97.5 2.5

Industrial Sites #5 and #10................... T10N, R19E Section 7-4 and Section 8-3 19.0 -- 19.0

Industrial Site #6 T10N, R19E Section 21-1 27.0 -- 27.0

Industrial Site #8 T10N, R19E Section 18-2 16.0 -- 16.0

Industrial Site #9 ... T10N, R19E Section 7-3 and Section 18-2 34.0 34.0 --
Town of Addison

St. Lawrence Industrial Park................. T11N, R18E Section 34-4 230.0 110.0° 120.0
Town of Polk

Helsan Business Park ............ccccceeu... T10N, R19E Section 36-4 39.0 36.5 2.5
Town of Richfield

Beechwood Industrial Park................... TON, R19E Section 24-1 44.0 44.0 --

Endeavor Industrial Park...................... TON, R19E Section 1-2 133.0 20.0 113.0

Strohwig Industrial Park ....................... T9N, R19E Section 12-2 and 3 150.0 100.0 50.0

Total — 27 Sites -- 3,520.0 2,630.0 890.0

@Business/Industrial Parks in Washington County were identified based on the following characteristics: the presence of a planned publicly-owned internal street
system, single ownership at the time the park was created, having buildable sites, and created by plat or by certified survey map.

The location represents the U.S. Public Land Survey Township, Range, and Section in which the site is located. The last number indicates the quarter section
location. A “1” indicates the northeast quarter, a “2” indicates the northwest quarter, a “3” indicates the southwest quarter, and a “4” indicates the southeast

quarter.

°Includes an existing quarry.

Source: Washington County, Local Governments, and SEWRPC.

Trenton, and Wayne having the most land in agricultural use. Agricultural lands include all croplands, pasture
lands, orchards, nurseries, and nonresidential farm buildings. A more detailed inventory of agricultural land in the
County is included in Chapter III.
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Map 38

BUSINESS AND INDUSTRIAL PARKS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006
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Natural Resource Areas

Natural resource areas consisting of surface water,
wetlands, and woodlands combined to encompass
70,335 acres, or about 31 percent of nonurban land
uses and about 25 percent of the total County in
2000. Natural resource areas are located
throughout the County, in both rural areas and
within established urban service areas. A complete
inventory of natural resource areas is included in
Chapter III.

Extractive Sites and Landfills

Extractive sites’ encompassed about 1,266 acres,
or less than 1 percent of nonurban land uses and
less than 1 percent of the total County in 2000.
There were 20 nonmetallic mining sites in the
County in 2000, which have been inventoried and
mapped in Chapter III. There are no active
landfills in the County.

Natural resource areas combined to encompass 70,335 acres, or
about 25 percent of the total County in 2000.

Open Lands

Open lands encompassed about 16,464 acres, or
about 7 percent of nonurban land and about 6
percent of the total County, in 2000. Open lands
include lands in rural areas that are not being
farmed, and other lands that have not been
developed. Examples of lands in the latter
category include undeveloped portions of park
sites, excess transportation rights-of-way, lots that
have been platted but not yet developed,
subdivision outlots, and undeveloped portions of
commercial and industrial lots.

There were 20 nonmetallic mining sites in the County in 2000.

Existing Land Uses —Town of Germantown

Urban Land Uses

Urban land uses consist of residential, commercial; industrial; governmental and institutional; and transportation,
communication, and utility uses. As indicated in Table 68 and on Map 39, urban land uses encompassed about
207 acres or about 18 percent of the Town of Germantown in 2000. Figure 9 illustrates a comparison of these
uses.

Residential

Residential land comprised the largest urban land use category in the Town of Germantown, encompassing 112
acres, or about 54 percent of all urban land and about 10 percent of the total Town in 2000. All residential uses in
the Town were single-family homes.

Commercial
Commercial land encompassed about 12 acres, or 6 percent of all urban land and 1 percent of the total Town of
Germantown in 2000.

2For purposes of the regional land use inventory, an extractive site is defined as an open pit from which stone,
sand, gravel, or fill is extracted.
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Map 39

EXISTING LAND USES IN THE
TOWN OF GERMANTOWN AND ENVIRONS: 2000
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Table 68

EXISTING LAND USES IN THE TOWN OF GERMANTOWN: 2000

Percent of Subtotal
(Urban or
Land Use Category® Acres Nonurban) Percent of Total
Urban
Residential
Single-Family 111 53.8 9.6
COMMETCIAL ...ttt 12 5.6 1.0
INAUSTRAL. ...t 2 0.8 0.1
Transportation, Communications, and Utilities
Arterial Street Rights-of-Way ..........cccciiiiiii e 20 9.7 1.7
Nonarterial Street Rights-of-Way ... 44 21.0 3.7
Communications, Utilities, and Other Transportation®.................... 5 2.7 0.5
Subtotal 69 334 5.9
Governmental and Institutional®................cccoeveveeeeeeee e 8 4.0 0.7
RECTEALONAI%...........eeeee et eneean, 5 2.3 0.4
Urban Subtotal 207 100.0 17.8
Nonurban
Natural Resource Areas
WOOAIANAS ... e 18 1.9 1.6
WEHIANAS ... e 192 20.0 16.5
SUACE WaLer ... 6 0.6 0.5
Subtotal 216 225 18.5
AGIICUIUIAL ... e 713 74.5 61.2
OPEN LANAS® ...ttt ettt nane 29 3.0 25
Nonurban Subtotal 958 100.0 82.2
Total 1,165 -- 100.0

@Parking included in associated use.
bOther Transportation” includes bus depots, truck terminals, and transportation facilities not classified as street or railroad rights-of-way.

°Includes public and private schools, government offices, police and fire stations, libraries, cemeteries, religious institutions, hospitals, nursing
homes, and similar facilities.

UIncludes only that land which is intensively used for recreational purposes.

°Open lands includes lands in rural areas that are not being farmed, and other lands that have not been developed including residual lands or
outlots attendant to existing urban development that are not expected to be developed.

Source: SEWRPC 2000 land use inventory.

Industrial
Industrial land encompassed about 2 acres, or less than 1 percent of all urban land and less than 1 percent of the
total Town of Germantown in 2000.

Transportation, Communication, and Utilities

Land used for transportation, utilities, and communications facilities comprised the second largest urban land use
category in the Town in 2000. These uses encompassed about 69 acres, or about 33 percent of all urban land and
about 6 percent of the total Town of Germantown. Most of the land in this category (64 of 69 acres), were located
in street rights-of-ways. A description of street classifications is provided in Part 2 of this chapter. The other five
acres in this category were devoted to communication facilities and utilities.

Governmental and Institutional
Land used for government and institutional uses encompassed about eight acres, or about 1 percent of all urban
land and less than 1 percent of the Town of Germantown in 2000.
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Figure 9

EXISTING LAND USES IN THE TOWN OF GERMANTOWN: 2000
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1
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Source: SEWRPC 2000 land use inventory.

Recreational

Intensively used recreational land encompassed about five acres, or about 2 percent of all urban land and less than
1 percent of the total Town of Germantown in 2000. Intensive recreational land only includes parks or portions of
parks that have been developed with facilities such as playgrounds, major trails, tennis courts, baseball diamonds,
soccer fields, and other playfields. There is one local park site in the Town of Germantown, which is associated
with Rockfield Elementary School.

Nonurban Land Uses

Nonurban land uses consist of agricultural lands; natural resource areas, including surface waters, wetlands, and
woodlands; extractive sites; and unused land. As indicated in Table 68 and on Map 39, nonurban land uses
encompassed about 958 acres, or about 82 percent of the Town of Germantown in 2000. Figure 9 illustrates a
comparison of these uses.

Agricultural Lands

Agriculture was the predominate land use in the Town of Germantown in 2000. Agricultural lands encompassed
713 acres, or about 75 percent of nonurban land uses and 61 percent of the total Town. Agricultural lands include
all croplands, pasture lands, and nonresidential farm buildings. A more detailed inventory of agricultural land in
the Town is included in Chapter III.
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Natural Resource Areas

Natural resource areas consisting of surface water, wetlands, and woodlands combined to encompass 216 acres, or
about 23 percent of nonurban land uses and about 19 percent of the total Town of Germantown in 2000. A
complete inventory of natural resource areas is included in Chapter II1.

Extractive Sites and Landfills
There are no extractive sites or landfills in the Town.

Open Lands

Open lands encompassed about 29 acres, or about 3 percent of nonurban land and about 3 percent of the total
Town of Germantown, in 2000. Open lands include lands in rural areas that are not being farmed, and vacant
lands, such as subdivision outlots that have not been developed.

Recent Development (2000 to 2006)

The Washington County comprehensive plan and comprehensive plans for each participating local government
must look ahead at least 20 years to ensure adequate supplies of land for urban and nonurban land uses. To
ensure that future planning reflects land use development that has occurred to date, the 2000 land use inventory
was supplemented by identifying major development projects that occurred between 2000 and 2006, based on the
2005 aerial photographs produced by SEWRPC, field checks, and consultation with local and county officials and
staff.

Recent Residential Development

Map 40 shows the locations of residential development activity in the County between 2000 and 2006. The map
shows areas that have been developed or subdivided for residential development, including subdivision plats that
were recorded with the Washington County Register of Deeds from 2000 through 2006. The location of recent
multi-family developments and development of three or more lots created by certified survey map are also shown.
Table 69 lists residential subdivisions recorded from 2000 through 2006.

Other Recent Development
Between 2000 and 2006 there were several major non-residential development projects that occurred within
Washington County, including the following projects:

e Village of Germantown

— Friedenfeld Community Park, located north of STH 167 on Country Aire Drive

— The addition of 55 mobile homes at the Brookside Meadows mobile home park

— A new industrial park located near STH 167 and Country Aire Drive

— A new commercial development east of STH 145 on Donges Bay Road
e Village of Jackson

— The Living Word Lutheran High School, located on Living Word Lane north of STH 60
e Village of Slinger

— New manufacturing and industrial developments at the intersection of STH 60 and USH 41
e Town of Addison

— The Addison Elementary School, located in the southeast portion of the Town
e Town of Erin

— The Erin Hills Golf Course, located in the western portion of the Town
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St. Joseph’s Hospital is located in the Town of Polk.

e Town of Polk

— St. Joseph’s Hospital, located just west of USH 45 on Pleasant Valley Road
e Town of Richfield

— Cabela’s retail store, located south of STH 145 between USH 41 and USH 45

— The Endeavor Industrial Park, located in the northeast corner of the Town

— St. Gabriel’s Church, located on STH 164
e Town of Trenton

— A new industrial storage facility, located in the southwest corner of the Town
e C(City of West Bend

— Several new retail businesses along Paradise Drive east of USH 45

— New industrial park near the West Bend airport

— New County Highway Department building

Former Landfills and Contaminated Sites

Former Landyfills

There are no active landfills in Washington County. As of 2006, the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
(DNR) had identified 75 former landfills in Washington County in the State registry of waste disposal sites.
Former landfill sites are shown on Table 70 and Map 41, and encompassed about 464 acres. The DNR uses a
number of sources to identify former landfills, including State databases of registered landfills and demolition
disposal permits. The DNR registry of waste disposal sites includes active, inactive, and abandoned sites where
solid or hazardous wastes were known or likely to have been disposed. The inclusion of a site does not mean that
environmental contamination has occurred, is occurring, or will occur in the future, but is intended to serve as a
general informational source for the public and County and local officials regarding the location of waste disposal
sites. The following paragraph provides information about sites that have been identified as contaminated sites by
the DNR.

Contaminated Sites

The DNR Bureau for Remediation and Redevelopment identifies and monitors contaminated sites. Contaminated
sites include leaking underground storage tank (LUST) sites and environmental repair (ERP) sites. A LUST site
has soil and/or groundwater contaminated with petroleum, which includes toxic and cancer causing substances.
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Map 40

RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2000 - 2006
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RESIDENTIAL SUBDIVISIONS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2000-2006

Table 69

Number on Location Number Size
Map 40 Name of Subdivision (Local Government) of Lots (Gross Acres) Density®
Single-Family Residential

1 Hillside Estates Town of Addison 11 19.7 0.56
2 Woodview Estates Phase II° Town of Addison 26 65.7 0.46
3 Evergreen Canyon Town of Barton 25 161.2 0.16
4 Glacier Estates Town of Barton 12 31.2 0.38
5 Mount Pleasant Heights Town of Barton 7 29.0 0.24
6 Newark Shore Estates Town of Barton 6 21.8 0.28
7 Replat of Outlot 1 of

Kettle Moraine Country Homes Town of Barton 1 41 0.24
8 The Ridge Town of Barton 11 45.8 0.24
9 Emerald Hills Estates Town of Erin 28 198.8 0.14
10 Erin Green®® Town of Erin 18 113.8 0.16
11 Krystal Heights Town of Farmington 24 48.5 0.49
12 Overlook Estates Town of Farmington 17 21.0 0.81
13 Reigle View Estates Town of Hartford 16 10.0 1.60
14 Appellation Ridge Town of Jackson 64 79.0 0.81
15 Crosswind Farms Town of Jackson 26 54.2 0.48
16 Prairie Meadow Estates Town of Jackson 12 79.8 0.15
17 Prairie Meadow Estates I Town of Jackson 3 8.0 0.38
18 Sherman Park Town of Jackson 59 59.5 0.99
19 Stoney Creek Town of Jackson 28 140.0 0.20
20 Strawberry Glen Town of Jackson 45 76.1 0.59
21 Tessla Run Town of Jackson 10 14.0 0.71
22 Twin Creeks Town of Jackson 24 35.2 0.68
23 Twin Creeks 2 Town of Jackson 20 17.3 1.16
24 Twin Creeks 3 Town of Jackson 34 30.4 1.12
25 Twin Creeks 4 Town of Jackson 9 10.5 0.86
26 Twin Creeks 5 Town of Jackson 31 30.5 1.02
27 Valleywood Town of Jackson 29 24.6 1.18
28 Weinand’s Hidden Creek Town of Jackson 22 21.3 1.03
29 Moraine Estates Town of Kewaskum 9 60.6 0.15
30 Neuburg Farms Town of Polk 21 110.4 0.19
31 Cedar Trail Town of Richfield® 6 18.8 0.32
32 Cosgrove Acres Town of Richfield 1 18.4 0.05
33 Dakotah Fields Town of Richfield 37 112.5 0.33
34 Eagles Ridge Town of Richfield 18 55.8 0.32
35 Fox Hollow Town of Richfield 20 102.0 0.20
36 Hawk’s View Town of Richfield 34 105.4 0.32
37 Hawthorn Preserve Town of Richfield 8 30.1 0.27
38 Hidden Glen Town of Richfield 5 17.5 0.29
39 McKenna Kames Town of Richfield 15 51.4 0.29
40 McKenna Kames Addition 1 Town of Richfield 28 83.6 0.33
41 Pleasant View Ridge Town of Richfield 24 72.9 0.33
42 Prairie Hollow Town of Richfield 26 78.3 0.33
43 Scenic Grove Town of Richfield 10 34.5 0.29
44 Scenic Ridge Town of Richfield 18 57.3 0.31
45 St. Augustine Ridge Town of Richfield 11 36.5 0.30
46 Steeple View Estates Town of Richfield 36 118.2 0.30
47 Stonegate North Town of Richfield 6 15.9 0.38
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Table 69 (continued)

Number on Location Number Size
Map 40 Name of Subdivision (Local Government) of Lots (Gross Acres) Density®
Single-Family Residential (continued)
48 The Preserve at Highland Ridge Town of Richfield 20 73.4 0.27
49 Whitetail Hideaway Town of Richfield 35 122.4 0.29
50 Whispering Ridge Town of Richfield 13 45.2 0.29
51 Winchester Fields Town of Richfield 27 83.8 0.32
52 Winchester Fields Phase Il Town of Richfield 20 66.9 0.30
53 Winchester Fields Phase Ill Town of Richfield 17 51.1 0.33
54 Winchester Fields Phase IV Town of Richfield 32 89.4 0.36
55 Windemere Town of Richfield 42 177.4 0.24
56 Wolf Run Addition 1 Town of Richfield 6 20.0 0.30
57 Wolf Run Preserve East Addition Town of Richfield 7 21.6 0.32
58 Woodridge East Town of Richfield 16 98.4 0.16
59 Woodridge West Town of Richfield 12 38.4 0.31
60 Oakridge Estates Town of Trenton 13 13.9 0.94
61 Hardegen Meadows Town of Trenton 12 15.1 0.79
62 Trentonview Estates Town of Trenton 15 24.7 0.61
63 Chapel Highlands Town of Wayne 23 69.9 0.33
64 Essence of Time Town of Wayne 25 125.2 0.20
65 Lookout Estates Town of Wayne 13 69.3 0.19
66 Wayne Ridge Estates Town of Wayne 16 80.3 0.20
67 Whitetail Meadows 1 Town of Wayne 28 141.2 0.20
68 Whitetail Meadows 2 Town of Wayne 6 31.4 0.19
69 Basler Heights Addition 1 Town of West Bend 27 64.8 0.42
70 Cedar Lake Estates Town of West Bend 38 136.3 0.28
71 Cedar Pointe Town of West Bend 16 58.2 0.27
72 Eagle Ridge Estates® Town of West Bend 15 60.9 0.25
73 Old Hickory Place Town of West Bend 24 52.4 0.46
74 Sunset Heights Town of West Bend 13 75.3 0.17
75 Thunderbird Heights Town of West Bend 4 14.8 0.27
76 Woodcrest Ridge Estates Town of West Bend 28 114.2 0.25
77 Bavarian Woods Village of Germantown 23 31.2 0.74
78 Berrywood Village of Germantown 20 135 1.48
79 Country Belle Manor Village of Germantown 16 28.3 0.57
80 Heritage Park Village of Germantown 6 33.4 0.18
81 Hillside View Village of Germantown 8 6.6 1.21
82 Isabella Farms Village of Germantown 21 1071 0.20
83 Meadow Creek Crossing Village of Germantown 110 105.0 1.05
84 Pebblebrook Estates Village of Germantown 17 19.8 0.86
85 Prairie Glen Village of Germantown 31 40.1 0.77
86 Prairie Glen Il Village of Germantown 17 14.4 1.18
87 Sunberry Woods Village of Germantown 58 37.8 1.53
88 The Preserve lll Village of Germantown 35 28.2 1.24
89 The Woodlands Village of Germantown 29 20.7 1.40
90 Tree Tops Village of Germantown 51 43.2 1.18
91 Tree Tops Addition 1 Village of Germantown 51 31.8 1.60
92 Tree Tops Addition 2 Village of Germantown 28 21.7 1.29
93 Tree Tops Addition 3 Village of Germantown 55 50.3 1.09
94 Woodland Ponds Village of Germantown 18 35.2 0.51
95 Cranberry Creek Village of Jackson 67 25.6 2.62
96 Dallmann Village Village of Jackson 36 19.4 1.86
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Table 69 (continued)

Number on Location Number Size
Map 40 Name of Subdivision (Local Government) of Lots (Gross Acres) Density®
Single-Family Residential (continued)
97 Highland Creek Farms 3 Village of Jackson 27 8.6 3.14
98 Highland Creek Farms 4 Village of Jackson 139 51.1 2.72
99 Rivers Bluff Addition 3 Village of Jackson 36 12.7 2.83
100 Homestead Hollow Village of Kewaskum 23 12.4 1.85
101 Kettle Kountry Estates Village of Kewaskum 71 72.2 0.98
102 Nature Haven Estates Village of Kewaskum 70 94.4 0.74
103 Old Glory Heights Village of Kewaskum 94 37.5 2.51
104 The Kewaskum Potawatomi Prairie Village of Kewaskum 76 77.6 0.98
105 Whispering Willow Creek Village of Kewaskum 3 3.2 0.94
106 Woodland Creek Village of Kewaskum 22 23.0 0.96
107 Woodland Creek Addition 1 Village of Kewaskum 36 243 1.48
108 Stone Haven Village of Newburg 29 20.0 1.45
109 Cedar Bluff Phase 1 Village of Slinger 39 47.0 0.83
110 Cedar Bluffs Phase 2 Village of Slinger 37 20.6 1.80
111 Farmstead Creek Village of Slinger 140 134.7 1.04
112 Hickory Heights 1 Village of Slinger 21 42.7 0.49
113 Schleisinger Valley Village of Slinger 45 25.7 1.75
114 Sherman Heights Village of Slinger 67 82.8 0.81
115 Stork Landing North Village of Slinger 10 15.5 0.65
116 Stork Landing South Village of Slinger 5 7.8 0.64
117 The Alps Preserve Village of Slinger 9 11.7 0.77
118 The Alps North Addition Village of Slinger 30 59.9 0.50
119 The Alps South Addition Village of Slinger 16 11.9 1.34
120 Whispering Pines East Village of Slinger 7 134 0.52
121 Whispering Pines West Village of Slinger 69 110.5 0.62
122 Autumn Ridge Estates City of Hartford 32 48.9 0.65
123 Black’s Subdivision City of Hartford 41 19.9 2.06
124 Borlen Farms City of Hartford 201 100.2 2.01
125 Gateway Estates City of Hartford 49 34.8 1.41
126 Kissel Ridge City of Hartford 55 33.8 1.63
127 Kissel Ridge Addition 1 City of Hartford 10 5.2 1.92
128 North View Highlands City of Hartford 60 33.4 1.80
129 Partridge Hollow Phase 1 City of Hartford 28 11.0 2.55
130 Partridge Hollow Phase 2 City of Hartford 31 9.5 3.26
131 Partridge Hollow Phase 3 City of Hartford 26 8.0 3.25
132 Red Oak Country Estates City of Hartford 46 44.3 1.04
133 Red Oak Country Estates Addition 1 City of Hartford 12 21.3 0.56
134 Rettler Farm Estates City of Hartford 152 57.1 2.66
135 Schwendimann Hills City of Hartford 36 35.2 1.02
136 Settlement Ridge Phase 2° City of Hartford 31 8.8 3.52
137 Settlement Ridge Phase 3 City of Hartford 39 9.0 4.33
138 Settlement Ridge Phase 4 City of Hartford 9 3.1 2.90
139 Simon’s Ridge City of Hartford 6 1.7 3.53
140 Skywalk Park City of Hartford 39 29.3 1.33
141 Snyder Heights City of Hartford 7 29 2.41
142 Spaeth Farms City of Hartford 42 16.6 2.53
143 Summer Wind City of Hartford 105 128.0 0.82
144 Western Hills City of Hartford 27 12.6 2.14
145 Western Hills Central City of Hartford 75 29.6 2.53
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Table 69 (continued)

Number on Location Number Size
Map 40 Name of Subdivision (Local Government) of Lots (Gross Acres) Density®
Single-Family Residential (continued)
146 Western Hills West Phases | and Il City of Hartford 99 46.0 2.15
147 Western Hills West Phase lll City of Hartford 46 20.9 2.20
148 Windsong Crossing City of Hartford 34 17.6 1.93
149 Creekside City of West Bend 15 7.9 1.90
150 Creekside Addition 1 City of West Bend 57 31.5 1.81
151 Forest Highlands Addition 2 City of West Bend 9 3.6 2.50
152 Franklin Heights City of West Bend 12 25.0 0.48
153 Glen lvy City of West Bend 56 55.7 1.01
154 Meadowlark City of West Bend 19 19.1 0.99
155 Muth Woods Addition City of West Bend 55 20.2 2.72
156 Pamme Court City of West Bend 13 12.6 1.03
157 Pine Creek Addition 3 City of West Bend 31 134 2.31
158 Pine Creek Addition 4 City of West Bend 43 16.1 2.67
159 Prairie Meadow City of West Bend 139 76.9 1.81
160 Replat of Vogt Estates City of West Bend 6 3.6 1.67
161 Salisbury Estates City of West Bend 14 7.8 1.79
162 Tuckaway City of West Bend 54 251 2.15
163 Tuckaway Addition 1 City of West Bend 10 2.6 3.85
164 West Bend Highlands Addition 1 City of West Bend 12 8.2 1.46
165 West Bend Highlands Addition 2 City of West Bend 16 13.2 1.21
166 Westminster Park City of West Bend 30 18.0 1.67
167 Westminster Place City of West Bend 66 39.4 1.68
168 Willow View Estates City of West Bend 18 7.4 2.43
169 Willow View Estates Addition 1 City of West Bend 23 8.6 2.67
170 Willow View Estates Addition 2 City of West Bend 25 8.4 2.98
-- Subtotal — 170 Subdivisions -- 5,392 7,614.5 0.71
Multi-Family Residential
171 Dekora Woods Town of Addison® 3 10.6 0.28
172 Sherman Creek Village of Jackson 6 24.6 0.24
173 Bridlewood City of Hartford 3 29.8 0.10
174 Hartford Square City of Hartford 6 49.9 0.12
175 Sunnyslope City of Hartford 10 39.3 0.25
176 Glacier Run City of West Bend 5 26.1 0.19
177 Paradise Woods City of West Bend 9 45.7 0.20
178 RiverShores City of West Bend 8 23.5 0.34
-- Subtotal — Eight Subdivisions -- 50 249.5 -
-- Total — 178 Subdivisions -- 5,443 7,864.0 -

Note: Includes subdivisions recorded by plat between 2000 and 2006 unless noted (see footnote “b”).
@Homes per gross acre.
®Platted prior to 2000 but developed between 2000 and 2006.

°The plat for Emerald Green was approved and recorded in 1999. The plat was then resubdivided using separate certified survey maps. The
area originally platted contains eight lots.

“The Town of Richfield incorporated as a Village in February 2008.

°Located in the Allenton area of the Town, which has public sewer and water services.
fInformation on the overall density in multi-family residential subdivisions is not available.
Source: Washington County and SEWRPC.
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Table 70

FORMER LANDFILLS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006

Number on Location Size
Map 41 Name (Local Government) (acres)

1 Acme Disposal-Waste Mgmt. #307 Town of Polk 10.0
2 Albert Luff Property Town of Barton 0.6
3 Albert Luff Property Town of Barton 0.7
4 Alden J. Belongia Town of Barton 0.3
5 Alden J. Belongia Town of Barton 0.3
6 Bales Dump Town of Jackson 0.8
7 Baumgartner Dump Town of Richfield 0.3
8 Chris Beimel Landfill Town of Richfield 21
9 City of Hartford Landfill City of Hartford 19.6
10 City of West Bend City of West Bend 1.7
11 City of West Bend Incinerator City of West Bend 10.7
12 City of West Bend Riverside PA City of West Bend 14.5
13 City of West Bend Riverside PA City of West Bend 3.2
14 Clarks Tree Service (Wood) Town of West Bend 0.4
15 David Bohn Landfill City of West Bend 0.1
16 DNR Deer Pit Town of Addison 0.1
17 Earl Indermuehle Village of Slinger 0.5
18 Edward Martinson Property Town of West Bend 1.0
19 Ferdinand Andes Landfill Town of Polk 0.2
20 Freeman Chem (Holzman Property) Town of Wayne 234
21 Freeman Chem (Martin Property) Town of Wayne 3.1
22 Friedens Church Landfill Town of Jackson 1.4
23 Gehl Company Pit City of West Bend 0.6
24 George Strobel Farm Town of Hartford 3.0
25 Glen Peters Landfill City of West Bend 24
26 Jeff Schneiss Property Town of Trenton 0.2
27 Joseph Mrazek Property City of West Bend 0.8
28 Lannon Stone Products Quarry/Jackson Cement Concrete Co. Town of Jackson 0.2
29 Lazy Days Campground Town of Farmington 1.2
30 Lazy Days Campground Inc. Town of Farmington 1.0
31 Len Dricken Property Town of Barton 0.2
32 Leo Guelig Landfill Town of Hartford 1.6
33 Leroy Schmidt (Merqt Pit) Village of Germantown 3.7
34 Leroy Schmidt Dump Town of Polk 8.9
35 Licitar Excavating Landfill Town of Richfield 0.8
36 Maurice Gahlman Jr. City of Hartford 2.4
37 McGraw Edison Company (Permaline) Town of Trenton 1.0
38 Merget Sand & Gravel Landfill Village of Germantown 0.4
39 Merget Sand & Gravel Landfill Village of Germantown 29
40 Miller Brewery - Kratz Property Town of Polk 0.6
41 Omega Hills North Landfill/Waste Mgmt of Wi Village of Germantown 171.4
42 Otten Property Landfill City of West Bend 1.3
43 Otten Property Landfill City of West Bend 5.0
44 Peter Pirsch &Sons (Groth) City of West Bend 3.0
45 Pike Lake State Park Town of Hartford 0.7
46 Regner Park City of West Bend 45.8
47 Richard Brandt Property Village of Germantown 3.1
48 Richard Sander Property City of West Bend 29
49 Rockfield Quarry Village of Germantown 41
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Table 70 (continued)

Number on Location Size
Map 41 Name (Local Government) (acres)
50 Roland Koester Landfill Town of Polk 0.6
51 Slinger Foundry (Fillman Property) Village of Slinger 16.8
52 Slinger Foundry Landfill Village of Slinger 6.2
53 Spaeth Property City of West Bend 0.2
54 Town of Addison Landfill Town of Addison 2.6
55 Town of Erin Dump/Earl Matter Gravel Pit Town of Erin 4.4
56 Town of Farmington Landfill Town of Farmington 4.8
57 Town of Jackson Landfill Town of Jackson 0.3
58 Town of Kewaskum Landfill Town of Kewaskum 4.5
59 Town of Polk (Lewis Prop.) #951 Town of Polk 1.0
60 Town of Richfield Landfill Town of Richfield 2.7
61 Town of Trenton Town of Trenton 1.3
62 Town of Trenton Town of Trenton 3.7
63 Town of Wayne Town of Wayne 11
64 Town of Wayne Town of Wayne 2.5
65 Town of West Bend Town of West Bend 3.8
66 Village of Kewaskum Landfill Village of Kewaskum 0.3
67 W.H. Voigt Property Village of Newburg 2.3
68 Walter Ise Property City of Hartford 2.3
69 Walterlin Construction Company Village of Germantown 2.4
70 Walters Carpeting Store Town of Barton 0.4
7 Washington County Hwy Dept. Landfill Village of Slinger 0.7
72 West Bend Sand & Gravel Company Town of Barton 0.2
73 West Bend Sanitary Landfill City of West Bend 27.6
74 Wisconsin DNR Town of Jackson 0.6
75 Wisconsin DNR Town of Jackson 6.8
-- Total — 75 sites -- 463.7

Note: The Town of Richfield incorporated as a Village in February 2008.

Source: Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources and SEWRPC.

However, given time, petroleum contamination naturally breaks down in the environment (biodegradation). Some
LUST sites may emit potentially explosive vapors. An ERP site is a site, other than a LUST, that has
contaminated soil and/or groundwater. Examples include industrial spills (or dumping) that require long-term
investigation, buried containers of hazardous substances, and closed landfills that have caused contamination.
ERP sites also include areas with petroleum contamination from above-ground (but not from underground)
storage tanks. The DNR had identified 110 contaminated sites in 2006 that were being monitored. Sites in
Washington County are shown on Table 71 and Map 42.

PART 2: TRANSPORTATION FACILITIES AND SERVICES

This section presents inventories of the existing transportation system in Washington County. Much of the
inventory information included in this section is drawn from the regional transportation system plan, which was
being updated to a design year of 2035 at the time this chapter was prepared. The 2035 regional transportation
plan, and the preceding plan for the year 2020, includes four elements: public transportation, systems
management, bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and arterial streets and highways. Inventory information relating to
each of these elements is presented in this section. Information on rail, harbors, and airport services is also
provided.

158



Map 41
FORMER LANDFILL SITES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY
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CONTAMINATED SITES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006

Table 71

Number on Activity
Map 42 Name Location Type®
City of Hartford"
1 City of Hartford Wilson Drive & E Monroe Avenue ERP
2 Petro Mart 1502 E Sumner Street LUST
City of West Bend®
3 Deli-Food Express 1700 E Washington Street - STH 33 LUST
4 Good Parts Inc 2020 Stratford Road ERP
5 Lisa Uelman Residence 1427 N. 10th Avenue LUST
6 Progress Mfg Inc 110 E Progress Drive ERP
7 Robot Car Wash 1975 N Main Street LUST
8 Schepp Property 423 Commerce Street ERP
9 Tripar Oil Co 1613 Washington Avenue LUST
10 West Bend Co lllinois Tool Works 400 Washington Street ERP
11 City of West Bend Lf #224 Schuster Road ERP
12 Oconnor Quickmart 2 1229 S Main Street LUST
Village of Germantown
13 CMC Heartland Partners 16257 W Main Street ERP
14 Dhein Farmstead N124 W18109 Lovers Lane LUST
15 Germantown Auto Sales W161 N11788 Fond Du Lac Avenue LUST
16 Goldendale School W205 N11855 Deppert Road LUST
17 Hyponex Corp W124 N9899 Wasaukee Road ERP
18 Jacobus Oil Co N116 W16211 Main Street ERP
19 Leroy Schmidt Hole #2 STH 175 & Amy Belle Road ERP
20 Lietzau Property N96 W18950 County Line Road LUST
21 M1-T Car Wash W157 N11448 Pilgrim Road ERP
22 Merget Sand & Gravel/Meeker Hill STH 175 ERP
23 Metal Spinners W194 N11400 McCormick Drive ERP
24 Mobil Oil Corp N96 W17500 County Line Road LUST
25 Rapid Mart Inc N96 W20962 County Line Road LUST
26 Veolia ES Solid Waste Medwest Inc N104 W13075 Donges Bay Road LUST
27 W M W | - Omega Hills LF N96 W12730 County Line Road ERP
28 West Bend Savings Bank N112 W17171 Mequon Road LUST
Village of Jackson
29 Cranberry Creek N168 W20701 Main Street LUST
30 Royster-Clark/IMC - Jackson W208 N16710 S. Center Street ERP
31 Snak Shak N168 W20379 Main Street LUST
Village of Kewaskum
32 Henry Timblin Trucking Co 1818 Fond Du Lac Avenue LUST
33 Herriges Oil Bulk PIt - South 215 Railroad Street ERP
34 Kewaskum Living Waters Church 100 Clinton Avenue LUST
35 Village of Kewaskum Reigle Drive ERP
36 Shefond Mobil Mart 1149 Fond Du Lac Avenue LUST
37 Strobel Oil & Propane Gas Inc 134 Clinton Street ERP
Village of Newburg
38 Salisbury Street (Historic Spill) 502 Salisbury Street ERP
39 Franklin — Basement (Historic Spill) 503 Salisbury Street ERP
40 Wisconsin Electric Power Company 443 Main Street ERP
41 E & L Transport company LLC Spill 512 Franklin Street ERP
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Table 71 (continued)

Number on Activity
Map 42 Name Location Type?

Village of Slinger

42 Blaines Auto & Truck Parts 300 Stork Street ERP

43 Dicks Ambulance Service Inc 411 Kettle Moraine Drive LUST

44 Dons Uni-Mart 104 Kettle Moraine Drive ERP/LUST

45 Kaul Gas Station (Former) 305 E Washington Street LUST

46 Slinger Foundry-Fillman Prop James Avenue ERP

47 Wolf, E H & Sons 415 Kettle Moraine Drive South ERP
Town of Addison

48 Allcast 217 Weis Street ERP

49 Highview Farms 6561 STH 175 LUST

50 WISDOT Right-of-Way 536 Main Street (STH 33) LUST

51 WISDOT Right-of-Way 353 Main Street (STH 33) LUST
Town of Barton

52 F & | Equipment 7259 Sleepy Hollow Drive LUST

53 Weasler Engineering Inc 7801 HWY 45 N ERP
Town of Erin

54 Fowler Residence 1044 St Augustine Road LUST

55 Kenealy’s Erin Inn 1301 CTHK LUST
Town of Farmington

56 Dennis Skiba Estate Property 205 CTHH LUST

57 Dickman Property 1308 Scenic Drive LUST
Town of Hartford

58 Sjurson Site 1680' West of STH 83 & 670" South ERP

59 WI Southern RR-at E H Wolf Site Intersection with Hartford Road ERP
Town of Jackson

60 Town of Jackson CTHG ERP

61 Town Of Jackson Garage 3685 Division Road LUST
Town of Kewaskum

62 Hydraulic Gear Inc (Former) STH 45/Indian Lore Road ERP
Town of Polk

63 Manthey Residence 3848 Lovers Lane LUST

64 Stuckeys (Former) 3135 Scenic Drive LUST
Town of Richfield

65 Craden Mfg Inc 1961 STH 175 LUST

66 Johnson Equipment 1704 STH 175 LUST

67 Laubenheimers Garage 1860 STH 175 LUST

68 Maschman Property 499 Colgate Road LUST

69 Richfield Service 2903 STH 167 West LUST

70 Richfield Truck Stop 2900 STH 167 West LUST

71 Village Smithy 3356 CTH Q (County Line Road) LUST
Town of Trenton

72 Jim Esselman Farm 1105 Wallace Lake Road LUST
Town of West Bend

73 Tri Par QOil Inc 5105 CTH P South LUST

74 Town of West Bend CTH NN ERP
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Table 71 (continued)

Number on
Map 42 Activity
(Inset A) Name Location Type®
City of Hartford City Center
75 Auto Sales & Service Former 31 W Sumner Street LUST
76 Brenner Tank Inc Hartford Div 709 W Wisconsin Street ERP
77 First National Bank of Hartford 116 W Sumner Street LUST
78 Hartford Automotive Parts Co 43 N Johnson Street LUST
79 City of Hartford (Former) 23 S Main Street ERP
80 Hartford Heritage Museum 147 N Rural Street LUST
81 Hartford Senior Housing Park Avenue, Lot 2 ERP
82 Jerrys Dry Cleaning (Former) 28 S Main Street ERP
83 Park Ave Extension Park Avenue ERP
84 Steel Craft Corp 105 Steel Craft Drive ERP/LUST
85 The Pitstop (D&D Pitstop) 204 W Sumner LUST
86 United Coop 7280 STH 60 W Site A LUST
87 W B Place 368 W. Sumner Street ERP
Number on
Map 42 Activity
(Inset B) Name Location Type®
City of West Bend City Center
88 Clothes Clinic Dry Cleaning & More 712 W Washington Street ERP
89 Cooleys Inc 117 Wisconsin Street LUST
90 Decorah Shopping Center Annex 1011-1025 S Main Street ERP
91 Field's Furniture (Former) 150 Veteran's Avenue ERP
92 Flock Graphics 111 E Decorah Road LUST
93 Former Standard QOil/Gehl Parking Lot 124 Wisconsin Street LUST
94 Gehl Co 143 Water Street ERP
95 Gehl Co (Parking Lot) 100 Feet North of Wisconsin Street & Water Street ERP
96 Gehl Co (Parking Lot) 100 Feet North of Wisconsin Street & Water Street ERP
97 Gundrum Bros. Farm Supply Inc - West Bend | 210 Wisconsin Street ERP
98 Hawthorn and Main Streets. Hawthorn And Main Streets ERP
99 Murphy Oil USA Inc 500 S Main Street LUST
100 Oconnor Oil Bulk PIt 108 W Decorah Road LUST
101 Pick Heaters Inc 730 S Indiana Avenue ERP
102 Schleif Service Inc 884 S Main Street LUST
103 TRP Fabex DBA Fabes Brake Products 133 Oak Street ERP
104 West Bend School Garage/Maintenance 1065 S Indiana Avenue LUST
105 West Bend Theatre 125 N Main Street LUST
106 West Bend TIF District Parcel #5 134 Wisconsin Street LUST
107 West Bend TIF Parcel #1 75A,B,C, 85, 95, Washington Street LUST
108 West Bend TIF Parcel #2 105 Washington Street LUST
109 West Bend TIF Parcel #8 107 W Water Street ERP
110 West Bend TIF Parcels 3, 4,6, 7, and 9 Wisconsin Street Between Washington and Water Streets ERP

®Includes Environmental Repair (ERP) sites and Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) sites.

Contaminated sites located in the City of Hartford’s city center are continued at number 75 of this table.

°Contaminated sites located in the City of West Bend’s city center are continued at number 88 of this table.

“The Town of Richfield incorporated as a Village in February 2008.

Source: Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources and SEWRPC.
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Map 42

CONTAMINATED SITES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY:

2006
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Map 42A
CONTAMINATED SITES IN THE CITY OF HARTFORD CITY CENTER: 2006
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Map 42B
CONTAMINATED SITES IN THE CITY OF WEST BEND CITY CENTER: 2006
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Streets and Highways

The street and highway system serves several important functions, including the movement of through vehicular
traffic; providing vehicular access to abutting land uses; providing for pedestrian and bicycle circulation, and
serving as the location for utilities and stormwater drainage facilities. Two of these functions—traffic movement
and land access—are basically incompatible. As a result, street and highway system design is based on a
functional grouping or classification of streets and highways, based on the primary function served. The three
functional classifications of streets and highways are: arterial streets, collector streets, and land access streets. In
2005, there were approximately 1,535 miles of streets and highways in Washington County.>

Arterial Streets

The arterial street and highway system is

intended to provide a high degree of travel

mobility, serving the through movement of traffic

between and through urban areas. The regional

transportation system plan® identifies the

location, number of lanes, and the level of

government recommended to have jurisdiction

over each arterial street and highway.

Recommendations for the location and number of

lanes of arterial streets and highways are

determined in part by travel simulation models,

which are used to determine the existing and

potential travel demand on proposed trans- The arterial street and highway system is intended to provide a high
. degree of travel mobility, serving the through movement of traffic

portation networks, based on the development between and through urban areas.

pattern recommended by the regional land use

plan. The planned arterial street and highway

system in Washington County was refined

through the preparation of the Jurisdictional Highway System Plan in 2007 and 2008. The Transportation

Element (Chapter XI) provides maps and information regarding the planned arterial system.

In addition to their functional classification, arterial streets and highways are also classified by the unit of
government that has responsibility, or jurisdiction, over the facility. The Wisconsin Department of Transportation
(WisDOT) has jurisdiction over the State trunk highway system, Washington County has jurisdiction over the
County trunk highway system, and each local government has jurisdiction over local arterial streets within the
local government. Arterial streets and highways in Washington County in 2005, categorized by jurisdiction, are
shown on Map 43. Arterial streets and highways accounted for approximately 425 miles of the total street and
highway system in 2005.

The State trunk highway system, which includes Interstate Highways, U.S.-numbered highways (USH), and State
highways, generally carry the highest traffic volumes, provide the highest traffic speeds, have the highest degree
of access control, and serve land uses of statewide or regional significance. State trunk highways (STH) serve the
longest trips, principally carrying traffic traveling through Washington County and between Washington County
and other counties. County trunk highways (CTH) should form an integrated system together with the State trunk
highways and principally serve traffic between communities in the County and land uses of countywide
importance. Local arterial streets and highways would serve the shortest trips, serve locally-oriented land uses,
carry the lightest traffic volumes on the arterial system, provide lower traffic speeds, have the least access control,
and principally serve traffic within a local government.

3Total street and highway mileage does not include private streets or roadways in public parks and on
institutional lands.

*The most recent regional transportation system plan is documented in SEWRPC Planning Report No. 49, A
Regional Transportation System Plan for Southeastern Wisconsin: 2035, June 2006.
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Map 43
ARTERIAL STREETS AND HIGHWAYS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2005
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Collector and Land Access Streets

The primary function of land access streets is to provide access to abutting property. Collector streets are intended
to serve primarily as connections between the arterial street system and the land access streets. In addition to
collecting and distributing traffic to and from the land access streets, collector streets usually perform a secondary
function of providing access to abutting property. The right-of-way width and cross-section for collector and land
access streets are generally uniform throughout a community as specified in the community’s land division
ordinance or street specification policy,” compared to arterial streets whose widths and cross-sections vary based
on anticipated traffic loads. In 2005, there were approximately 1,110 miles of collector and land access streets in
Washington County.

County and Local Street Inventory

WisDOT maintains a detailed database of county
and local street information in the “Wisconsin
Information System for Local Roads” (WISLR).
Physical attributes such as right-of-way and
pavement width, number of traffic lanes, type of
surface and pavement rating, the presence and type
of shoulders or curbs, and the presence of sidewalks
are available through a database that can be
accessed through the WisDOT website by registered
users. Administrative information, including the
functional classification and owner of a street, can
also be obtained. The information in the database is
provided by county and local governments, and is

: 4 ‘ WisDOT maintains a detailed database of the county and local street
intended to assist in reporting roadway pavement information in the “Wisconsin Information System for Local Roads”

conditions. Under Section 86.302 of the Wisconsin (WISLR).

Statutes, pavement ratings must be submitted to

WisDOT by each county and local government every other year. The PASER method (pavement surface
evaluation and rating) is the most commonly used method in Wisconsin.

Systems Management

The existing freeway traffic management system in Southeastern Wisconsin consists of many elements which are
often referred to as intelligent transportation systems. The elements of the freeway traffic management system
include: traffic detectors, ramp metering, high-occupancy vehicle bypass ramps, variable message signs, highway
advisory radio, closed-circuit television, service patrols, crash investigation sites, and enhanced reference
markers. Ramp metering, a crash investigation site, and a closed-circuit television camera are present on
southeastern portions of the Washington County section of the freeway system.

In 2001, two on-ramps on the Washington County portion of USH 41/45 were equipped with ramp meters and
attendant traffic detectors. These include the southbound on-ramps at Lannon Road and at CTH Q (Washington —
Waukesha County Line Road). These locations are metered to control traffic merging onto portions of the
freeway that experience traffic congestion during peak-traffic periods.

Crash investigation sites are designated safe zones for distressed motorists to relocate to if they are involved in a
crash or an incident on the freeway. In 2001, there was one crash investigation site (Lannon Road park-ride lot,
CTH Y) on the USH 41/45 freeway in Washington County. These sites are intended for the use by motorists
involved in an incident to exchange insurance information or to make emergency repairs to their vehicle following
a minor collision or breakdown. These sites are also used by the freeway service patrols to relocate the distressed
motorists they assist.

*Minimum right-of-way and pavement width requirements for new town roads are specified in Section 82.50 of the
Wisconsin Statutes.
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There is also a closed-circuit television camera at the Washington — Waukesha County line on USH 41/45, which
provides real-time video for the identification and confirmation of congested areas and incident locations. Video
is monitored at the WisDOT Traffic Operation Center in Milwaukee. Video is supplied to some emergency
response agencies so that their dispatchers can provide personnel with incident locations and information. The
WisDOT also provides some of its camera images to the media and to its website for viewing by the general
public.

Public Transportation

Public transportation is the transportation of people by publicly operated vehicles between trip origins and
destinations, and may be divided into service provided for the general public and service provided to special
population groups. Examples of special group public transportation include yellow school bus service operated by
area school districts, and fixed-route bus and paratransit van service provided by counties or municipalities for the
elderly and disabled. Public transportation service to the general public may further be divided into the following
three categories:

e Intercity or interregional public transportation,
which provides service across regional bound-
aries, and includes Amtrak railway passenger
service, interregional bus service, and com-
mercial air travel.

e Urban public transportation commonly referred
to as public transit, which is open to the general
public and provides service within and between
large urban areas. The fixed-route bus transit
system operated by Washington County falls
into this category.

e Rural and small urban community public
transportation, which is open to the general
public and provides service in and between
small urban communities and rural areas, may
also provide connections to urban areas. The

The fixed-route bus transit system operated by Washington
. . County is one example of urban public transportation and is
nonfixed-route shared-ride taxi system currently essential to meet the travel needs of persons unable to use

operated by Washington County falls into this  Personal automobile transportation.
category.

Public transit is essential in any metropolitan area to meet the travel needs of persons unable to use personal
automobile transportation; to provide an alternative mode of travel, particularly in heavily traveled corridors
within and between urban areas and in densely developed urban communities and activity centers; to provide
choice in transportation modes as an enhancement of quality of life; and to support and enhance the economy.

Interregional Public Transportation

Rail, bus, ferry, and airline carriers provided Washington County residents with public transportation service
between the Southeastern Wisconsin Region and a number of cities and regions across the Country, as described
in the following paragraphs.

Rail Service

No intercity passenger train service is provided in Washington County, but County residents are served in nearby
counties. Intercity passenger train service is provided by Amtrak over Canadian Pacific Railway lines, with stops
in 2006 at the downtown Milwaukee Amtrak depot, Sturtevant in Racine County, and General Mitchell
International Airport. Amtrak operated six weekday trains in each direction between Milwaukee and Chicago and
one weekday train in each direction between Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul — Minneapolis, and Seattle.
Commuter rail service was provided between Kenosha and Chicago by Metra’s Union Pacific North line with
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intermediate stops between Kenosha and downtown Chicago in northeastern Illinois’ north shore suburbs.
Studies are underway to develop a commuter line, referred to as the KRM, connecting downtown Milwaukee to
the Metra line in Kenosha with stops in communities in Kenosha, Racine and Milwaukee counties.

Bus Service

Scheduled intercity bus services were provided to the Region by four carriers; although none of the buses made
stops in Washington County. Two of those carriers have routes through Washington County on USH 41/45; these
include Greyhound and Lamers Bus Lines. Greyhound operates a route between Milwaukee and Green Bay with
stops in Manitowoc and Oshkosh. Service provided by Greyhound in Southeastern Wisconsin is centered in
Milwaukee, which the carrier uses as a regional hub at which passengers have the opportunity to transfer between
buses. Daily service provided by Lamers Bus Lines included one bus trip in each direction between Milwaukee
and Wausau with a stop in Appleton. The two additional intercity buses serving the Region were Badger Coaches
and United Limo. Badger Coaches provides daily round trips between Madison and downtown Milwaukee, with
stops in Memorial Union in Madison, Johnson Creek, Goerke’s Corners, Oconomowoc, West Allis, the
University of Wisconsin-Milwaukee, and General Mitchell International Airport. Weekday service provided by
United Limo includes round-trips between Goerke’s Corners in Waukesha County and Chicago O’Hare
International Airport, with stops in downtown Milwaukee and at General Mitchell International Airport.

Ferry Service

There is no Lake Michigan cross-lake ferry service directly to Washington County, but such services are available
in nearby cities. In 2005, passenger and car cross-lake ferry services were available between Milwaukee and
Muskegon, Michigan and between Manitowoc and Ludington, Michigan. Both ferry services operate in the
months of May through October of each year.

Air Service

There are no airports in Washington County providing public commercial air service. Passenger air service for
County residents is provided by a number of air carriers at Milwaukee County’s General Mitchell International
Airport. In 2005, there were over 450 scheduled nonstop weekday flights between Mitchell International and 50
other cities and metropolitan areas, with connections available to any destination served by air.

Urban Public Transportation

Park-Ride Facilities

Park-ride facilities enable efficient travel within
Southeastern Wisconsin through transfer of mode
between private vehicle and public transit, and
between single occupant or solo driver private
vehicles and carpools. Washington County had six
park-ride lots in 2006, including three park-ride lots
served by transit and three park-ride lots not served
by transit®; the lots are shown in Table 72 and on
Map 44. Park-ride lots served by the Washington
County Commuter Express (WCCE) bus include
lots at the interchanges of USH 41/45 and CTH
Y/Lannon Road in the Village of Germantown, STH
33 and Silverbrook Drive in the City of West Bend,
and USH 45 and Pleasant Valley Road at the
The Lannon Road park-ride lot in the Village of Germantown is one of ~ Washington County Fair Park grounds. The three
three lots in the County served by transit. park-ride lots not served by transit are available for

SLots not served by transit are currently not capable of accommodating a bus.
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use by persons who meet to carpool, and are located at the intersections of CTH P and STH 60 in the Village of
Jackson, USH 41 and CTH K in the Town of Addison, and USH 41 and STH 33 in Allenton. The majority of
park-ride lots are termed “exclusive use” lots, as they serve only as park-ride lots. However, two of the park-ride
lots are “shared use” lots, which are located in a private lot or a lot used for other purposes besides the park-ride.
These “shared use” lots include the Washington County Fair Park park-ride lot and the City of West Bend park-
ride lot, which is located in the parking lot of a neighborhood retail center.

A new lot near the USH 45/Paradise Drive interchange on the south side of the City of West Bend opened in July
2007, and replaced the shared lot near the STH 33/Silverbrook Drive intersection. The new lot is served by
transit. The County received a Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) grant from the Wisconsin
Department of Transportation in 2006 to construct a park-ride lot at the USH 41/45 interchange at Pioneer Road.
Construction of the lot is being coordinated with the Cabela’s development at that location. A temporary park-
ride lot was opened at the former Highway View Elementary School on Pioneer Road in the Town of Polk in
2007 until the new lot is constructed. A new park-ride lot in the northeast quadrant of the USH 45/STH 60
interchange is also being designed, and will replace the current lot at the southeast quadrant of the interchange.

Washington County
Commuter Express Bus System
The WCCE Bus System, which runs weekdays
only (Monday through Friday), consists of two
express commuter bus routes, as shown on Maps
44 and 45. The routes operate between three
WCCE park-ride lot locations in Washington
County and Milwaukee County locations. The
Downtown Milwaukee Express provides service
between Washington County and Wisconsin
Avenue in downtown Milwaukee. The Downtown
Milwaukee Express completes seven trips each
weekday morning, transporting persons from
Washington County to downtown Milwaukee; and
seven trips each weekday afternoon/evening,
transporting persons from downtown Milwaukee
WCCE ridership has increased annually since the transit service began in to WaShingtO-n County. The Froedte-rt’ Mayfjair’
2000. There has been a 485 percent in riders from 13,701 riders in 2000 Marquette High, and Veteran Affairs Medical
to 80,143 in 2005. Center Express provides service between
Washington County and the Milwaukee Regional
Medical Center, Mayfair Mall, and Watertown Plank Road/STH 100. The Froedtert, Mayfair, Marquette High,
and Veteran Affairs Medical Center Express completes four trips each weekday morning, transporting persons
from Washington County to Milwaukee County; and five trips each weekday afternoon/evening, transporting
persons from Milwaukee County to Washington County. WCCE bus operating characteristics as of 2006 are
summarized in Table 73.
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WCCE ridership levels between 2000 and 2005 are set forth in Table 74. WCCE ridership has increased annually
since the transit service began in 2000. In 2000 the system had 13,701 riders. By 2005 this figure increased to
80,143 riders, an increase of 485 percent in five years.

Rural and Small Urban Community Public Transportation

Washington County Shared-Ride Taxi System

The Washington County Shared-Ride Taxi System is provided and operated by Washington County. The system
is designed to serve any trip made within Washington County during its operating hours. Service areas for the
County shared-ride taxi system as of 2006 are shown on Map 46. All areas of the County are served except for
trips where both the origin and destination are located within the City of West Bend or the City of Hartford. Trips
entirely within the Cities are served by the County taxi system only if they are outside the operating hours of the
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Table 72

PARK-RIDE FACILITIES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006

Amenities Utilization
Average
Number Served Available Weekday Percent of
on by Parking Autos Spaces
Map 44 Location Transit Telephone Shelter Spaces Parked Used
1 USH 41/45 and CTH Y/Lannon Road Yes Yes No 100 108 108
2 USH 45 and Pleasant Valley Road
(County Fair Park) Yes No No 100 42 42
3 STH 33 and Silverbrook Drive® Yes No Yes 100 80 80
4 USH 41 and STH 33 No Yes No 35 41 117
5 USH 41 and CTH K No No No 50 16 32
6 USH 45 and STH 60 No No No 30 30 100
Total -- -- -- 415 317 76

@ The park-ride lot at STH 33 and Silverbrook Drive was replaced by a new lot at USH 45 and Paradise Drive in July 2007.

Source: Wisconsin Department of Transportation and SEWRPC.

City taxi systems or are trips made by disabled persons who cannot physically use the City systems. The County
system also operates to and from the Village of Menomonee Falls in Waukesha County, and to and from a stop in
the Village of Newburg that provides a link between the Washington County Shared-Ride Taxi System and the
Ozaukee County Share-Ride Taxi System.

The Washington County Shared-Ride Taxi System provides door-to-door service for the general public and the
disabled. Service is provided on a shared-ride basis where passengers with different origins and destinations may
share a vehicle for a portion of their trips. The hours of operation for the taxi service are as follows:

e Monday through Saturday, 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.

e Sunday, limited hours

Service is provided on the day requested through an advance reservation system. County Shared-Ride Taxi
ridership from 2003 through 2005 is summarized in Table 75. Ridership increased from 62,991 passengers in
2003 to 70,199 passengers in 2005. This was an increase of about 11 percent in ridership from 2003 to 2005.

City of West Bend Transport Taxi Service

The West Bend Transport Taxi Service is operated by the City of
West Bend and consists of 14 taxi vans. Service is provided within
the City of West Bend as well as extended service for travel up to
two miles beyond the City limits, as shown on Map 46. Typical
response time is 30 minutes. The hours of operation for the taxi
service are as follows:

e Monday through Saturday, 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.

The West Bend Transportation Taxi Service is
operated by the City of West Bend and consists of
14 taxi vans.

e Sundays and Holidays, 8:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.

The City of West Bend’s shared-ride taxi ridership for 2003 and 2005 is summarized in Table 75. Ridership
decreased from 131,600 passengers in 2003 to 130,200 passengers in 2004, or about a 1 percent decrease in
ridership. There were 127,303 passengers in 2005. This was a decrease of about 2 percent in ridership from 2004;
about 62 percent of those passengers were elderly and/or disabled.
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Map 44
WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUTER EXPRESS BUS SERVICES AND PARK - RIDE LOTS: 2006
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Map 45
WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUTER EXPRESS BUS SERVICES WITHIN MILWAUKEE COUNTY: 2006
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OPERATING CHARACTERISTICS OF THE WASHINGTON COUNTY

Table 73

COMMUTER EXPRESS BUS SYSTEM BY ROUTE: 2006

Number of Scheduled Daily Runs Weekday Service Periods”
Route Length® Eastbound / Northbound / Eastbound / Northbound /
Service Route (Miles) Southbound Westbound Southbound Westbound
Washington County Downtown Milwaukee Express 80.3 7 7 5:20 a.m. - 12:15p.m. -

Commuter Express 8:30 a.m. 5:44 p.m.
Medical Center and Mayfair Mall 78.1 4 5 5:45a.m. - 12:10 p.m. -

8:55 a.m. 6:05 p.m.

Total System -- 158.4 11 12 --

?Round trip.

bF\’egular service is not provided on weekends or holidays.

Source: Washington County and SEWRPC.

Table 74

WASHINGTON COUNTY COMMUTER

EXPRESS BUS SYSTEM RIDERSHIP: 2000-2005

Total Number Change From Percent Change From

Year Ridership Previous Year Previous Year
2000 13,701 -- --

2001 27,649 13,948 101.8

2002 34,652 7,003 25.3

2003 50,897 16,245 46.9

2004 58,805 7,908 15.5

2005 80,143 21,338 36.3

The Hartford Transport Taxi Service consists of two vehicles

Source: Washington County. operated by the City of Hartford.

City of Hartford Transport Taxi Service

The Hartford Transport Taxi Service consists of two vehicles operated by the City of Hartford. Service is
provided to City residents in specified locations, which include City limits and up to one mile outside City limits,
as shown on Map 46; and out of town service to and from the City of Hartford to General Mitchell International
Airport, Columbus Train Depot, the Milwaukee Downtown Bus Depot, the Aurora Health Center in Slinger, and
up to 10 miles into Dodge County. The hours of operation for the taxi service are seasonal and are as follows:

e January through May and September through December
—  Weekdays, 6:00 a.m. to 9:00 p.m.
— Saturdays, 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m.
— Sundays; 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.
e June through August
—  Weekdays, 6:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m.
— Saturdays, 8:00 a.m. to 8:00 p.m.
— Sundays; 9:00 a.m. to 4:00 p.m.

The City of Hartford’s shared-ride taxi ridership between 2003 and 2005 is summarized in Table 75. Ridership

has increased from 18,600 passengers in 2003 to 19,368 passengers in 2005, or about a 4 percent increase in
ridership. However, this is about a 4 percent decrease in usage from 2004 total ridership of 20,202 passengers.
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Map 46

SERVICE AREAS FOR SHARED - RIDE TAXI SYSTEMS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006
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Table 75

SHARED-RIDE TAXI SYSTEMS RIDERSHIP: 2003 - 2005

Number of Riders
Percent Change
Shared-Ride Taxi System Provider 2003 2004 2005 2003-2005
City of Hartford .........cccoovnveiiniice 18,600 20,202 19,368 4
City of West Bend..........ccoovveeniieenennne 131,600 130,238 127,303 -3
Washington County .........ccccceecveineinneenne 62,991 69,962 70,199 11
Total 213,200 220,600 238,207 12

Source: City of Hartford Park and Recreation Department, City of West Bend Department of City Development, Washington County, and
SEWRPC.

Germantown Senior Van Service

The Germantown Senior Van Service provides transportation for adults age 60 years of age and older. The
Germantown Senior Van Service consists of one lift equipped mini-bus, driven by volunteer drivers.
Transportation is provided for senior center activities, meeting nutritional needs, attending medical appointments,
and participating in social activities. Service is provided as needed, there are no scheduled hours of operation.

Medical Related Transportation Services
Washington County has multiple free transportation services to assist County residents by providing
transportation to and from medical facilities. They include:

e American Cancer Society Road to Recovery — Offering cancer patients free transportation to medical
appointments. Operates weekdays from 8:00 a.m. to 4:30 p.m.

e American Red Cross, West Bend Chapter — Services include assistance to veterans and their families,
transportation for ambulatory people to medical and dental appointments. Service is provided Monday
through Friday. The West Bend Chapter serves West Bend, Jackson, Kewaskum, Slinger, Hartford,
Barton, Farmington, Trenton, and Wayne only. Transportation is also provided for medical appointments
outside Washington County.

e Life Star Medical Transport — Provides non-emergency specialized transportation.

e WCCE - Provides non-emergency transportation to the Veteran’s Administration and Froedtert Hospitals
in Milwaukee County

Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities

Bikeways

A "bikeway" is a general term that includes any road, path, or way that may legally be used for bicycle travel. Types
of bikeways include "bike paths," which are physically separated from motorized vehicles; "bike lanes," which are
portions of roadways that are designated by striping, signing, and pavement markings for the exclusive or
preferential use of bicycles; and "shared roadways," which are roadways that do not have designated bicycle lanes,
but may be legally used for bicycle travel. Generally, all streets and highways except freeways may be used by
bicyclists. A "bike route" or “bike trail” is a bikeway designated with directional and information markers, and may
consist of a combination of bike paths, bike lanes, and shared roadways. Bikeways are also classified as either “on-
street” or “off-street” bikeways. On-street bikeways include bikeways located in a street right-of-way, which
include bike lanes, shared roadways signed as bike routes, and bike paths separated from motor vehicle lanes but
within the street right-of-way. “Off-street” bikeways are bike paths not located in a street right-of-way. Off-street
bikeways are typically located in utility rights-of-way or along rivers or streams, or may serve as short connectors
between residential areas and commercial or public facilities.
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Bikeways in the County in 2005 are shown on Map 47, and
totaled about 22 miles. The longest bikeway in the County
is the Eisenbahn State Trail, which spans north and south
for 24 miles within Fond du Lac and Washington Counties,
of which 12 miles are located in the northern half of the
County. Additional on-street and off-street bikeways are
located in the City of West Bend, including a total of
about five miles of off-street bikeways and about one mile
of on-street bikeways. The Pike Lake trail extends about
four miles from the City of Hartford to the Pike Lake Unit
of the Kettle Moraine State Forest. The bikeway is located
in the right-of-way of STH 60 from South Wilson Avenue
to Pike Lake Drive, and off-street from that point into the
State Forest.

The longest bikeway in the County is the Eisenbahn Trail,
Pedestrian Facilities which spans north and south for 24 miles within Fond du Lac

. . . [T and Washington Counties, of which 12 miles are located in the
A comprehensive inventory of pedestrian facilities, such as  northern half of Washington County.

sidewalks, has not been completed for Washington County.

However, the Commission has developed a pedestrian facilities policy, which applies to facilities in the County,
as documented in the Amendment to the Regional Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities System Plan for Southeastern
Wisconsin: 2020. It recommends that the various units and agencies of government responsible for the
construction and maintenance of pedestrian facilities in the Region adopt and follow certain recommended
policies and guidelines with regard to the development of those facilities. These policies and guidelines are
designed to facilitate safe and efficient pedestrian travel within the Region and are documented in Appendix A of
the amendment to the regional bicycle and pedestrian facilities system plan. Recommendations for provisions of
sidewalks in areas of existing or planned urban development are summarized in Table 76.

Other Transportation Facilities and Services

Rail Freight Services

As shown on Map 48, railway freight service was provided within Washington County by two railway companies
over approximately 48 miles of active mainline railway and a 15 mile spur railway line in 2006. The Wisconsin
& Southern Railroad Company provided freight service over an approximately 23 mile segment of railway in the
southern portion of the County. This
railway traversed the County from
southeastern corner of the County
northwest to Slinger, and then west to the
City of Hartford and beyond. The
Canadian National (CN) Railway provided
freight service over an approximately 15
mile spur segment of railway in the central
portion of the County from the south-
eastern corner of the County to the
southern boundary of the City of West
Bend serving the urban areas of the
Villages of Germantown and Jackson, and
a planned industrial area on the south side
of the City of West Bend. The CN Railway
also operates freight service over an
approximately 25 mile segment of
mainline railway traveling north through
the western half of the County towards
DUIUth-SUPCI‘iOI‘ via Fond Du Lac serving Railway freight service was provided within Washington County by two railway
the Village of Slinger and Allenton in the companies over approximately 48 miles of active mainline railway and a 15 mile
Town of Addison. spur railway line in 2006.
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Map 47
BIKEWAYS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006
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Table 76

RECOMMENDATIONS FROM THE YEAR 2035 REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION SYSTEM PLAN
FOR PROVISION OF SIDEWALKS IN AREAS OF EXISTING OR PLANNED URBAN DEVELOPMENT

Roadway Functional
Classification Land Use New Streets® Existing Streets®

Arterial Streets® Industrial Both Sides Both Sides
Commercial Both Sides Both Sides
Residential Both Sides Both Sides

Collector Streets Industrial Both Sides Both Sides
Commercial Both Sides Both Sides
Residential Both Sides At least one side

Land Access Streets® Industrial Both Sides Both Sides
Commercial Both Sides Both Sides
Residential (medium and high-density) |Both Sides At least one side
Residential (low-density) At least one side At least one side

“Sidewalks may be omitted on one side of streets where there are no existing or anticipated uses that would generate pedestrian trips on that
side.

®Where there are marginal access control or service roads, the sidewalk along the main road may be eliminated and replaced by a sidewalk
along the service road on the side away from the main road.

°Sidewalks need not be provided along court and cul-de-sac streets less than 600 feet in length, unless such streets serve multi-family
development; or along streets served by parallel off-street walkways.

Source: SEWRPC.

Ports and Harbors
There are no ports’ or boat harbors located in the County. Water freight and transportation facilities and services
are provided to the County by the Port of Milwaukee, which is located in the City of Milwaukee.

Airports

Of the two publicly-owned airports in Washington County, the West Bend Municipal Airport provides both
chartered air service and air freight services, while the Hartford Municipal Airport provides only air freight
service. In addition, privately-owned Hahn Sky Ranch is available for public use, although use of the Hahn Sky
Ranch is limited by its rugged grass runway and lack of lights. As described earlier in this chapter, commercial
airline service is provided to residents of the County by General Mitchell International Airport, located in eastern
Milwaukee County. Also, Lawrence Timmerman Field located in western Milwaukee County is capable of
accommodating most types of general aviation aircraft.

Air freight service is provided at the Hartford Municipal Airport. Air freight service and chartered air service is provided at
the West Bend Municipal Airport.

"Ports are defined as facilities for the docking, loading, or unloading of ships, barges, or boats that primarily
transport freight.
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Map 48

RAILROADS AND AIRPORTS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY:
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There are two private-use airports in the County: Erin Aero in the Town of Erin and Willow Creek in the Village
of Germantown. Private heliports are located at St. Joseph’s Community Hospital in the Town of Polk and
Hartford Hospital in Hartford. The Wisconsin National Guard operates a heliport at the West Bend Airport.
These airports and heliports are restricted use facilities and are not open for use by the general public. The
airports provide turf runways and few other facilities or lighting and navigational aids. Public and private airports
and heliports are shown on Map 48.

SUMMARY

This chapter provides inventory information on existing land uses and transportation facilities and services in
Washington County and each local unit of government participating in the multi-jurisdictional comprehensive
planning process, and information on regional transportation facilities and services that serve County residents.
The planning recommendations set forth in the land use and transportation element chapters of this report are
directly related to the inventory information presented in this chapter. The following is a summary of the
information in this Chapter:

e The Commission utilizes an urban growth ring analysis and a land use inventory to inventory and monitor
urban growth and development in the Region. The urban growth ring analysis delineates the outer limits
of concentrations of urban development and depicts the urbanization of the Region over the past 150
years. The Commission land use inventory is a more detailed inventory that places all land and water
areas in the Region into one of 66 land use categories, providing a basis for analyzing specific urban and
nonurban land uses. The inventory results, as they apply to the County, are summarized in Part 1.

e Small portions of the Cities of Hartford and West Bend, and the Villages of Newburg and Slinger were
developed prior to 1850. In 1900, urban development was still largely confined to the Cities of Hartford
and West Bend, and the Villages of Newburg and Slinger, with additional development in areas of the
Villages of Germantown, Jackson, and Kewaskum. The period from 1900 to 1950 saw expansion of
mainly the Cities of Hartford and West Bend. The period between 1950 and 1985 saw significant growth
outward from urban areas and the development of lakeshores around Big Cedar Lake, Little Cedar Lake,
and Pike Lake. The period from 1963 to 2000 saw significant urban growth in scattered locations
throughout the County, particularly in the southern portion of the County.

e Between 1975 and 2000, the amount of land used for urban uses, including residential, commercial,
industrial, and transportation uses, increased by about 21,000 acres, from about 28,000 acres to about
49,000 acres, or about 75 percent. The amount of land used for agriculture decreased by about 33,000
acres, or by about 19 percent.

e Urban service areas are identified in the regional land use plan based on the sanitary sewer service areas
delineated in the regional water quality management plan. Urban service areas in Washington County
include the Cities of Hartford and West Bend; the Villages of Jackson, Kewaskum, Newburg, and Slinger;
portions of the Village of Germantown; and Allenton. Urban service areas are typically currently served
by, or planned to be served by local parks, local schools, shopping areas, and public sanitary sewers
within a 20-year period. All of the urban service areas in Washington County except Newburg are also
served by public water, or planned to be served by public water within 20 years.

e Urban land uses consist of residential; commercial; industrial; governmental and institutional; and
transportation, communication, and utility uses. Urban land uses encompassed about 48,936 acres, or
about 18 percent of the County, in 2000. Residential land comprised the largest urban land use category
in the County, encompassing 25,916 acres, or about 53 percent of all urban land and about 9 percent of
the total County. Commercial land encompassed about 1,311 acres or about 3 percent of all urban land
and less than 1 percent of the total County. Industrial land encompassed about 1,549 acres or about 3
percent of all urban land and less than 1 percent of the total County. Land used for transportation,
utilities, and communications facilities encompassed about 15,616 acres, or about 32 percent of all urban
land and about 6 percent of the total County. Land used for government and institutional uses
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encompassed about 1,477 acres, or about 3 percent of all urban land and less than 1 percent of the total
County. Intensively used recreational land encompassed about 3,067 acres, or about 6 percent of all
urban land and about 1 percent of the total County.

Nonurban land uses consist of agricultural lands; natural resource areas, including surface waters,
wetlands, and woodlands; extractive sites and landfills; and unused land. Nonurban land uses
encompassed about 229,820 acres, or about 82 percent of the County in 2000. Agricultural land was the
predominant land use in the County in 2000. It encompassed 141,755 acres, or about 62 percent of
nonurban land uses and 51 percent of the total County. Natural resource areas consisting of surface
water, wetlands, and woodlands combined to encompass 70,335 acres, or about 31 percent of nonurban
land uses and about 25 percent of the total County. Extractive uses combined to encompass about 1,266
acres, or less than 1 percent of nonurban land uses and the total County. Open lands encompassed about
16,464 acres, or about 7 percent of nonurban land and about 5 percent of the total County.

To ensure that future planning reflects land use development that has occurred to date, the 2000 land use
inventory was supplemented by identifying major development projects that occurred between 2000 and
2006, based on the 2005 aerial photographs produced by SEWRPC, field checks, and consultation with
local and County officials and staff.

There are no active landfills in Washington County. The Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
(DNR) had identified 75 former landfills encompassing about 464 acres in Washington County in the
State registry of waste disposal sites in 2006.

The DNR had identified 110 contaminated sites in Washington County in 2006, which were being
monitored.

Much of the transportation facilities and services inventory information in Part 2 is drawn from the
regional transportation system plan. The 2035 regional transportation plan, and the preceding plan for the
year 2020, includes four elements: public transportation, systems management, bicycle and pedestrian
facilities, and arterial streets and highways. Information on rail, airport, and freight services is also
provided.

The street and highway system serves several important functions, including providing for the movement
of through vehicular traffic; providing for access of vehicular traffic to abutting land uses; providing for
the movement of pedestrian and bicycle traffic; and serving as the location for utilities and stormwater
drainage facilities. The arterial street and highway system is intended to provide a high degree of travel
mobility, serving the through movement of traffic between and through urban areas. Arterial streets and
highways accounted for 425 miles in 2005. The primary function of land access streets is to provide
access to abutting property. Collector streets are intended to serve primarily as connections between the
arterial street system and the land access streets. WisDOT maintains a detailed database of county and
local street information in the “Wisconsin Information System for Local Roads” (WISLR).

Public transportation service to the general public may be divided into the following three categories:

— Intercity or interregional public transportation that provides service across regional boundaries
includes Amtrak railway passenger service, interregional bus service, and commercial air travel.

— Urban public transportation commonly referred to as public transit that is open to the general public
and provides service within and between large urban areas. The Washington County Commuter
Express Bus System falls into this category.

— Rural and small urban community public transportation, which is open to the general public and
provides service in and between small urban communities and rural areas. The nonfixed-route shared-
ride taxi systems operated by Washington and Ozaukee Counties and both the City of West Bend and
the City of Harford fall into this category.

In 2005, rail, bus, ferry, and airline carriers provided Washington County residents with public
transportation service between the Southeastern Wisconsin Region and a number of cities and regions
across the Country.
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The Washington County Commuter Express Bus System consists of two express commuter bus routes.
The buses are owned and operated by Washington County. The routes operate between three park-ride
lots in Washington County and stops in downtown Milwaukee, the Milwaukee Regional Medical Center,
Mayfair Mall, and Watertown Plank Road/STH 100.

The Washington County Shared-Ride Taxi System is provided and operated by Washington County. The
system is designed to serve any trip made within Washington County during its operating hours. The
major exception is for trips where both the origin and destination are located in the City of West Bend or
the City of Hartford. Trips entirely within the Cities are served by the County taxi system only if they are
outside the operating hours of the City taxi systems or are trips made by disabled persons who cannot
physically use the City systems. The County system also operates to and from the Village of Menomonee
Falls in Waukesha County.

Bikeways are classified as either “on-street” or “off-street” bikeways. On-street bikeways include
bikeways located in a street right-of-way, which include bike lanes, shared roadways signed as bike
routes, and bike paths separated from motor vehicle lanes but within the street right-of-way. “Off-street”
bikeways are bike paths not located in a street right-of-way. The longest bikeway in the County is the
Eisenbahn State Trail Trail, which spans north and south 24 miles. Twelve miles are located in the
northern portion of Washington County, and the remaining 12 miles are located in Fond Du Lac County.
Additional on-street and off-street bikeways are located in the City of West Bend with about one mile of
on-street bikeway and five miles of off-street bikeway. The Pike Lake Trail extends about three miles
from the City of Hartford to the Pike Lake Unit of the Kettle Moraine State Forest. The bikeway is
located in the right-of-way of STH 60 from South Wilson Avenue to Pike Lake Drive, and off-street from
that point into the State Forest.

Of the two publicly-owned airports in Washington County, the West Bend Municipal Airport provides
both chartered air service and air freight services, while the Hartford Municipal Airport provides only air
freight service. Commercial airline service is provided to residents of the County by General Mitchell
International Airport, located in Milwaukee County. Airports open to the public and publicly owned, but
without scheduled flights open to the general public, are located in Hartford, Sheboygan, West Bend, and
at Timmerman Field in Milwaukee. There is one public and privately-owned airport in Washington
County, the Hahn Sky Ranch in the Town of Wayne.



Chapter V

INVENTORY OF EXISTING UTILITIES
AND COMMUNITY FACILITIES

Development in Washington County is supported by private and public utilities that provide residents and
businesses with electric power, natural gas, communication, water, and sewage and solid waste management
facilities and services, and community facilities that provide educational, recreational, administrative, and other
services. This chapter inventories sanitary sewer and water supply services, stormwater management facilities,
private utilities, solid waste management facilities, healthcare facilities, government and public institutional
centers, police service, fire protection and emergency rescue services, public and private schools, cemeteries,
childcare, and assisted-living facilities.

PART 1: UTILITIES

Sanitary Sewer Services

Sewer Service Areas

SEWRPC is the designated water quality management agency for the Southeastern Wisconsin Region. An area
wide water quality management plan for the Region was adopted in 1979, aimed at achieving clean surface waters
in the seven county Region." The plan has five basic elements. One element is a point source pollution
abatement element with recommendations concerning the location and extent of sanitary sewer service areas; the
location, type, capacity of, and level of treatment to be provided at, sewage treatment facilities; the location and
configuration of intercommunity trunk sewers; and the abatement of pollution from sewer system overflows and
from industrial wastewater discharges.

The plan was formally endorsed by the Wisconsin Natural Resources Board on July 25, 1979. Such endorsement
is particularly important because under State law and administrative rules, certain actions by the Wisconsin
Department of Natural Resources (WDNR) must be in accordance with the adopted plan. These actions include
approval of waste discharge permits, approval of State and Federal grants for the construction of wastewater
treatment and conveyance facilities, and approval of locally proposed sanitary sewer extensions.

Virtually all of the 85 generalized sewer service areas identified in the 1979 regional water quality management
plan (RWQMP) have been refined and detailed through the preparation by SEWRPC of a sewer service area plan
for each sewage treatment plant recommended in the RWQMP. Table 95 in Chapter VI lists the adopted sewer

" An update to the Regional Water Quality Management Plan was completed in 2008.
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CHARACTERISTICS OF PUBLIC SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANTS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY

Table 77

Planned 2020
Public 2003 Average 2003 Maximum Estimated
Sewage Date of Latest Design Capacity Annual Flow Rate Monthly Flow Average Annual Sewer Service
Treatment Major Plant (million gallons (million gallons Rate (million Flow Rate (million Area (acres -
Plant Modification Receiving Water per day) per day) gallons per day) gallons per day) 2006)
Allenton 1986 Rock River —East Branch 0.35 0.12 0.15 0.17 832
Hartford 1999 Rubicon River 3.60 1.97 2.41 2.40 11,502
Jackson 1997 Cedar Creek 1.25 0.81 1.27 1.10 4,409
Kewaskum 1972 Milwaukee River 0.75 0.51 0.79 0.70 2,841
Newburg 1997 Milwaukee River 0.18 0.11 0.12 0.15 1,403
Slinger 1981 Rubicon River 0.92 0.53 0.66 0.74 3,883
West Bend 1980 Milwaukee River 9.00 3.42 3.66 4.50 16,334

Note: The Village of Germantown is located within the Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District (MMSD) and wastewater is treated at MMSD sewage treatment plants in
Milwaukee County.

Source: SEWRPC Regional Water Quality Management Plan update.

service area plans in the County. About 50,129 acres, or 18 percent of the County, were within existing sanitary
sewer service areas in 2006. Map 49 shows sewer service areas within the County, which include the Cities of
Hartford and West Bend and surrounding areas; the Villages of Jackson, Kewaskum, Newburg, and Slinger and
surrounding areas; portions of the Village of Germantown; and the unincorporated hamlet of Allenton in the
Town of Addison. The Village of Germantown is located within the Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District
(MMSD) and wastewater from the Village is treated at MMSD sewage treatment plants in Milwaukee County.
Each of the other cities and villages operates its own sewage treatment plant. The Allenton Sanitary District
operates the sewage treatment plant that serves the Allenton area.

Table 77 summarizes existing conditions and design capacities of public sewage treatment plants in the County.
Lands in each sanitary sewer service area served with sanitary sewers in 2000 are also shown on Map 49. These
areas were identified by SEWRPC by mapping the locations of existing sanitary sewers as part of the regional
land use plan update. Sewer locations were provided by municipalities and sanitary and utility districts. In
addition, the Town of West Bend has three
areas served by sewer. These areas, which are
served through contracts with the City of West
Bend, are located just east of Big Cedar Lake
and include Cedar Lake Homes and the West
Bend Country Club. The Washington County
Fair Park in the Town of Polk is served by
sewers from the Village of Jackson through a
contract with the Village. St. Joseph’s
Hospital also has a contract with the Village
of Jackson for sewer services. Sewers were
extended to the hospital after 2000, the date of
the inventory shown on Map 49. About
15,084 acres, or about 5 percent of the
County, were served by public sanitary sewers
in 2000. An estimated 71,500 residents, or
about 61 percent of Washington County
residents, were served.

The municipal sewage treatment plant in the Village of Jackson.
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Map 49

PLANNED SANITARY SEWER SERVICE AREAS AND AREAS

SERVED BY SANITARY SEWER IN WASHINGTON COUN

TY

FOND DULAC CO. - SHEBOYGAN CO.
- —
| 8) I
|
VILLAGE
KEWAS ! o b
|
|
‘
41 1
KEWASK] 45 ‘
FARMINGTON Z;
WA
7 R VILLAGE OF
s S NEWBURG
‘ 5 %
BARTON s &3
144 - &0 et n ] 33
T % 5
2 RULENTON |
3
o o
XD
,-
b g G
. 23050
BXD
g i
&)
g \
2 TRENTON
1 ADDISON 63 ST BEND
—— . . —-
8
m
2
-
N
o
LAGE OF
144 GER
S ; VILL
5% 7
%Y 3
50 AR {)—‘
pK
'E:::
o
164,
LHARTFORD E 7 POLK. JACKSON
N BERNIANT
. 145,
VILLAGE OF
GERMANTOWN

00« &

o o
41y SR
X N A PO o
4516 o ' \
3 SO
(™ '-'I '+ .| "
A XA (145
175, ! ¥
RICHFIELD L R0 T
WAUKESHA CO. 1

AREA SERVED VILLAGE OF JACKSON
BY SEWER: 2000 [ ] AN SNk SRkvicearRen || SURFACEWATER
SEWAGE TREATMENT |:| VILLAGE OF KEWASKUM
PLANT PLANNED SEWER SERVICE AREA NOTE: SEWER SERVICE AREAS REFLECT
ALLENTON PLANNED I:I VILLAGE OF NEWBURG PLANS ADOPTEDAS OF JUNE 2007.
SEWER SERVICE AREA PLANNED SEWER SERVICEAREA  \07E. THEVILLAGE OF GERMANTOWN
VILLAGE OF GERMANTOWN [[] VLLAGEOF SLNGER R Ry R e RAE E
PLANNED SEWER SERVICE AREA PLANNED SEWER SERVICEAREA  DISTRICT.
CITY OF HARTFORD PLANNED E CITY OF WEST BEND PLANNED
SEWER SERVICE AREA SEWER SERVICE AREA o 05 1 )

Source: SEWRPC.

3MILES

187



Utility and Sanitary Districts

Sanitary and utility districts are shown on Map 50. The purpose of a sanitary district is to allow landowners in
unincorporated areas an opportunity to form a special-purpose unit of government to provide certain urban
services. A town sanitary district has authority to plan, construct, and maintain systems for garbage removal,
water supply, sewage disposal, and stormwater management. Sanitary districts may be formed by a town board,
upon a request from affected landowners, under Section 60.71 of the Wisconsin Statutes. Each district is governed
by a commission. At the time a district is established, the town board determines whether commissioners will be
appointed by the town board or elected. The town board may choose to appoint itself as the commission. A town
board may also establish utility districts under Sections 60.23 and 66.0827 of the Statutes to provide public
services within the district. The town board governs utility districts.

Sanitary districts in Washington County include the Allenton Sanitary District in the Town of Addison, the Bark
Lake Sanitary District in the Town of Richfield,? the Hilldale Sanitary District in the Town of Hartford, the Sand
Drive Sanitary District and the Scenic Drive Sanitary District in the Town of Trenton, the Silver Lake Sanitary
District in the Town of West Bend, and the Wallace Lake Sanitary District in the Towns of Barton and Trenton.
The Bark Lake and Sand Drive sanitary districts do not currently provide sewage treatment or other services and
are apparently inactive.

Sanitary sewage collection and treatment services are provided by the Allenton Sanitary District, which operates
its own sewage treatment plant; the Hilldale Sanitary District, which conveys wastewater to the Village of Slinger
sewage treatment plant; and the Scenic Drive, Silver Lake, and Wallace Lake sanitary districts, which convey
wastewater to the City of West Bend sewage treatment plant. The Rubicon Sanitary District No. 1 in Dodge
County conveys its wastewater to the City of Hartford sewage treatment plant. The Silver Lake sanitary district
provides trash collection services in addition to sewage treatment services. The Allenton, Scenic, and Wallace
Lake Sanitary Districts also provide water service.

The Pike Lake Utility District provides sanitary sewer services® in the Town of Hartford. The district includes
portions of the area within the boundaries of the Pike Lake Protection and Rehabilitation District, but extends
outside the lake district boundaries. Sanitary sewage collected by the Pike Lake utility district is discharged to the
City of Hartford sewage treatment plant.

The Big Cedar Lake Management District and the Little Cedar Lake Protection and Rehabilitation Districts, both
located partially in the Town of West Bend and partially in the Town of Polk, have adopted sanitary district
powers in addition to their lake district powers, but neither district provides sanitary sewerage services. The Big
Cedar Lake District provides trash collection services for properties in the district.

Private On-Site Wastewater Treatment

Washington County regulates private onsite wastewater treatment systems (POWTS) for any development in the
County that is not served by sanitary sewer. Development in this case applies to residential, commercial, and
industrial uses. The authority to regulate POWTS comes from the Wisconsin Administrative Code, Chapter
Comm 83, with related information in Chapters Comm 5, Comm 16, Comm 82, Comm 84 through 87, and Comm
91. Chapter 25 (the Sanitary Code) of the Washington County Code of Ordinances sets forth the regulations for
POWTS in both incorporated (city and village) and unincorporated (town) areas of the County.

2The Town of Richfield incorporated as a Village in February 2008.

34 number of town utility districts have been created to provide street lights to portions of towns. Street lights are
generally provided in hamlets through town utility districts.
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Map 50
SANITARY AND UTILITY DISTRICTS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006
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Table 78

PERMITS ISSUED FOR PRIVATE ON-SITE WASTEWATER
TREATMENT SYSTEMS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 1980 - 2006

Constructed - In-Ground Holding
Community At-Grade Conventional Wetland Dripline Pressure Mound Tank Total
Cities
Hartford........ccocovneneee 0 2 0 0 0 1 2 5
West Bend ........c.ccuuee 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 2
Villages
Germantown ............... 13 56 0 0 5 329 122 525
Jackson .......c.cceeeeniene 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 3
Slinger 9 129 0 0 5 21 1 165
Towns
Addison.........ccccvvenene 47 298 0 0 7 178 15 545
Barton.......cccooeeinennne 12 330 0 0 12 127 24 505
Erin .o 22 615 1 1 6 273 47 965
Farmington........ 35 618 0 0 21 179 48 901
Germantown 0 5 0 0 0 31 5 41
Hartford.........cccccooenie 30 277 0 0 8 168 15 498
Jackson ..........ccceeenee, 43 126 1 0 11 445 53 679
Kewaskum.................. 8 144 0 0 8 57 7 224
[ o] | T 29 531 0 0 28 205 60 853
Richfield.........ccccoeneee 82 1,363 0 1 30 808 201 2,485
Trenton .....cccceveveennee. 62 603 1 0 17 285 14 982
Wayne .......cccoeeeneeens 53 182 0 0 12 221 22 490
West Bend................... 50 644 0 1 48 136 166 1,045
Total 495 5,924 3 3 218 3,464 806 10,913

Source: Washington County.

There are several different types of POWTS including at-
grade, conventional systems, constructed-wetland, dripline, in-
ground pressure, mound systems, and holding tank systems.
All wastewater must discharge into a public sewerage system
or a POWTS. The ability of soil to accept wastewater from a
development differs depending on the type of soil. For this
reason, all development proposed to be served by a POWTS
requires a soil test to determine if the soils present in a specific
location are suitable for the proposed development and what
method of on-site wastewater treatment is most suitable.
Permits were issued for 10,913 POWTS in Washington County
between 1980 and 2006. The number and type of POWTS in
each local government are set forth in Table 78.

Water Supply

In 2000, the total estimated use of water in Washington County
was 13.38 million gallons per day (mgd). This figure includes
water supplied by public utilities and water obtained from
private wells. The largest portion of that use was by residential
land uses, which consumed 5.64 mgd. Other water uses
included 2.55 mgd by industrial uses, 1.84 mgd by commercial
uses, 0.62 mgd by agricultural uses, 0.31 mgd for irrigation,
and 2.42 mgd by governmental or institutional land uses and
water lost to the system.
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There are several different types of POWTS
including at-grade, conventional systems,
constructed-wetland, dripline, in-ground pressure,
mound systems, and holding tank systems. A
mound system is shown in the above photo.

In 2000, the total estimated use of water in the
County was 13.38 million gallons per day (mgd).



Water Supply Systems

Map 51 shows portions of the County served by public water
utilities and private water supply systems, and those areas
where development depends on the use of private wells.
Portions of Washington County served by public water
utilities encompassed about 13,800 acres, or about 5 percent
of the County, in 2000. An estimated 66,800 County
residents, or about 57 percent of the County population, were
served by public water utilities in 2000. There are seven
public water utilities in the County serving the Allenton
Sanitary District, the Cities of Hartford and West Bend, and
the Villages of Germantown, Jackson, Kewaskum, and
Slinger. Table 79 sets forth the total acres served in 2006, the
amount of water pumped in 2004, and gallons per person per
day used in 2004 by each public water utility.

Based on Wisconsin Public Service Commission annual
reports for the year 2004, approximately 6.7 mgd of water
were pumped for use in the seven municipal systems
concerned (see Table 80). As shown on Table 80, the water
use totaled about 6.7 mgd for residential, commercial,
industrial, and other municipal uses. About 3.6 mgd, or about
54 percent of total municipal water used, was for single- and
two-family residential purposes; about 1.6 mgd, or about 24
percent, was for commercial, multi-family residential,
institutional, and miscellaneous uses; and about 1.2 mgd, or
about 18 percent, was for industrial uses. The remaining 0.3
mgd, or about 4 percent, was used for other municipal
purposes. Based on the population served and reported water
use, residential water consumption within the seven water
supply systems was approximately 65 gallons per person per
day in 2004. When accounting for all municipal water uses,
the average water consumption was about 96 gallons per
person per day. The amount of water which was unaccounted
for averages 11 percent of the water pumped. This
unaccounted for water was not included in the computed per
capita consumption rates. Residential water use reported by
the water utilities excludes water used by most multi-family
residential buildings with a single meter, which are included
with commercial water uses. Thus, the calculation of the
water uses on a per capita and per acre basis for the
residential and commercial categories were made by adjusting
the population and acreage considered under these categories
to reflect this reporting idiosyncrasy.

In 2005, there were eight existing privately owned water
systems operating in Washington County. These systems
provide water primarily to residential subdivisions,
apartments and condominium developments, and mobile
home parks. Such systems are categorized by the WDNR as
“other than municipal, community systems.” These systems
served an area of about 260 acres and served a year 2000
resident population of about 1,700 persons, or less than 2

There are seven public water utilities in the County,
serving 13,800 acres and 66,800 County residents in
2000. In 2004, approximately 6.7 mgd of water was
pumped for use in these seven systems.
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Table 79

PUBLIC AND PRIVATE WATER UTILITY SERVICE IN WASHINGTON COUNTY

Gallons
Number on Acres Total Annual Pumpage in Per Person
Map 51 Utilities (2006) Gallons (2004) Per Day
Public
1 Allenton Sanitary District............cccoooiiiiiniiiiieieeeee 205.1 29,753,000 79.3
2 City of Hartford Water Utility .............cociniiviniieeceee 2,198.9 593,559,000 119.4
3 City of West Bend Water Utility ...........ccooviiiiiniiiiiene 5,183.8 1,095,604,000 93.4
4 SHNger ULl ..o 860.8 128,229,000 78.4
5 Village of Germantown Water Utility ............cccoiiiiiiiinnnnes 3,654.5 686,175,000 97.8
6 Village of Jackson Water Utility ...........ccccooiiiiiiiiiiniiieee. 1,044.7 216,055,000 88.7
7 Village of Kewaskum Municipal Water Utility....................... 640.4 121,264,000 78.9
Total Public 13,788.2 2,870,639,000 --
Private
8 Carriage Hills Apartments.........c.ccoeevveeueirieereeieeeee e 1.1 -2 -2
9 Cedar Lake HOME 5 & 9 ....ocooviiiiiiiceeee e 139.3 -2 -2
10 Hilltop Highlands 1 through 6 .............cccceveeeeeeeeieieeeee 38.9 -2 -2
11 Jamestown East Homeowners Association......................... 24.3 -2 -2
12 Maple Terrace Mobile Home Park..........c.cococvevevveeviviieenenns 10.9 -2 -2
13 Voigts Lakeside EStates ..........cccoevevierieececieeseececee e 3.9 -2 -2
14 Walsh SubdiviSion 2 ...........cccooveeieeeeieeeeceeeeeeee e 8.8 -2 -2
15 Wheel Estates Mobile Home Park.............ccccceevevevevrenennee. 14.5 -2 -2
Total Private 241.7 -2 -2
Total 14,029.9 -2 -2

? Private water utilities are not metered, data is not available.

Source: SEWRPC.

percent of Washington County residents. All of these eight systems utilized groundwater as a source of supply
through four low-capacity and 26 high-capacity wells. The existing service areas of these systems are shown on
Map 51. Table 79 sets forth the total acres served in 2006 by each private water utility.

In 2005, there were also privately owned, self-supplied systems serving 18 industrial facilities, 123 commercial
facilities, 80 institutional and recreational facilities, and 13 agricultural or other irrigation facilities. All of these
private, self-supplied water supply systems utilize groundwater as a source of supply. In aggregate, systems were
reported to utilize about 5.7 mgd of water during 2005.

In 2005, about 54,000 persons, or about 43 percent of County residents, were served by private domestic wells or
non-municipal community systems. Assuming an average use of 65 gallons per capita per day, these private
residential wells would withdraw about 3.5 million gallons per day from the shallow groundwater aquifer. It is

estimated that 9 percent of the households served by private
domestic wells are served by public sanitary sewer systems. Thus,
the water withdrawn from the groundwater system for about
9 percent of the private domestic wells, or about 0.3 million
gallons per day, was discharged to the surface water system, such
as the Rubicon River, as treated sanitary sewage. The majority
(approximately 90 to 95 percent) of the remaining 91 percent of

the water withdrawn by private wells, or about 3.0 million gallons

per day, was returned to the groundwater aquifer via onsite

sewage disposal systems.

In 2005, about 54,000 persons, or about 43 percent of
County residents, were served by private domestic
wells or non-municipal community water systems.
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Table 80

SUMMARY OF MUNICIPAL WATER USE IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2000 AND 2004

Average Annual Water Uses
Commercial, Institutional,
Multi-Family Residential, and
Residential Water Use? Industrial Water Use Miscellaneous Water Use® Other Total Municipal Water Use®
Total® Per Person® Per Acre® Total® Per Acre Per Acre Municipal® Per Person’
(gallons (gallons per (gallons (gallons (gallons Total® (gallons per Water Uses Total® (gallons per Percent
per day X capita per per acre per day per acre (gallons per acre per (gallons per day (gallons per capita per Unaccounted
Year 1,000) day) per day) X 1,000) per day) day X 1,000) day) X 1,000 day X 1,000) day) for Water®
2000 3,488 66 725 1,287 1,857 1,406 474 230 6,411 96 13
2004" 3,629 65 716 1,258 1,726 1,588 509 254 6,729 96 11

“Residential category includes population associated with single-family and two-family housing units, plus some larger multi-family housing where individual water meters are used for each
unit. Other multi-family units are included in the commercial water use category.

bIncludes all water specifically accounted for.
°As reported in annual reports submitted to the Public Service Commission of Wisconsin.

9Reported residential water use excludes that associated with multiple-unit dwellings where a single meter which serves three or more housing units. That water use is classified as
commercial under the Public Service Commission of Wisconsin reporting system. The water uses presented on a per capita and per acre basis were calculated by adjusting the population
and residential land area to be consistent with this reporting procedure.

°Includes uses for fire protection services, sales to public authorities, sales to irrigation customers and interdepartmental sales.
'Estimated based upon total residential population served.

9Water not specifically accounted for as a percent of total pumpage into distribution system.

12004 population and land use was approximated by increasing the 2000 population and land use amounts by 5.2 percent.

Source: Public Service Commission of Wisconsin and SEWRPC.

Sources of Water Supply (Groundwater Aquifers)

Individual hydrogeologic units within southeastern Wisconsin, including Washington County, differ widely in
their ability to yield water to wells. From the standpoint of groundwater occurrence, all rock formations that
underlie the Region can be classified either as aquifers or as confining beds. An aquifer is a rock formation or
sand and gravel unit that will yield water in a useable quantity to a well or spring. A confining bed, such as shale
or siltstone, is a rock formation unit having relatively low permeability that restricts the movement of
groundwater either into or out of adjacent aquifers and does not yield water in useable amounts to wells and
springs.

The aquifers in Washington County can be divided into shallow and deep. The shallow aquifer system is
comprised of two aquifers, the shallow aquifer comprised of the Silurian dolomite aquifer and the overlying sand
and gravel aquifer. The Maquoketa Formation is the lower limit of the shallow aquifer system. The Jackson,
Kewaskum, Slinger, and West Bend water utilities draw all their water from the shallow aquifer and the
Germantown and Hartford water utilities draw water from both the shallow and deep aquifers. The Allenton
sanitary district draws all its water from the deep aquifer. A more detailed description of the areal extent and
lithology of aquifers and confining units noted above and including water table depth and elevation mapping can
be found in SEWRPC Technical Report No. 37, Groundwater Resources of Southeastern Wisconsin, June 2002.
The Village of Richfield is working with UW-Milwaukee on a continual groundwater study. The Village also has
a groundwater protection ordinance (Chapter 59 of the Village Code of Ordinances), which is intended to
minimize the impact of development on groundwater supplies.

Groundwater Availability

Recharge to groundwater is derived almost entirely from precipitation. Much of the groundwater in shallow
aquifers originates from precipitation that has fallen and infiltrated within a radius of about 20 or less miles from
where it is found. The deeper sandstone aquifers are recharged by downward leakage of water through the
Magquoketa Formation from the overlying aquifers or by infiltration of precipitation beyond the western boundary
of the County where the sandstone aquifer is not overlain by the Maquoketa Formation and is unconfined.
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On the average, precipitation annually brings about 32
inches of water to the surface of Washington County. For the
area of the County that would translate into about 660 mgd
of water averaged over the year (a total of 240,900 million
gallons a year). It is estimated that approximately 80 percent
of that total is lost by evapotranspiration. Of the remaining
water, part runs off in streams and part becomes
groundwater. The average annual groundwater recharge to
shallow aquifers varies from about 5 to 15 percent of annual
precipitation. To document the utilization of the shallow
aquifers in the Region, it may be assumed, for example, that,
on the average, 10 percent of the annual precipitation reaches
groundwater. Then, the average groundwater recharge in
Washington County would be estimated to be 66 mgd. This
precipitation will be returned to the shallow aquifer within Recharge 1o groundwater is derived almost entirely from
days or months, depending on the soil. The estimated daily precipitation.

use of groundwater in 2000 was 13 mgd, which is about 20

percent of the total amount of groundwater assumed to be

recharged in that year. This indicates that there is an adequate annual groundwater recharge to satisfy water
demands on the shallow aquifer system in Washington County for years to come on an areawide basis. However,
the availability on a localized area basis will vary depending upon usage, pumping system configuration, and
groundwater flow patterns. Groundwater modeling® indicates small areas of drawdown of five feet or less in the
shallow aquifer.

The situation is different for the deep aquifers, where withdrawals of groundwater cause supply/demand
imbalance in areas of concentrated use of groundwater, which has resulted in the “mining” of groundwater, and
where recharge of the aquifer may take years or even decades, depending on the depth and geology of the aquifer.
The deep aquifer levels have decreased from 50 to 150 feet within the County. Most of this decline is due to
pumping beyond the County boundaries.

To satisfy future water demands in the Southeastern Wisconsin Region, including Washington County,
coordinated regional water resource management is needed, which would optimize the use of ground and surface
water. The regional water supply planning program® currently being conducted by the Southeastern Wisconsin
Regional Planning Commission will provide guidance in this regard and is scheduled to be completed in 2009.
At the time this comprehensive plan was prepared, areas within Washington County and the remainder of the
Region had been analyzed and classified based on their potential for water recharge. The analysis was based on a
combination of topography, soil hydrologic groups, soil water storage, and land use. An “average” weather year
of 1997 was selected for the analysis, since the amount of precipitation received also affects the amount of water
that reaches (and recharges) the groundwater. Areas were placed into the following classifications: very high
(more than six inches of recharge per year), high (four to six inches of recharge per year), moderate (three to four
inches of recharge per year), and low (less than three inches of recharge per year).

Areas within each of the recharge classifications are shown on Map 52, and the acreage within each category is
listed on Table 81. About 3 percent of the County is rated “very high” for recharge potential, and about 20
percent is rated “high” for recharge potential. Most of the high and very high recharge potential areas are located
within the Kettle Moraine, due largely to soils that conduct water well. Primary environmental corridors and
floodplains were overlain on Map 52 to indicate the correlation between such areas and groundwater recharge

*Documented in SEWRPC Technical Report No. 41, A Regional Aquifer Simulation Model for Southeastern
Wisconsin, June 2005.

*Documented in SEWRPC Planning Report No. 52, A Regional Water Supply Plan for Southeastern Wisconsin
(publication pending). The plan is expected to be completed in 2009. 195
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Table 81 potential.  Over half (52.8 percent) of the areas

classified as having very high water recharge potential

CLASSIFICATION OF POTENTIAL WATER are located in primary environmental corridors or
RECHARGE AREAS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2000 floodplains, and about 30 percent of areas classified as

having high recharge potential are located in primary

Portion Within Primary 1 1

Area Within Each o ol Corrcior corridors or ﬂqodplams. Qver half (55.4 percent) .of
Water Recharge Classification or Floodplain the areas classified as having low recharge potential
Classification Acres Percent” | Acres Percent” are located in primary environmental corridors or
7,803 28 4122 528 floodplains. Most of the areas with low recharge
991 197 19.501 % otential are located in areas of hydric soils adjacent

103,115 37.0 9,526 9.2 p . Ye J
1490 05 852 554 to wetlands. Areas for which no soil survey data was
Urban Development available (shown as “undetermined” on Map 52) were

i c . .
and Undetermined” ...... 111,357 40.0 43,041 38.7 not classified. Areas shown as “undetermined” are
Total 278,756 100.0 74,075 26.6

largely made up of wetlands.
@Percent of County within each classification.

Percent of each classification included in a primary environmental corridor or cpr . . .
floodplain. Additional information regarding recharge areas and

°Includes 63,841 acres developed with urban uses and 47,516 acres where the recommendations for thelr management and pro-
recharge potential has not been determined. Areas for which the recharge tection will be included in the regional water Supp]y

potential is undetermined are primarily wetlands. . . . .
Source: Wisconsin Geological and Natural History Survey and SEWRPC. plan, which is eXp ected to be available in 2009.

Stormwater Management Facilities

The dispersal of urban land uses over greater amounts
of the County, and accompanying increases in
impervious areas, increases stormwater runoff that
must be accommodated by the stream network or by
engineered storm water management systems. Such
facilities may include 1) curbs and gutters, 2) catch
basins and inlets, 3) storm sewers, 4) infiltration
facilities, and 5) stormwater storage facilities for
quantity and quality control such as dry and wet
detention basins, respectively. Detention basins serve
to moderate peak rates of runoff following rainstorms
and wet detention basins further provide a permanent
volume of water to capture and store pollutants.

Street improvements in areas with urban density
development should employ curb and gutter and storm
sewer facilities to carry stormwater runoff (urban
areas tend to have a greater percentage of impervious surfaces which produce increased stormwater runoff),
although roadside ditches and swales are generally appropriate for residential development with one acre or larger
lots. To collect the increased stormwater runoff produced by some urban developments, stormwater storage
and/or infiltration facilities may need to be constructed. In general, these facilities consist of dry basins; wet
basins; infiltration basins, trenches, and swales; and bioretention facilities. They serve to store and gradually
release and/or infiltrate stormwater. Street improvements in areas with rural density development (and less
impervious surfaces) generally use roadside ditches and swales, culverts, and overland flow paths to carry
stormwater runoff.

Detention basins are designed to accommodate stormwater runoff.

The Cities of Hartford and West Bend and the Villages of Jackson, Kewaskum, Newburg, and Slinger have
extensive, although not all-inclusive, curb and gutter storm sewer systems. Portions of the Village of
Germantown and hamlet of Allenton also have curb and gutter storm sewer systems. The Towns of Barton, Erin,
Farmington, Germantown, Hartford, Kewaskum, Polk, Trenton, Wayne, and rural portions of the Town of
Addison outside Allenton rely heavily on roadside swales and culverts to collect stormwater and runoff. Many
local governments require the use of wet detention basins to help control stormwater runoff and meet the water
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quality goals specified in Chapter NR 151 of the Wisconsin Administrative Code, regardless of whether they use
curb and gutter or roadside swales to convey stormwater. Stormwater management and erosion control
ordinances and regulations in effect in the County are described in Chapter VI.

Electric Power Service

Most of Washington County is provided with electric power service
by We Energies. A We Energies electric power generation facility
is located in the Village of Germantown. The plant can be powered
by either natural gas or oil and is a peak-load plant used during
hours of high demand. The plant’s contribution to the total We
Energies’ system is less than 1 percent. The City of Hartford and
the Village of Slinger operate their own electric utilities through
Wisconsin Public Power, Inc. (WPPI). Hartford Electric is located
in the City of Hartford and serves about 5,800 customers in the City
of Hartford and adjacent areas in the Town of Hartford. The Village
of Slinger Electric Utility is located in the Village of Slinger and  Most of Washington County is provided with electric
serves about 1,800 customers, all within the Village of Slinger. power service by We Energies.

The City of Hartford and Village of Slinger have an agreement to jointly construct and operate a new electric
substation at Arthur Road and Kettle Moraine Road. Completion of the project will provide expanded electric
service for both communities and system reliability upgrades. Once completed, the new distribution system will
allow the two communities to back up one another in the event of a power outage and extend the electric
distribution system north along STH 83, and completely encircle Pike Lake. The entire project is expected to take
six to eight years to complete. Several high-voltage electric transmission lines cross the County. Transmission
lines of 69 kilovolts (kV) and greater are shown on Map 53. The American Transmission Company (ATC) owns
all of the major electric power transmission lines in Washington County.

Natural Gas Service
All of Washington County is within We Energies’ service area, although service has not been extended
throughout the County.

Pipelines

Three pipelines run through Washington County, which are shown on Map 53. ANR Pipeline Company has an
underground mainline that runs north-south through the eastern portion of the County in the Towns of
Farmington, Trenton, and Jackson; the City of West Bend; and the Villages of Germantown and Jackson. ANR
Pipeline Company operates an interstate system of natural gas pipelines, and provides natural gas to We Energies.
Koch Pipeline Company has a product pipeline that runs diagonally across the County from the northwest corner
of the Town of Addison to the southeast corner of the Village of Germantown, in the Town of Addison, Town of
Hartford, Village of Slinger, Town of Polk, Town of Jackson, and Village of Germantown. The West Shore
Pipeline Company system originates near Chicago and extends into northern Wisconsin and the Madison area.
The pipeline transports refined petroleum products throughout the Chicago area and northern Illinois and
Wisconsin. The West Shore Pipeline runs north-south in the eastern portion of Washington County, and begins in
the southeast corner of the Village of Germantown and extends through the Towns of Germantown, Jackson and
Trenton, along the eastern boundary of the West Bend Airport in the City of West Bend, and through the Town of
Farmington.

Telecommunications Service

Table 82 and Map 54 show telecommunication facilities in Washington County. Although there are many
telecommunication service providers, there are only a few basic types of communication services. These are: 1)
Voice Transmission Services; including: “Plain Old Telephone Service” (POTS); cellular wireless; satellite
wireless; packet-based telephone networks; and Internet voice services; 2) Data Transmission Services, including:
the Internet; ATM-Frame Relay, and third generation (3G) cellular wireless networks; 3) Multimedia Services,
including: video, imaging, streaming video, data, and voice; and 4) Broadcast Services, including AM/FM
terrestrial radio, satellite radio and television, terrestrial television, and cable television.
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Map 53

ELECTRIC POWER TRANSMISSION LINES AND

PIPELINES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2007
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Table 82

WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATION TOWERS AND ANTENNAS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2005

Number Antenna
on Map Height
Community 54 Location Provider® (Feet) Antenna Type®
City of Hartford 1 T10N, R18E, Section 18 U.S. Cellular 131.2 (o]
2 T10N, R18E, Section 19 Cingular 88.6 (o]
3 T10N, R18E, Section 20 Verizon 121.4 (0]
4 T10N, R18E, Section 20 Sprint 181.1 S
5 T10N, R18E, Section 21 Cingular 121.4 (o]
6 T10N, R18E, Section 27 Nextel 118.1 (0]
City of West Bend 7 T11N, R19E, Section 15 Cingular 91.9 S
8 T11N, R19E, Section 11 Cingular 111.6 S
Verizon 154.2 S
9 T11N, R19E, Section 11 Cingular 173.9 S
Sprint 181.1 S
U.S. Cellular 91.9 S
10 T11N, R19E, Section 14 Nextel 131.2 S
T-Mobile 124.7 S
11 T11N, R19E, Section 24 U.S. Cellular 95.1 S
12 T11N, R19E, Section 26 Cingular 131.2 S
13 T11N, R19E, Section 26 T-Mobile 150.9 S
U.S. Cellular 141.1 S
14 T11N, R20E, Section 17 U.S. Cellular 78.7 S
Village of Germantown 15 T9N, R20E, Section 19 Cingular 131.2 S
T-Mobile 141.1 S
U.S. Cellular 150.9 S
16 T9N, R20E, Section 20 Cingular 141.1 S
17 TIN, R20E, Section 21 Sprint 181.4 S
18 T9N, R20E, Section 15 U.S. Cellular 121.4 S
19 T9N, R20E, Section 23 Verizon 98.4 (0]
20 T9N, R20E, Section 36 U.S. Cellular 177.2 (6]
21 TIN, R20E, Section 36 Cingular 150.9 S
Nextel 160.8 S
Sprint 186.3 S
T-Mobile 170.6 S
22 T9N, R20E, Section 1 U.S. Cellular 75.5 S
Village of Jackson 23 T10N, R19E, Section 24 U.S. Cellular 1411 (0]
Verizon 141.1 O
Village of Kewaskum 24 T12N, R19E, Section 9 Sprint 181.1 S
Verizon 155.0 S
25 T12N, R19E, Section 9 T-Mobile 150.9 S
Village of Newburg 26 T11N, R20E, Section 12 Verizon 150.9 S
Village of Slinger 27 T10N, R19E, Section 18 Verizon 98.4 (0]
28 T10N, R19E, Section 8 T-Mobile 200.1 O
U.S. Cellular 141.1 (0]
29 T10N, R19E, Section 16 Nextel 200.1 S
30 T10N, R19E, Section 6 Sprint 181.1 S
Town of Addison 31 T11N, R18E, Section 2 Cingular 285.4 (e}
32 T11N, R18E, Section 15 Cingular 147.6 (o]
Nextel 154.2 S
Sprint 193.9 S
T-Mobile 144 .4 S
33 T11N, R18E, Section 15 Verizon 78.7 (0]
34 T11N, R18E, Section 12 Nextel 380.6 (0]
35 T11N, R18E, Section 23 U.S. Cellular 178.9 (6]
36 T11N, R18E, Section 26 Verizon 75.5 (0]
37 T11N, R18E, Section 31 Verizon 180.5 S
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Table 82 (continued)

Number Antenna
on Map Height
Community 54 Location Provider® (Feet) Antenna Type®

Town of Barton 38 T12N, R19E, Section 34 Cingular 200.1 S
U.S. Cellular 278.9 S

39 T11N, R19E, Section 7 Nextel 420.0 (0]

Sprint 181.1 S

T-Mobile 213.3 (0]

U.S. Cellular 1214 (0]

Town of Erin 40 T9N, R18E, Section 4 Cingular 295.3 (o]
Sprint 187.1 S

41 T9N, R18E, Section 23 Verizon 213.3 S

42 T9N, R18E, Section 33 U.S. Cellular 183.7 S

Town of Farmington 43 T12N, R20E, Section 9 Sprint 186.3 S
U.S. Cellular 150.9 S

44 T12N, R20E, Section 28 Cingular 295.3 (0]

Town of Jackson 45 T10N, R20E, Section 1 Verizon 193.6 (@]
46 T10N, R20E, Section 1 Cingular 193.6 (0]

T-Mobile 193.6 (0]

47 T10N, R20E, Section 14 Nextel 193.6 (0]

48 T10N, R20E, Section 28 Cingular 193.6 (0]

49 T10N, R20E, Section 26 Cingular 193.6 (0]

T-Mobile 193.6 (0]

Verizon 193.6 O

Town of Kewaskum 50 T12N, R19E, Section 8 U.S. Cellular 147.6 S
Town of Polk 51 T10N, R19E, Section 16 Sprint 181.1 S
52 T10N, R19E, Section 3 Cingular 180.5 (6]

Verizon 160.8 (0]

U. S. Cellular 170.0 (0]

53 T10N, R19E, Section 13 Cingular 200.1 (0]

Nextel 200.1 O

T-Mobile 181.1 S

54 T10N, R19E, Section 13 Sprint 175.0 (0]

55 T10N, R19E, Section 15 Verizon 80.0 S

56 T10N, R19E, Section 32 Cingular 200.1 (0]

57 T10N, R19E, Section 36 Cingular 193.6 (0]

Town of Richfield 58 TON, R19E, Section 3 U.S. Cellular 183.7 S
59 T9N, R19E, Section 13 Nextel 249.4 (0]

Sprint 181.1 S

60 TI9N, R19E, Section 20 Cingular 144.4 S

Sprint 187.6 S

T-Mobile 164.0 S

U.S. Cellular 134.5 S

Verizon 154.2 S

Town of Trenton 61 T11N, R20E, Section 14 Cingular 68.9 (0]
62 T11N, R20E, section 31 Cingular 180.5 (0]

Sprint 181.1 S

Town of Wayne 63 T12N, R18E, Section 8 Cingular 95.1 (6]
Nextel 95.1 (0]

T-Mobile 95.1 (0]

Verizon 95.1 O

64 T12N, R18E, Section 17 Sprint 193.9 S

65 T12N, R18E, Section 21 U.S. Cellular 98.4 (o]

66 T12N, R18E, Section 28 Cingular 98.4 o

@Cingular was acquired by AT&T in 2007.

bAntenna types include S (Sectoral) and O (Omni). A Sectoral antenna uses a more complex antenna structure and transmits and receives over a
sector with the total number of sectors covering a 360-degree pattern. An Omnidirectional uses a monoplex antenna and receives and transmits over a
360-degree pattern.

Source: Federal Communications Commission, Universal Licensing System Cellular License Database, Washington County and local governments,
and SEWRPC.
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Map 54
WIRELESS TELECOMMUNICATION TOWERS AND ANTENNAS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2005
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Antennas providing wireless cell phone service were invent-
toried in 2005 as part of the regional telecommunications plan.

The average person generates 4.7 pounds of trash and
recycles 1.9 pounds of that trash per day. Most of the solid
waste collected in the County is deposited in landfills outside
the County.

Antennas providing wireless cell phone service were
inventoried in 2005 as part of the regional
telecommunications plan. The location of wireless
telecommunications  towers and antennas in
Washington County are shown on Map 54 and listed in
Table 82. Providers with facilities in the County
include Ameritech, AT&T, Charter Communications,
Cingular, Motorola, NConnect, Netwurx, Nextel,
Prime Co, Sprint, TeleCorp, T-Mobile, SBC, U.S.
Cellular, Verizon, Verizon North, Voice Stream
Wireless, and Time-Warner Cable.

Solid Waste Management Facilities

The average person in Wisconsin generates 4.7 pounds
of trash (residential and their share of commercial
trash) each day and recycles 1.9 pounds of that trash
per day. In 2006, all solid waste in Washington
County was either collected at a transfer station, drop-
off center, recycling center or collected curb side by a
contracted private waste management company.
Transfer stations are facilities where, for a fee,
residents or municipalities may take their solid waste
for collection by a privately-owned waste management
service provider to be transported to a privately-owned
solid waste facility and/or landfill. Drop-off and
recycling centers are locations provided by a
municipality where residents take their solid waste to
be collected by a privately-owned waste management
provider to be transported to a privately-owned solid
waste facility, recycling center and/or landfill. Solid
waste facilities in Washington County include solid
waste storage (for storage of medical waste), recycling
facilities, and processing (for processing of animal
waste or non-recyclable paper) facilities. Transfer
stations, drop-off centers, recycling centers, and solid
waste facility sites are shown on Map 55 and listed in
Table 83. Most of the solid waste currently collected in
the County is deposited in the Glacier Ridge Landfill
in Horicon, located in Dodge County, or the Orchard
Ridge Landfill in Menomonee Falls, located in
Waukesha County. Both landfills receive solid waste
from sources throughout the State of Wisconsin,
primarily from those counties in which they are located
and adjacent counties, as well as from sources in the
States of Illinois and Michigan.

The Glacier Ridge Landfill is owned by Veolia
Environmental Services. The landfill has a capacity of
6.2 million cubic yards (one cubic yard of compacted
landfill averages 1,750 pounds in weight). As of 2006
the landfill had 1.1 million cubic yards remaining, or
an estimated three additional years of activity at its
current capacity and use. Veolia provides curb-side
garbage collection service to residents in the City of
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SOLID WASTE FACILITIES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006

Map 55
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Table 83

SOLID WASTE FACILITIES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006

Number
on Map
55 Facility Name Street Address Facility Type
1 A&W Iron Metal, INC......cooceviiiiiiiiiii e 7588 Otten Road, Barton Recycling Facility/
Processing Facility
2 City of Hartford Recycling Center ............cccccceeenne 710 W. Sumner Street, Hartford Recycling Center
3 Germantown Village Compost Site/Recycling N116 W17230 Main Street, Germantown Compost Site/
CNLET .. Recycling Center
4 Goeman Wood Products ..........ccccoeceeeiniiieniienene 5840 STH 60 East, Hartford Recycling Facility/
Processing Facility
5 GreenMan Technologies of Wisconsin, Inc. .......... 7595 Otten Drive, Barton Recycling Facility
6 HYPONEX COrP. .ottt W124 N9899 Wasaukee Road, Germantown Processing Facility
7 Liesener Soils Compost Facility...........cccceeeieeeennns 1365 Spring Valley Road, Jackson Compost Site
8 American Paper and Recycling, IncC...........c.cc........ 7651 Otten Drive, Barton Recycling Facility
9 American Paper and Recycling, Inc... ....| 935 Schoenhaar, West Bend Recycling Facility
10 ONYX Waste Services Midwest Inc — Barton......... 7400 Lighthouse Lane, Barton Drop-off Site/
Recycling Center
11 ONYX Waste Services Midwest Inc — N104 W13075 Donges Bay Road, Germantown | Transfer Station/
GEIrMANtOWN .......eiiiiiiie ittt Processing Facility
12 ONYX Waste Services Midwest Inc — Horicon ...... 803 N River Road, West Bend Transfer Station
13 ONYX Waste Services Midwest Inc — 9019 Kettle Moraine Drive, Kewaskum Drop-off Site/
Kewaskum (Kewaskum Town Hall)...................... Recycling Center
14 ONYX Waste Services Midwest Inc — Wayne 6030 Mohawk Road, Wayne Drop-off Site/
(Wayne Town Hall).........ccooooieiiiiiiiiiiiieeceeee Recycling Center
15 Renewed RESOUICES ..........cooveeiiiieeiiiiieecieeee 2780 STH 144, West Bend Processing Facility
16 StericyCle INC.....ooiveiiiiiiieiee e N96 W13600 County Line Road, Germantown Storage Site
17 Town of Hartford Recycling Center 3360 CTH K, Hartford Recycling Center
(Hartford Town Hall).........cocoooiiiiiiiiiiiieiicecee
18 Town of Polk Recycling Center 3680 STH 60, Polk Recycling Center
(Polk Town Hall).....cocveeiiiieieeceie e
19 Town of Richfield Compost Site 4128 Hubertus Road, Hubertus Compost Site
(Richfield Town Hall) ........cccooiiiiiininiiniiee
20 Town of Richfield Recycling Center....................... 1354 Hillside Drive, Hubertus Recycling Center
21 Town of West Bend Recycling Center 6355 CTH Z, West Bend Recycling Center
(West Bend Town Hall) .........oooiiiiiniiiiiiiiieiee
22 Waste Management Transfer Station................... 3685 Division Road, Jackson Transfer Station/
Recycling Center

Source: Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources and Washington County.

Hartford, the Villages of Jackson, Kewaskum, Newburg, and Slinger, the Town of Trenton, portions of the Town
of Richfield, and those portions of the Town of West Bend within the Silver Lake Protection and Rehabilitation
District. In addition, Veolia removes solid waste from transfer stations located in the City of West Bend, and
from drop-off centers in the Towns of Barton, Kewaskum, and Wayne. In the City of West Bend, the City
Sanitation Department collects residential solid waste curb-side for residents of single-family homes and
condominiums and transports it to a Veolia transfer station located within the City. Veolia also operates a
transfer station in the southeast corner of the Village of Germantown. This transfer station serves portions of
Milwaukee, Ozaukee, Washington, and Waukesha Counties.

The Orchard Ridge Landfill is owned by Waste Management of Wisconsin Inc. The landfill has a capacity of 9.4
million cubic yards. As of 2006 the landfill had 2.2 million cubic yards remaining, or an estimated two additional
years of activity at its current capacity and use. Waste Management provides curb-side garbage collection service
to residents in parts of the Town of Richfield, those portions of the Town of West Bend within the Big Cedar
Lake Protection and Rehabilitation District and in the Village and Town of Germantown. In addition, Waste
Management removes solid waste from a drop-off center located in the Town of Jackson.
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The Towns of Addison, Erin, Farmington, Hartford, Polk, and West Bend do not provide for solid waste
collection. Residents in these municipalities privately contract with either Veolia or Waste Management for
individual garbage collection services. The Towns of Barton, Kewaskum, and Wayne do not provide for solid
waste collection. Residents of these municipalities can privately contract with either Veolia or Waste
Management for individual collection service, or take their solid waste to a drop-off center that is provided for the
residents of that town and located within each of the towns.

Two other methods of solid waste
disposal are composting and recycling.
Washington County has three facilities
which treat yard waste to create
compost. They include the Germantown
Village Compost Site in the Village of
Germantown, Liesener Soils Compost
Facility in the Village of Jackson, and
the Town of Richfield Compost Facility
in the Town of Richfield. Section
159.09 of the Wisconsin Statutes, a
component of Wisconsin’s recycling
law, provides for designation of
responsible units of government for
implementing recycling programs across
the State. These units of government
may be county, city, village, or town
governments. The duties of responsible Wisconsin's recycling law provides for designation of responsible units of
units include development ofa recycling government for implementing recycling programs across the State.

or other program to manage the solid

waste generated within its jurisdiction, preparing a report setting forth the manner in which the responsible unit
intends to implement its program, and providing information to the WDNR describing the implementation status
of the program.

As of 2006, each local government in Washington County implemented a recycling program within its
jurisdiction. The City of Hartford, and Villages of Jackson, Kewaskum, Newburg, and Slinger, and the Towns of
Addison, Farmington, Trenton and the Silver Lake Protection and Rehabilitation District in the Town of West
Bend all have curb-side pick-up of their recyclables provided by Veolia. The Village and Town of Germantown
have curb-side pick-up provided by Waste Management. The City of West Bend has curb-side pick-up of their
recyclables provided by the City Sanitary Department for residents of single-family homes and condominiums.
The towns that do not provide curb-side pick-up of recyclables have recycling centers where residents may drop
off their recyclables. Compost sites and recycling centers in Washington County are shown on Map 55 and listed
in Table §83.

Washington County residents may dispose of their hazardous waste materials year round at the Veolia Port
Washington Facility in Ozaukee County (1275 Mineral Springs Drive, Port Washington). Washington County
sponsors a Hazardous Waste Clean Sweep every two years to help residents properly dispose of unwanted
hazardous waste. A two-day countywide Hazardous Waste Clean Sweep was held by Washington County at the
Washington County Highway Shop (900 Lang Street, West Bend) in 2005. County residents were able to dispose
of agricultural, residential, and business hazardous wastes, which include unused pesticides, old gasoline,
batteries, lead paint, mercury-containing thermostats, fluorescent tubes, solvents, and other chemicals.
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PART 2: COMMUNITY FACILITIES

Government and Public Institutional Buildings

Map 56 shows the government and institutional buildings in the County as of 2008. These buildings include the
County Courthouse and Federal, State, and County offices, municipal halls, libraries, and U.S. post offices. In
2008 there were 19 municipal halls, five libraries, and 11 post offices in the County. Table 84 sets forth the name
and location of each government and public institutional building. Public facilities providing police, fire, and
other emergency services are identified in the following sections.

Police Services

Map 57 shows the locations of municipal police department facilities and protection service areas in the County
and the Washington County Sheriff’s Department facilities. The Cities of Hartford and West Bend and the
Villages of Germantown, Jackson, Kewaskum, and Slinger each have a municipal police department that provides
service 24 hours a day, seven days a week. The Village of Newburg and the Town of Trenton Police Departments
do not operate 24 hours a day, seven days a week. The Washington County Sheriff’s Department provides
service to these areas when the municipal police departments are not operating. Table 85 sets forth the number of
full and part-time officers employed by each municipal police department and the County Sheriff’s Department as
of 2006. All unincorporated areas in the County and the Villages of Newburg and Richfield are served by the
Washington County Sheriff’s Department.

The Cities of Hartford and West Bend and the Villages of Germantown, Jackson, All unincorporated areas in the County and the
Kewaskum, and Slinger each have a municipal police department that provides service Villages of Newburg and Richfield are served by
24 hours a day, seven days a week. the Washington County Sheriff's Department.
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Map 56
GOVERNMENT AND PUBLIC INSTITUTIONAL BUILDINGS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2008
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Table 84

GOVERNMENT AND INSTITUTIONAL BUILDINGS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2008

Number on
Map 56 Building/Office Street Address®
Regional or County
1 Social Security Administration ... 712 Park Avenue, West Bend
2 Washington County Court House ............. 432 E. Washington Street, West Bend
3 Washington County Public Agency Center..........ccccccooeeviiiieennenn. 333 E. Washington Street, West Bend
4 County Building = ANNeX 11 .......coiiiiiiiiiiiiie e 515 E. Washington Street, West Bend
5 Washington County Fair Park...........cccccoeniiiiiiiiiiencececen 3000 CTH PV, West Bend
6 Historical MUSBUM .........cociviiiiee e 320 S. Fifth Avenue, West Bend
7 Law Enforcement/Corrections Building............ccccoeviiiiiiiniiiinnns 500 N. Schmidt Road, West Bend
8 Samaritan Health Center ..o 531 E. Washington Street, West Bend
9 Senior Citizens Center.........coouiiiiiiiiiieiee e 401 E. Washington Street, West Bend
10 Washington County Vehicle Maintenance and Storage Facility .... 900 Lang Street, West Bend
1" Youth Treatment Center ... 801 E. Washington Street, West Bend
12 Dept. of Corrections Division of Community Corrections............... 273 S. 17" Avenue, West Bend
13 Department of Transportation Division of Motor Vehicles ............. 1516 W. Paradise Drive, West Bend
14 Office of State Public Defender ............c.ccoceiiniiiiniciniccis 155 N. Main Street, West Bend
15 Workforce Development Center .. 2200 Green Tree Road, West Bend
16 U.S. Department of AGriCUlfUre ............coviieiieiiiiiieiiceec e 333 E. Washington Street, West Bend
Community
17 Addison Town Hall...........ooeeiiiiiiiiiiieeecce e 127 1% Street, Allenton
18 Barton Town Hall ... 3482 Town Hall Road, Kewaskum
19 Erin Town Hall ... 1846 STH 83, Hartford
20 Farmington Town Hall.............coooiiiiiii e 9422 STH 144, Kewaskum
21 Germantown Town Office ... W188 N13515 Maple Road, Richfield”
22 Germantown Village Hall ..o N112 W17001 Mequon Road, Germantown
23 Hartford City Hall .......c.coooiiiii e 109 N. Main Street, Hartford
24 Hartford Town Hall.... 3360 CTH K, Hartford
25 Jackson Town Hall..........ccccooiiiiiiiiii e 3146 Division Road, Jackson
26 Jackson Village Hall...........ccooiiiiiiiiii e N168 W20733 Main Street, Jackson
27 Kewaskum Town Hall ... 9019 Kettle Moraine Drive, Kewaskum
28 Kewaskum Village Hall ..o 204 1 Street, Kewaskum
29 Newburg Village Hall ..........cccooiiiiii e 614 Main Street, Newburg
30 POIK TOWN Hall ..o 3680 STH 60, Slinger
31 Richfield Village Hall ............oooiiiiiie e 4128 Hubertus Road, Hubertus
32 Slinger Village Hall..........cooooiiiiiie e 300 Slinger Road, Slinger
33 Trenton Town Hall ... e 1071 STH 33 E, Newburg
34 Wayne Town Hall...... 6030 Mohawk Road, Campbellsport
35 West Bend City Hall 1115 S. Main Street, West Bend
36 West Bend Town Hall ...........cocoiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiiceece e 6355 CTH Z, West Bend
Libraries
37 Germantown Community Library ...........cccccoooeiiiiniiiieniieeee N112 W16879 Mequon Road, Germantown
38 Hartford Public Library ...........ccoceeiiiiiiiiieiice e 109 N. Main Street, Hartford
39 Kewaskum Public Library ... 204 1* Street, Kewaskum
40 Slinger Public Library ... 220 Slinger Road, Slinger
41 West Bend Community Memorial Library ............ccceeveieiiienennnen. 320 E. 6" Avenue, West Bend
U.S. Post Offices
42 ATIBNTON ... 301 1% Street, Allenton (Town of Addison)
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Table 84 (continued)

Number on
Map 56 Building/Office Street Address®
U.S. Post Offices (continued)

43 COlGALE ... 3392 CTH Q, Colgate (Village of Richfield)
44 GEIMMANTOWN ...ttt ettt se et sbeesnneens W156 W11301 Pilgrim Road, Germantown
45 Hartford...... 45 E. Wisconsin, Hartford
46 Hubertus 3695 Hubertus Road, Hubertus (Village of Richfield)
47 JACKSON....ooiiiitiee e N168 W20580 Main Street, Jackson
48 KEWASKUM ... 347 Main Street, Kewaskum
49 NEWDUIG .. 440 Main Street, Newburg
50 RICHFIEI ... 1925 STH 175, Richfield
51 SHNGET ..t 350 E. Washington Street, Slinger
52 WESEBENG ... 607 EIm Street, West Bend

“The street address reflects the mailing address of the building rather than the local government in which the building is located.

bThe Town of Germantown office is the home of the Town Clerk. Town meetings are held at the Riteway Bus Company at the intersection of
Cedar Lane and State Trunk Highway 145. The Riteway Bus Company location is shown on Map 56.

Source: Washington County, Town of Germantown, and SEWRPC.

Table 85

POLICE DEPARTMENTS AND PROTECTION
SERVICE AREAS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006

Part-Time/

Number Full-Time Reserve
on Map Sworn Sworn

57 Police Departments Officers® Officers

1 City of Hartford...........oooooviiiiiiiiiis 24 0

2 City of West Bend........cccooeeiiecicceeeee. 56 0

3 Town of Trenton ........ccccevvviiiiiiiicicice 0 7

4 Village of Germantown ..............cocoeveiinne 30 0

5 Village of Jackson......... 11 0

6 Village of Kewaskum ... 7 1

7 Village of Newburg ... 0 5

8 Village of SINger........cccoeeeviviiiiiieeeee 8 0

9 Washington County Sheriff's Department ... 66 20°

@Totals do not include support service or dispatch personnel/communication officers.

“These are part-time deputies that work only once or twice a year for transporting or

special events.
Source: Washington County and SEWRPC.

There were 14 fire departments serving the County in 2006.
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Fire Protection Services

Map 58 shows the Ilocations of local fire
departments, all affiliated fire stations, and the fire
protection service area of each department in 2006.
There were 14 fire departments serving the County
in 2006, which include the Allenton Volunteer,
Ashippun Volunteer (Dodge County), Boltonville
Volunteer, Fillmore Volunteer, Germantown,
Hartford, Jackson, Kewaskum, Kohlsville
Volunteer, Newburg Volunteer, Richfield, Slinger
Volunteer, St. Lawrence Volunteer, and West Bend
fire departments. Table 86 sets forth the number of
full time, paid on-call, and volunteer firefighters in
each department and the area served by each
department. Many fire department personnel are
cross-trained to provide both fire fighting,
emergency medical, and/or hazardous materials
handling. In addition, most fire and emergency
service agencies have mutual aid agreements in
place if additional equipment or personnel are
needed to respond to an emergency.

Emergency Medical Services

As shown on Map 59, there were 32 emergency
medical service (EMS) zones served by 15 EMS
departments in Washington County in 2006. In
addition, the southwestern portion of the Town of
Erin was served by the Town of Ashippun, which is
located in Dodge County. Table 87 lists the
department that serves each zone.




Map 57
POLICE STATIONS AND SERVICE AREAS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006
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Map 58

FIRE STATIONS AND SERVICE AREAS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006
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Table 86
FIRE DEPARTMENTS AND FIRE PROTECTION SERVICE AREAS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006

Paid On Fire
Number on Service Zone Paid Fire Department Call Fire Department
Map 58 Fire Departments Area (acres) Employees Fighters Volunteers®
1 Allenton Volunteer Fire Department.................. 17,168 0 0 45
2 Ashippun Volunteer Fire Departmenth .............. 3,774 0 0 37
3 Boltonville Volunteer Fire Department .............. 12,204 0 0 40
4 Fillmore Fire Department...........cccceevvcivieneeennns 11,341 0 0 35
5 Germantown Fire Department...........c.c.cccveenns 23,169 3 full time/4 part time 36 0
6 Hartford Fire Department ............cccccceviiiineenne. 32,834 2 full time 58 0
7 Jackson Fire Department...........ccccceeceinieineenns 30,879 3 full time 35 0
8 Kewaskum Fire Department.............cccceeiieenns 15,589 1 full time 54 0
9 Kohlsville Fire Department..........c.cccccccvvveeeeenne 28,088 0 0 35
10 Newburg Volunteer Fire Department ................ 21,716 0 0 58
1 Richfield Volunteer Fire Department................. 30,489 2 full time 60 0
12 Slinger Volunteer Fire Department.................... 16,457 0 0 50
13 St. Lawrence Volunteer Fire Department.......... 12,154 0 0 42
14 West Bend Fire Department............ccoccceeeieennne 22,917 40 full time 0 0

@Totals include active volunteer fire fighters and emergency medical service personnel.

®The Ashippun Volunteer Fire Department is in the Town of Ashippun in Dodge County. The Department serves the southwestern portion of
the Town of Erin.

Source: Washington County and SEWRPC.

Public Safety Answering Points (Dispatch Centers)

There are four Public Safety Answering Points (PSAP) in Washington County taking emergency calls 24 hours a
day. A county wide PSAP is operated by the Washington County Sheriff’s Department. The other three PSAP’s
serve areas within their own municipal boundaries. These centers are operated by the Cities of Hartford and West
Bend and Village of Germantown Police Departments. These centers handle calls pertaining to fire, police, and
public works (sewer/water) emergencies. The City of Hartford Dispatch Center also handles calls related to its
electric utility. Map 60 shows the location of each PSAP.

Public and Private Schools
There were 36 public schools in five public high school districts and 26 private schools in the County in 2006. In
addition to primary and secondary schools, there were two institutions of higher learning in the County. These
are the Moraine Park Technical College, which has campuses in Hartford and West Bend®, and the University of
Wisconsin-Washington County. Map 61 shows the location of
public and private schools and colleges and universities in the
County in 2006, and the boundaries of public high school districts.
Two of the school districts extend outside the County (Hartford
Union High School and Kewaskum). A portion of the Town of
Jackson is in the Cedarburg High School District, which extends
westward from Ozaukee County, and the portion of the Village of
Newburg in Ozaukee County is located in the Northern Ozaukee
High School District. In addition, Hartford Union High School
District boundaries include the Erin, Friess Lake, Hartford JI1,

. . .. . There were 36 public schools in five public high
Richfield J1, and Rubicon J6 School Districts, which operate  school districts and 26 private schools in the County

elementary and middle schools. in 2006.

®In addition to the campuses in Washington County, Moraine Park Technical College also has campuses in the
Cities of Fond du Lac and Ripon in Fond du Lac County, and the City of Beaver Dam in Dodge County.
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Map 59

EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICE ZONES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006
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Table 87
EMERGENCY MEDICAL SERVICES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006

Number Service Number Service
on Map Zone Area on Map EMS - Rescue Department Service Zone Area
59 EMS - Rescue Department Service Zones (acres) 59 Zones (acres)

City of Hartford Town of Jackson
1 Hartford Fire Department/Rescue ............ 3,874 17 Jackson Fire Department/Rescue ........ 21,859
City of West Bend Town of Kewaskum
2 West Bend Fire Department/Rescue........ 8,476 18 Kewaskum Fire Department/Rescue...| 14,679
Town of Addison Town of Polk
3 Allenton Fire Department/Rescue ............ 15,252 19 Jackson Fire Department/Rescue ........ 7,356
4 St. Lawrence Fire Department/Allenton 20 Richfield Fire Department/Rescue......... 1,917
and St. Lawrence Rescue...................... 7,747 21 Slinger Fire Department/Lifestar EMS..| 11,526
Town of Barton Town of Richfield
5 West Bend Fire Department/Kewaskum 22 Richfield Fire Department/Rescue......... 23,307
RESCUE ...t 1,290 Town of Trenton
6 Kohlsville Fire Department/Kewaskum 23 Newburg Fire Department/Rescue....... 21,708
and Kohlsville Rescue ..........cccccovvveenee 1,295 Town of Wayne
7 West Bend Fire Department/West Bend 24 Kohlsville Fire Department/Allenton
RESCUE......eiiiiiiecieeeee e 6,057 and Kohlsville Rescue ...........ccc.cc....... 4,314
8 Kohlsville Fire Department/\West Bend 25 Kohlsville Fire Department/
and Kohlsville 1% Response.................... 3,830 Kewaskum and Kohlsville Rescue...... 18,649
Town of Erin Town of West Bend
9 Ashippun Fire Department/Hartford 26 Allenton Fire Department/Rescue......... 1,916
and Ashippun 1% Response ................... 3,774 27 Slinger Fire Department/
10 Hartford Fire Department/Rescue ............ 14,095 Lifestar EMS ........ccooiiiiiiieeeee 2,455
11 Richfield Fire Department/Rescue ........... 5,265 28 West Bend Fire Department/Rescue..... 7,094
Town of Farmington Village of Germantown
12 Boltonville Fire Department/Kewaskum/ 29 Germantown Fire Department/
Boltonville Fire and Rescue.................... 12,204 RESCUE.....ccevvieeeeeeeeieeee e 22,008
13 Fillmore Fire Department/Newburg Village of Jackson
Rescue/Fillmore Fire and Rescue.......... 11,341 30 Jackson Fire Department/Rescue ........ 1,664
Town of Germantown Village of Kewaskum
14 Germantown Fire Department/Rescue..... 1,161 31 Kewaskum Fire Department/Rescue ..., 910
Town of Hartford Village of Slinger
15 Hartford Fire Department/Rescue ............ 14,871 32 Slinger Fire Department/
16 St. Lawrence Fire Department/Hartford Lifestar EMS .........ccooviiiiiiiieee e, 2,258
and St. Lawrence Rescue....................... 4,671

Source: Washington County and SEWRPC.

Table 88 shows the location and grades served for primary and
secondary schools, the location of colleges and universities,
and the enrollment at each school. A total of 19,423 students
were enrolled in public elementary and high schools and 4,132
students were enrolled in private elementary and high schools
in the 2005-2006 school year. An additional 535 students,
including middle and high school students, were home o BOLIONVIL E LR

schooled during the 2004-2005 school year.” e : g UNIONv
- (I:EI_N_QETEQ.Y

Wi

Cemeteries

Map 62 shows the location of public cemeteries in the County
as of 2006. There are 97 public cemeteries in the County,
encompassing about 250 acres. The name, location, and sizeé  There are 97 public cemeteries in the County, encom-
of each public cemetery is set forth in Table 89. passing about 250 acres.

"The most recent information for the number of home-schooled students is for the 2004-2005 school year.
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Map 60
PUBLIC SAFETY ANSWERING POINTS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006
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Map 61

PUBLIC AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS AND PUBLIC HIGH SCHOOL

DISTRICTS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2008
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Table 88

PUBLIC AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS AND SCHOOL DISTRICTS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2005-2006

Number on
Map 61 Public Schools Grades® Enrollment® Street Address®
Erin School District
1 Erin Elementary School ............ccccccoviiiicne PK-8 378 6901 CTH O, Hartford (Town of Erin)
Friess Lake School District
2 Friess Lake School ..........cccoovveiiiiiiiiiiiie PK-8 328 1750 STH 164, Hubertus (Town of Richfield)
Germantown School District .............cccccceenee.
3 Amy Belle Elementary School..............ccccceu. PK-5 392 3294 Willow Creek Road, Colgate (Town of Richfield)
4 County Line Elementary School...................... PK-5 541 W159 N9939 Butternut Road, Germantown
5 Germantown High School...........cccccccoviiienen. 9-12 1,323 W180 N11501 River Lane, Germantown
6 Kennedy Middle School ............cccccceviiiieniens 6-8 876 W160 N11836 Crusader Court, Germantown
7 Rockfield Elementary School .. K-5 200 N132 W18473 Rockfield Road, Germantown
8 MacArthur Elementary School ..............ccc.c.... PK-5 399 W154 N11492 Fond Du Lac Avenue, Germantown
Hartford J1 Public Schools
9 Central Middle School..........cccceeeeeeveeeeeeeenns 6-8 539 1100 Cedar Street, Hartford
10 Lincoln Elementary School ............cccccveeveene PK-5 556 755 S. Rural Street, Hartford
11 Rossman Elementary School.............c..ccc.e.... PK-5 541 600 Highland Avenue, Hartford
Hartford UHS School District
12 Hartford High School ..., 9-12 1,704 805 Cedar Street, Hartford
Kewaskum School District
13 Farmington Elementary School....................... PK-5 245 8736 Boltonville Road, Kewaskum (Town of Farmington)
14 Kewaskum Elementary School .. PK-5 413 1415 Bilgo Lane, Kewaskum
15 Kewaskum Middle School............ccccceeriieennnes 6-8 419 1510 Bilgo Lane. Kewaskum
16 Kewaskum High School............cccociiiiiennnn. 9-12 655 1676 Reigle Drive, Kewaskum
17 Wayne Elementary School............c.ccocceevienn. PK-5 128 W5760 County Road H, Campbellsport
Richfield J1 School District
18 Plat Elementary School ...........ccccccoeiiiiiine PK-2 116 4908 Monches Road, Colgate (Town of Richfield)
19 Richfield Elementary School.............cccccceoee 3-8 296 3117 Holy Hill Road, Richfield
Rubicon J6 School District
Saylesville Consolidated School® ..o, K-8 158 N3501 CTH P, Rubicon
Slinger School District
20 Addison Elementary School.............cccccceeuenne. PK-5 373 5050 Indian Road, Hartford
21 Allenton Elementary School.............cccccceeuenne. PK-5 390 228 Weis Street, Allenton (Town of Addison)
22 Slinger Elementary School.............c.cccccoevnnen. PK-5 479 203 Polk Street, Slinger
23 Slinger Middle School 6-8 670 521 Olympic Drive, Slinger
24 Slinger High School 9-12 924 209 Polk Street, Slinger
West Bend School District
25 Badger Middle School 6-8 507 710 S. Main Street, West Bend
26 Barton Elementary School .. PK-5 405 614 School Place, West Bend
27 Decorah Elementary School PK-5 408 1225 Sylvan Way, West Bend
28 East High School ..o 9-12 1,264 1305 E. Decorah Road, West Bend
29 Fair Park Elementary School .............ccccccee.. PK-5 466 519 N. Indiana Avenue, West Bend
30 Green Tree Elementary School....................... K-5 498 1330 Green Tree Road, West Bend
31 Jackson Elementary School.............cccocevenns K-5 494 W204 N16850 Jackson Drive, Jackson
32 McLane Elementary School............ccccocceeenes K-5 563 833 Chestnut Street, West Bend
33 Phoenix Academy High School...............c....... 9-12 75 1710 E. Washington Street, West Bend
34 Silverbrook Middle School ............ccccevvveeneneee. 6-8 603 120 N. Silverbrook Drive, West Bend
35 Silver Maple PK PK 42 5190 S. 18" Avenue, West Bend
36 West High School 9-12 1,213 1305 E. Decorah Road, West Bend
-- Private Schools Grades® Enroliment® Street Address®
37 Bethlehem Evangelical Lutheran School........... PK-4 173 N108 W14290 Bel Aire Lane, Germantown
38 Crown of Life Evangelical Lutheran School........ PK-7 47 1292 Tally Ho Trail, Hubertus (Town of Richfield)
39 David’s Star Evangelical Lutheran School. PK-8 158 2750 David’s Star Drive, Jackson
40 First Baptist Academy School ...........ccccceveenen. K-7 15 224 Butternut Street, West Bend
41 Good Shepherd Lutheran School...................... PK-8 237 777 Indiana Avenue, West Bend
42 Holy Angels SChOOL............co.cooverireeeererrrens PK-8 389 230 N. 8" Avenue, West Bend
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Table 88 (continued)

Number on
Map 61 Private Schools Grades® Enroliment® Street Address®

43 Holy Trinity Catholic School ............c.ccccoveiiennn. PK-8 177 305 Main Street, Kewaskum
44 Kettle Moraine Lutheran High School................ 9-12 410 3399 Division Road, Jackson
45 Living Word Lutheran High School.................... 9-12 151 2230 Living Word Lane, Jackson
46 Montessori Children House West School.......... PK-K 100 1701 Vogt Drive, West Bend
47 Morning Star Lutheran School.............ccccceenee. PK-8 167 N171W20131 Highland Road, Jackson
48 Peace Lutheran School............cccccceiiiiiiiinnne PK-8 223 1025 Peace Lutheran Drive, Hartford
49 St. Augustine School INC..........cccceviiiiiiciienns K-11 63 1810 CTH CC, Hartford
50 St. Boniface Elementary School.............c..c....... PK-8 307 W204 N11968 Goldendale Drive, Germantown
51 St. Frances Cabrini School .............ccccccceviuvneee. PK-8 400 529 Hawthorn Drive, West Bend
52 St. Gabriel Elementary School ............ccccceeieees PK-8 122 3733 Hubertus Road, Hubertus (Town of Richfield)
53 St. John’s Lutheran School ...........ccccceevvenvnnneee. PK-8 226 899 S. 6" Avenue, West Bend
54 St. John’s Lutheran School .............ccccceieeinnne. PK-8 63 623 Congress Street, Newburg
55 St. Kilian Elementary School.............ccccoeenueenne. PK-8 199 245 High Street, Hartford
56 St. Lucas Grade School ............cococvvveeeeeiiineeennn PK-8 107 1410 Parkview Drive, Kewaskum
57 St. Mary Immaculate Conception School .......... PK-8 144 415 Roosevelt Drive, West Bend
58 St. Paul’s School...........ccccovviveiiiiiiiieeeeecieee PK-8 75 799 Saint Paul Drive, Slinger
59 St. Peter Catholic Grade School ..............c.c...... PK-8 67 206 E. Washington Street, Slinger
60 Tri-Center Alternative School ............................ 8-12 1" 515 E. Washington Street, West Bend
61 Trinity Lutheran School ............cccooiiiiiiiiiieene PK-8 74 1268 Pleasant Valley Road, West Bend
62 West Bend Christian School.............ccccceeeeennee. PK-2 27 1110 E. Decorah Road, West Bend
63 Moraine Park Technical College — Hartford....... -- . 805 Cedar Street, Hartford
64 Moraine Park Technical College — West Bend .. -- - 2151 N. Main Street, West Bend
65 University of Wisconsin-Washington County..... -- 1,018 400 University Drive, West Bend

K is kindergarten and PK is pre-kindergarten.
®Enrollment is based on 2005 data.
“Street address is the school’s mailing address.

A portion of the Rubicon J6 School District is located in the southwestern portion of the Town of Hartford, but the district school is located in the Town of Rubicon
in Dodge County.

°Enrollment is based on 2006 data.
’Enroliment at individual Moraine Park Technical college (MPTC) campuses is not available. Total enrollment at all MPTC campuses was 21,886 students in 2006.
Source: Wisconsin Department of Public Instruction and SEWRPC.

St. Joseph’s Community Hospital in the Town of Polk is one of two hospitals in the County offering a full range of medical services.

Health Care Facilities

Map 63 shows hospitals and clinics for non-specialized medical services in the County in 2006. There are two
hospitals offering a full range of medical services. They are Saint Joseph’s Hospital located in the Town of Polk
and Aurora Medical Center of Washington County located in the City of Hartford. Saint Joseph’s Hospital had
138 beds and Aurora Medical Center of Washington County had 71 beds in 2006. Table 90 sets forth the location
of hospitals and clinics in 2006. Residents in the southern portion of Washington County may also receive service
from health care facilities in Menomonee Falls (Waukesha County). Menomonee Falls has one hospital,
Community Memorial Hospital, with 237 beds that is located on Town Hall Road. There are two clinics located in
Menomonee Falls. They include the Advanced Healthcare Clinic on Menomonee Avenue and the Medical
Associates Health Center on North Corporate Circle. Clinics are defined as an establishment that provides a
variety of medical services by more than one physician and/or medical personnel on an out-patient basis.
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Map 62

CEMETERIES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006
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Table 89

CEMETERIES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006

Number Number
on Map Location (Local Size on Map Location (Local Size
62 Name Government) (acres) 62 Name Government) (acres)
1 Addison Township Cemetery .... Town of Addison 0.3 45 St. Bridget Catholic Cemetery........ Town of Kewaskum 2.6
2 Boltonville Union Cemetery ... Town of Farmington 2.8 46 St. Columba Catholic Cemetery..... Town of Richfield 2.2
3 Cedar Creek Cemetery Town of Polk 0.9 47 St. Hubert Catholic Cemetery......... Town of Richfield 4.0
4 Cedar Park Cemetery.........ccc.c...... Town of Richfield 0.8 48 St. Jacobi Congregational
5 Christ Evangelical & Reformed Cemetery......ccooveveneeneeeneeenn Town of Richfield 0.8
Cemetery......ccoovveeviieiiiicene Village of Germantown 1.4 49 St. Jacob's Reformed Cemetery ....| Town of Wayne 0.9
6 Christ Lutheran Cemetery .............. Town of Jackson 1.4 50 St. James Episcopal Church
David's Star Evangelical Columbarium.........ccooeciniinienne City of West Bend _—
7 Lutheran Cemetery..........cc.cceueu. Town of Jackson 24 51 St. John Catholic Cemetery............ Town of Erin 2.6
8 Diefenbach Corners Cemetery.. Town of Polk 0.8 52 St. John of God Catholic
Emmanuel United Methodist Cemetery......ccooeeveneeceeieneeens Town of Farmington 1.6
9 Cemetery......cccooveiiiiciiinicne Town of Erin 0.8 53 St. John United Church of Christ
10 Faith Cemetery............oooooeeeee Town of Polk 13 Cemetery.....ccooveeieeicnicneenne Village of Germantown 1.4
Faith United Church of Christ 54 St. John's Evangelical Cemetery....| Village of Germantown 0.9
1 Cemetery.....ccooveeneecceeieeene Town of Polk 0.7 55 St. John's Evangelical Lutheran
12 Fillmore Union Cemetery............... Town of Farmington 14 Cemetery......ccooveeeneineinceenns Village of Newburg 1.4
13 First Presbyterian Cemetery.. Town of Richfield 04 56 St. John's Lutheran Cemetery........ Town of Jackson 2.5
14 Forest Home Cemetery | Town of Richfield 05 57 St. John's Memorial Cemetery ....... Town of Wayne 1.8
. ] B St. Kilian Catholic Cemetery
Friedens United Church of Christ 58 .
15 COMEASTY oo Town of Jackson 55 (O1d) e City of Hartford 3.3
. 8 St. Kilian Catholic Cemetery
German Methodist (Kopp's 59 .
16 Cemetery........ ( ‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘‘ ) ____________ Town of Barton 0.5 (NEW) ..o City of Hartford 14.5
German Methodist Episcopal 60 St. Lawrence Catholic Cemetery....[ Town of Hartford 3.9
17 Cemetery......ccooveeeneineineeenns Town of Farmington 0.2 61 St. Lucas Evangelical Lutheran
} Holy Angels Catholic Cemetery Cemetery (Old) Village of Kewaskum 1.1
8 (NEW) e City of West Bend 10.7 62 St. Martin's Union Cemetery . ..| Town of Farmington 1.9
19 Holy Trinity Catholic Cemetery....... Village of Newburg 4.2 63 St. Mary Catholic Cemetery ........... Town of Richfield 2.0
20 Holy Trinity Catholic Cemetery 64 St. Mary Immaculate Conception
(OId) oo Village of Kewaskum 0.8 Catholic Cemetery..............c....... Town of Jackson 1.4
21 Holy Trinity Catholic Cemetery 65 St. Mary Immaculate Conception
EW) ..o own of Kewaskum . atholic Cemetery (1st).............. own of Barton .
N T f K k 2.3 Catholic Ci t 1 T f B 1.0
22 Immanuel Lutheran Cemetery........ Town of Jackson 0.7 66 St. Mary Immaculate Conception
23 Kewaskum Union Cemetery.. Town of Kewaskum 0.8 Catholic Cemetery (2nd) ............ City of West Bend 2.7
8 St. Mary Immaculate Conception
24 Last H C t Vill f G t 2.0
25 Las Home Ceme ery TI age ?J irman own 0.9 67 Catholic Cemetery (3rd) ............. Town of Barton 8.7
2 LaSt OME CEMBLLIY ..vvvvsvvvree T°W” °f PaTkson 2 68 St. Mary of the Hill Cemetery ........ Town of Richfield 32
i 1 (=Y Y AU .
2(75 LeL: Cem;lery ol Park V?HWH © “2 ‘ g ) 69 St. Mathias Catholic Cemetery....... Town of West Bend 2.3
28 Mu fe'rT;C emotna ark.. TI age :P liwas um 0'7 70 St. Michael Catholic Cemetery ....... Town of Kewaskum 1.4
aviield Lemetery o] Townotro ' 7 St. Patrick Catholic Cemetery
29 Methodist Episcopal Cemetery....... Town of Wayne 0.4 (O1d) e Town of Erin 2.6
30 Newark Cemetery.........cccccoceeernnnnee Town of Barton 3.3 72 St. Patrick Catholic Cemetery
31 Orchard Grove Cemetery............... Town of Farmington 1.0 (NEW) oo Town of Erin 12
32 Our Savior's United Church of 73 St. Paul Evangelical Lutheran ) )
Christ Cemetery ... Village of Germantown 0.6 Cemetery......ccooveeencneinceenns Village of Slinger 0.8
33 Peace United Church of Christ 74 St. Paul Evangelical Lutheran
Cemetery.... Town of Jackson 0.9 Cemetery.....ccocvveeneceicinceenne Town of West Bend 0.4
34 Peace United Church of Christ 75 St. Paul United Church of Christ ]
Cemetery.... Town of Kewaskum 3.6 Cemetery......ccovveevciiniiicene Town of Erin 1.3
35 Pilgrim Rest Cemetery .... City of West Bend 1.1 76 St.CPauI'f Evangelical Lutheran T W 05
36 Pleasant Hill Cemetery................... City of Hartford 14.3 Smetery..... mmmm——— own o aere ’
37 Polk Dairy Cemetery Town of Polk 08 77 St. Peter Catholic Cemetery........... Town of Farmington 1.6
. . St. Peter Catholic Cemetery
38 Sacred Heart Catholic Cemetery....| Town of Addison 32 78 (OG) oo Village of Slinger 26
Salem United Church of Christ :
39 St. Peter Catholic Cemetery
Cemetery.... Town of Wayne 14 79 (NEW) e Town of Hartford 4.0
40 Samaritan Cemetery ... ..| City of West Bend 0.8 80 St. Peter's Evangelical Lutheran
41 St. Anthony of Padua Cemetery..... Town of Addison 0.9 Cemetery.....ccoveveiiniicnicneene Town of Addison 1.5
42 St. Augustine Catholic Cemetery ...| Town of Trenton 2.6 81 St. Peter's United Church of
St. Augustine Catholic Cemetery Christ Cemetery ........cccocvveeenene Town of Jackson 11
43 (010 oo Town of Richfield 0.8 & Sts. Peter & Paul Catholic
s St. Boniface Catholic Cemetery Cemetery......ccooveeenciniincaenns Town of Addison 1.7
(NEW) . Village of Germantown 2.5 83 Toland Methodist Cemetery ........... Town of Erin 0.2
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Table 89 (continued)

Leid Cemetery is also referred to as Erling Cemetery.

® L ess than 0.05 acres.

Number Number
on Map Location (Local Size on Map Location (Local Size
62 Name Government) (acres) 62 Name Government) (acres)
renton Township Cemetery.......... own of Trenton . nion Cemetery ............occccevieninns ity of West Ben .
84 Trenton T hip C i( T f Trent 0.7 91 Union C t City of West Bend 6.0
Trinity Evangelical Lutheran 92 Union Cemetery .........ccccocvvvienenene Village of Newburg 0.9
8 Cemet Town of Kewask 0.9
emetery ... own of Kewaskum . 93 Washington County Memorial
86 Trinity Evangelical Lutheran Park ... Town of West Bend 48.4
Cemetery (OId).......cccoevvrrinnnnne Town of Jackson 0.3 . Zion Evangelical Lutheran
87 Trinity Evangelical Lutheran o Cemetery......ccooveeencieineienne Town of Wayne 1.7
Cemetery (NeW) .....cccovvvreearennnne Town of Jackson 1.7 95 Zion German Baptist Cemetery....... Town of Wayne 0.8
88 Union Cemetery Village of Slinger 27 96 Zion Lutheran Cemetery................. Town of Jackson 0.1
89 Union Cemetery City of Hartford 3.9 97 Zion United Methodist Cemetery....| Town of Richfield 2.0
90 Union Cemetery .......c.cccvevveacriennne Town of West Bend 0.4 Total — 97 Sites o 2495

Source: Washington County, local governments, and SEWRPC 2000 land use inventory.

Child Care Facilities

Child care facilities are regulated by the Bureau of Regulation and Licensing (BRL) in the Wisconsin Department
of Health and Family Services. There are two types of child care facilities regulated by the BRL, family child
care centers and group child care centers. Family child care centers are facilities that provide care for four to
eight children. These programs are generally operated in a provider’s home and are licensed by the BRL under
Wisconsin Administrative Code Chapter HFS 45. Group child care centers are facilities that provide care for nine
or more children. These programs are generally operated outside the provider’s home and are licensed by the
BRL under Wisconsin Administrative Code Chapter HFS 46. In 2006, there are 14 licensed family child care
centers and 62 licensed group child care centers in Washington County. Licensed child care centers are shown on
Map 64 and listed in Table 91.

Assisted Living Facilities

Facilities for Persons of Advanced Aged

Facilities for persons of advanced aged (60-plus
years of age) licensed by the Wisconsin
Department of Health and Family Services as of
February 2006 are listed in Table 92 and shown on
Map 65. Facilities for the advanced aged include
nursing homes, community based residential
facilities (CBRF), adult day care, adult family
homes, and residential care apartments. There are
five nursing homes in Washington County offering
skilled nursing facilities. There are 17 CBRFs
serving persons of advanced age that offer room
and board, supervision, support services, and may
include up to three hours of nursing care per week.
There are two adult day care facilities in the
County. Adult day care is a day program that
provides the elderly and other adults with services
when their caregivers are at work or need relief.
There are seven residential care apartments in the County, which are independent apartment units in which the
following services are provided: room and board, up to 28 hours per week of supportive care, personal care, and
nursing services. There is one adult family home for persons of advanced aged in the County where a resident will
receive care, treatment, or services that are above the level of room and board and that may include up to seven
hours per week of nursing care per resident.

The Fields of Washington County is a residential care apartment facility
providing supportive care, personal care, and nursing services.
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Demand for facilities offering assisted living services for the advanced aged may increase over the planning
period. The number of available rooms at nursing homes varies at any point during the year, but typically,
nursing homes in the County have been able to accommodate the demand for people indicating an interested in
residing in a nursing home. Funding, however, is a problem. The County Department of Social Services stated
that approximately 100 people are on a waiting list to get financial assistance from the State to help fund nursing
home residency or other services provided by the County. In 2000, about 11 percent of Washington County
residents were age 65 or older. This percentage is projected to increase by 190 percent to about 24 percent of the
County’s population in 2035, with the number of County residents in this age group increasing from 13,212 to
38,325 persons. The number of residents age 85 and older in the County is projected to increase from 1,665
persons in 2000 to 5,627 persons in 2035.

Facilities for the Mentally and Physically Disabled

Facilities for the mentally and physically disabled licensed by the Wisconsin Department of Health and Family
Services as of February 2006 are listed in Table 93 and shown in Map 66. Facilities for the developmentally and
mentally disabled include nursing homes, community based residential facilities (CBRF), and adult family homes.
There are five nursing homes in Washington County offering skilled nursing facilities in 2006. There are four
CBRF’s serving mentally and physically disabled persons that offer room and board, supervision, support
services, and may include up to three hours of nursing care per week. And there are 26 adult family homes for the
mentally and physically disabled in the County where a resident will receive care, treatment or services that are
above the level of room and board and that may include up to seven hours per week of nursing care per resident.
Washington County supports about 400 physically disabled people. According to the County Department of
Social Services, about 80 families have “indicated interest” in placing a family member in long term care, but
currently, the County has no residency available for physically disabled persons. However, about five of the 80
families that “indicated interest” for a family member urgently need services for residency, the remaining 75
people are considered a “watch group” that may need assistance in the future. Once a vacancy becomes available,
the County decides which person that has “indicated interest” would best be served by the room available.

SUMMARY

This chapter provides inventory information on existing utilities and community facilities in Washington County.
The planning recommendations set forth in the utilities and community facilities element chapter of this report,
Chapter XII, are directly related to the inventory information presented in this chapter. The following is a
summary of the information in this Chapter:

e Sewer service areas within the County include the Cities of Hartford and West Bend and surrounding
areas; the Villages of Jackson, Kewaskum, Newburg, and Slinger and surrounding areas; portions of the
Village of Germantown; and the unincorporated hamlet of Allenton in the Town of Addison. About
50,128 acres, or 18 percent of the County, were within existing planned sanitary sewer service areas in
2006. About 15,084 acres, or about 5 percent of the County, and 71,500 residents, or 61 percent of the
population, were served by public sanitary sewers in 2000.

e Sanitary districts in Washington County include the Allenton Sanitary District in the Town of Addison,
the Bark Lake Sanitary District in the Town of Richfield, the Hilldale Sanitary District in the Town of
Hartford, the Sand Drive Sanitary District and the Scenic Drive Sanitary District in the Town of Trenton,
the Silver Lake Sanitary District in the Town of West Bend, and the Wallace Lake Sanitary District in the
Towns of Barton and Trenton. The Bark Lake and Sand Drive sanitary districts do not currently provide
sewage treatment or other services and are apparently inactive. There are also two utility districts in the
County; the Bark Lake Utility District in Richfield and the Pike Lake Utility District in the Town of
Hartford. The Bark Lake Utility District provides street lighting service. The Pike Lake utility district
includes land within the boundaries of the Pike Lake Protection and Rehabilitation District, but extends
outside lake district boundaries. Sanitary sewer service is provided by the Pike Lake utility district, which
discharges to the City of Hartford sewage treatment plant.
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Map 63

HOSPITALS AND CLINICS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY 2006
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Table 90

HOSPITALS AND CLINICS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006

Number Number
on Map on Map
63 Facility Name Street Address 63 Facility Name Street Address
Hospitals® Clinics® (continued)
1 Aurora Medical Center of 12 Cedar Community Health
Washington County ................ 1032 E. Sumner Street, Hartford Care ServiCes .....ooooueveeeevvnn.. 5595 CTH Z, West Bend
2 St. Joseph’s Community 13 Columbia St. Mary's -
Hospital ......ccoovveiiiiiiiiiie, 3200 Pleasant Valley Road, Polk Germantown ............cceeeeeuee... N112 W15415 Mequon Road,
Clinics® Germantown
3 Advanced Healthcare - 14 Hartford Care Center ............... 1202 E. Sumner Street, Hartford
Germantown...........ccceevereennn N112 W17975, Mequon Road, 15 Medical Associates -
Germantown Germantown ..........cccccvveeeennne W168 N11237 Western Avenue,
4 Advanced Healthcare - Germantown
Hubertus/Falls Medical 16 Medical Associates -
GIOUP o] 3055 Hubertus Road, Hubertus Hartford/Lone Oak ................. 110 Lone Oak Lane, Hartford
5 Albrecht Free Clinic - Hartford ..| 1032 E. Sumner Street, Hartford 17 SynergyHealth Hartford
6 Albrecht Eree Glinic - West CliNIC ..o 402 W. Sumner Street, Hartford
=0T TR 1201 Oak Street, West Bend 18 S(\/;fl?erngea'th Jackson W225 N16711 Cedar Park Court
7 Aurora Clinic Medical Group..... 1130 Gateway Court, West Bend NG v Jackson edar i Lourt
8 Aurora Health Center - 19 SynergyHealth Kewaskum
Hartford ........cocoovieieiiiinen, 1004 East Sumner Street, ClOIC oo 1701 Fond du Lac Avenue
Hartford Kewaskum
9 Aurora Health Center - ] 20 SynergyHealth West Bend
JACKSON ..o N168 W20060 Main Street, ClNIC v 1700 W. Paradise Drive, West
Jackson Bend
10 Aur_ora Health Center - 21 SynergyHealth West Bend
SliNger.....covveiiiiiiiieeeeed 1061 East Commerce Boulevard, CliniC-EaSt.......ccoeeeveeeeeeen. 1190 E. Paradise Drive, West
Slinger Bend
11 Aurora Health Center - West 22 SynergyHealth West Bend
Bend......coooiiiiiiii 205 Valley Avenue, West Bend Surgery Center............cc.c...... 1710 Vogt Drive, West Bend

A hospital is defined as a place that provides 24-hour nursing/medical care to diagnose and treat short-term illnesses and/or injuries.

bA clinic is defined as an establishment that provides a variety of medical services by more than one physician and/or other medical personnel on an out-patient basis.

Clinics limited to treating a specific type of illness are not listed.
Source: Washington County and SEWRPC.

e The Big Cedar Lake Management District and the Little Cedar Lake Protection and Rehabilitation
Districts, both located partially in the Town of West Bend and partially in the Town of Polk, have adopted
sanitary district powers in addition to their lake district powers, but neither district provides sanitary
sewerage services. The Big Cedar Lake District provides trash collection services for properties in the
district.

o Washington County regulates private onsite waste treatment systems (POWTS) for any development that
is not served by sanitary sewer. Development in this case applies to residential, commercial, and
industrial uses. Chapter 25 of the Washington County Code of Ordinances sets forth the regulations for
POWTS in both incorporated (city and village) and unincorporated (town) areas of the County. Between
1980 and 2006, permits were issued for 10,913 POWTS in Washington County.

e Groundwater is the source of water for residential, commercial, and industrial uses in Washington
County. Portions of Washington County served by public water utilities encompassed about 13,800 acres,
or about 5 percent of the County, in 2000. An estimated 66,800 County residents, or about 57 percent of
the County population, were served by public water utilities in 2000. Private water supply systems in the
County served about 260 acres in 2000. Other users get their water from private wells.
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Map 64
CHILD CARE CENTERS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006
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Table 91

CHILD CARE CENTERS IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006

Number
on Map

64 Facility Name Street Address?® Class Capacity
1 Ahlers Child Care ..........uueuueeeeeee s 1607 Williams Court, West Bend Family 8
2 All My Children Care Center..........ccccovvveivieeeiiieeeineen, 419 Roosevelt Drive, West Bend Group 40
3 Amy’s Family Learning Center ...........ccccceveviieeniieennns N170 W20658 Parkview Drive, Jackson Family 8
4 Apple Blossom Child Development Center .................. 517 Congress Street, Newburg Group 70
5 Briar Patch Family Day Care Center............cccccccveeenes 337 S. Rural Street, Hartford Family 8
6 Busy Bee Learning Tree, LLC .........cccooiiiiiininiiice 204 Slinger Road, Slinger Group 100
7 Busy Bee Learning Tree, LLC ...........cooiiiiiiiiiiiiinns 437 E. Washington Street, Slinger Group 40
8 Children’s Tender Care ........cccccoeceveeeiieesiieeeiiee e W188 N11927 Maple Road Unit 20, Germantown Group 60
9 Child’s PIacCe .......coooeeieeeieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeaaas 244 W. Loos Street, Hartford Group 60
10 Child’s Place — St. Killian's Center ............cccoevveveeevenee. 245 High Street, Hartford Group 48
1 Child’s Place, Inc. - Erin Site .......c..coeveeeeeciieeeeeeeeee 6901 CTH O, Hartford Group 17
12 Child’s Place Preschool...............cooovvvvveviiiiiiiiiiiiiiinnnnnns 738 W. Monroe Avenue, Hartford Group 12
13 CIUD REP o 415 Roosevelt Drive, West Bend Group 44
14 Country Corner Child Care.........c.cccoeeeeiiieeniiieeieeens 6912 CTH W, West Bend Group 45
15 Dickman Family Day Care..........ccccceeoueeneeneenicnieeenne 5573 Deer Wood Lane, Campbellsport Family 8
16 Dreams Learning Center, LLC ..........ccoccieiviiieiiieeens 1190 Western Drive, Hartford Group 15
17 Faith Lutheran Preschool ............ccccueeveeeeveeeieiiiiieennes W172 N11183 Division Road, Germantown Group 24
18 Family Ties Child Care Center ...........ccccceeeviveeinieeennns 1116 N. Main Street, West Bend Group 62
19 First Baptist Preschool & Child Care...........c.cccccueeeennes 224 Butternut Street, West Bend Group 20
20 Germantown Learning Center CC...........cccoovverienenne. W205 N11855 Deppert Road, Germantown Group 62
21 Good BUAAIES ........coeveeiieeiiieieeeeeeeeeeeeees 617 S. Main, Hartford Family 8
22 Happy Hollow Learning Center ..........cccccoooeeveeiiennenne 3265 CTH K, Hartford Group 87
23 Jenni’s Family Day Care ........cccoccvveviiieeiniieeiiiee e 803 Steeple View Road, Newburg Family 8
24 Kettle Moraine YMCA Cedar Lake CC...........cccuuuun..... 5505 CTH Z, West Bend Group 55
25 Kettle Moraine YCMA Learning Center.............cccec...... 5595 CTH Z, West Bend Group 55
26 Kettle Moraine YMCA Our Savior.........cccceeeeeeeeveeennnn. 1044 S. Silver Brook Drive, West Bend Group 74
27 Kettle Moraine YMCA Tot Time 5" Ave. ......c..ccocco...... 323 5" Avenue, West Bend Group 20
28 Kettle Moraine YMCA Tot Time CC ........ccccoecevveiveennne 1111 W. Washington Street, West Bend Group 72
29 Kiddie Kampus ..o N168 W22224 Main Street, Jackson Group 103
30 Kinder Haus Day Care and Preschool...............c......... N116 W16326 Main Street, Germantown Group 40
31 KLC School Partnership — Fair Park ...........cccccccceeenne. 519 N. Indiana Avenue, West Bend Group 55
32 Kool Kids Club — Barton .........cccceeeeeeeeeeeiiieeieeeieeeeeeeennnn 614 School Place, West Bend Group 32
33 Kool Kids Club — Decorah ..........cccccevvueiieeneenienieenienne 1225 Sylvan Way, West Bend Group 32
34 Kool Kids Club —Mac Arthur ............cccoveeeeeieiiiieeee. W154 N11492 Fond du Lac Avenue, Germantown Group 32
35 Kool Kids Club County Lin€.........ccoocvveniieeiiiieiiieees W159 N9939 Butternut Road, Germantown Group 49
36 Kool Kids Club Inc. — Addison ...........cccoeevveereeiienenne 5050 Indian Drive, Hartford Group 32
37 Kool Kids Club Inc. — Allenton .............cceevveevveevveennennnns 228 Weis Street, Allenton Group 20
38 Kool Kids Club Inc. —Jackson..............eeeveeeveeeeveeneennnnes W204 N16850 Jackson Drive, Jackson Group 80
39 Kool Kids Club Inc. — Slinger..........ccccovviieiniieeiiiieens 203 Polk Street, Slinger Group 75
40 Lane Family Child Care Center.........cccocceeveerverieneenne 733 Court Drive, Hartford Family 8
41 Learning Center (The)........ccooeieieicniiiecrc e 148 S. 8" Avenue, West Bend Group 24
42 Learning Garden — River Road ............cccceeviieeiiieennns 929 N. River Road, West Bend Group 80
43 Learing Tree Preschool — Pilgrim Road....................... N 10660 Pilgrim Road, Germantown Group 18
44 Little Folks School Club 1415 Bilgo Street, Kewaskum Group 23
45 The Learning Garden (formerly Little Folks School

ClIUD) e 5760 Mohawk Road, Campbellsport Group 25
46 Little Folks ScChoolhouSEe ............cuveeviieniinen 1040 Milan, Kewaskum Group 30
47 Little Hands Child Care Il ..........cccooveeeieeiiieiieeeeeeeeeeene, 1274 STH 175, Hubertus Group 60
48 Little Red Schoolhouse DC ...........ccocooieiiiiiinicee 285 Hillside Road, Colgate Group 88
49 Living Word Child Development Center ....................... 2240 Living Word Lane, Jackson Group 117
50 Medallion School — Green Tre€.......ccccevveeveevieeneeninnne 1330 Green Tree Road, West Bend Group 50
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Table 91 (continued)

Number
on Map
64 Facility Name Street Address® Class Capacity
51 Medallion School = Mc Lane...........ccccvveevveeereeernnnnnnnnnn. 833 Chestnut Street, West Bend Group 50
52 Momma Mary’s Daycare.............cccocevvriiieiiccnceeee 613 STH 33 East, West Bend Family 8
53 Monday’'s Day Care ........coccceeeviieeiiiieeniiee e eiiee e 2014 Hemlock Street, West Bend Family 8
54 Montessori Children’s HSE ... 1701 Vogt Street, West Bend Group 140
55 Once Upon a Child Care Corp ........cccevvveeiieeeiiiieennnns 205 Kettle Moraine Drive, Slinger Group 50
56 Our Little BIESSINGS ....cccveeieeeiieiieerie e 1364 Wayne Road, West Bend Family 8
57 Precious One’s Learning Center Inc. ............cccccvenee 3022 W. Washington Street, West Bend Group 90
58 Rainbows End Quality Child Care..........cc.cccoeveveennnnne W200 N10320 Lannon Road, Germantown Group 65
59 Riverside Day Care Center.............cccocevviiinciiicnnne 2110 N. River Drive, West Bend Family 8
60 Rocky’s Little ANGelS.........cooviuiiiiiiiieiiieeiieeeee e 220 Barbie Drive, West Bend Family 8
61 St. Andrew Lutheran E C Campus.......ccccccvveevieeeenneen. 7750 N. STH 144, West Bend Group 26
62 St. John’s Wee Care Preschool & Daycare.................. 520 W. Washington Street, Slinger Group 45
63 St. Paul’s Little Learners...........ccoceeveeeveeeveeeeeeeiieeereennns 799 St. Paul Drive, Slinger Group 45
64 Sycamore Tree Christian Presch/CCC ...........ccccceeei. 255 W. Lincoln Avenue, Hartford Group 72
65 Sycamore Tree House Rossman Campus................... 600 Highland Avenue, Hartford Group 48
66 Sycamore Tree Seedling Center.............cccccovenienennne 209 W. Lincoln Avenue, Hartford Group 32
67 Sycamore Treehouse Lincoln Campus...........cccceeee.ee.. 755 S. Rural Street, Hartford Group 60
68 The Kid’s Family Day Care.........cccccocervecieninieeeeene. 6777 Enge Drive, West Bend Family 6
69 Tiny Tots Treehouse Care Center ..........ccccevcvveeviineenne 7019 STH 144 Suite B, West Bend Group 40
70 Tuttle Creek Club Cool.........cooooviiiiiiiil 1415 Bilgo Lane, Kewaskum Group 46
71 Tuttle Creek Learnng Center INC.........coovvveiviveeniinnnns 1623 Fond du Lac Avenue, Kewaskum Group 52
72 Willow Creek Child Care...........ccceeveeeeeiiieeiieeeieee W164 N11310 Squire Drive, Germantown Group 148
73 YMCA Camp Mini Kani, Coffman Lodge...................... 860 Amy Belle Lake Road, Hubertus Group 20
74 YMCA Camp Minikani Wright Lodge ...........cccceevveeenne 860 Amy Belle Lake Road, Hubertus Group 24
75 YMCA Preschool Camp MiniKani ............ccccceevnenenne. 860 Amy Belle Lake Road, Hubertus Group 20
76 Young Cubs Day Care........cccceecuveeiieieeniiee e 7143 Hillcrest Drive, Hartford Family 8

@Street address is the center’s mailing address.

Source: Wisconsin Department of Health and Human Services.
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In 2006, curb and gutter stormwater management facilities served the Cities of Hartford and West Bend
and the Villages of Jackson, Newburg, and Slinger; portions of the Villages of Germantown and
Kewaskum, and portions of the hamlet of Allenton. The Towns of Barton, Erin, Farmington,
Germantown, Hartford, Kewaskum, Polk, Trenton, Wayne, and rural portions of the Town of Addison
outside Allenton generally rely on roadside swales and culverts to collect stormwater and runoff.

Solid waste collection in Washington County was provided by a combination of public and private
services in 2006. Solid waste is deposited at general-use landfills accepting municipal waste in adjacent
counties. There are no landfills in Washington County that accept municipal or residential waste. Each
local government in the County operates a recycling program.

Government and institutional buildings in the County include the County Courthouse and Federal, State,
and County offices, 19 municipal halls, five libraries, and 11 U.S. post offices as of 2006.

The Cities of Hartford and West Bend and the Villages of Germantown, Jackson, Kewaskum, and Slinger
each have a municipal police department that provides service 24 hours a day, seven days a week. The
Village of Newburg and the Town of Trenton also have police departments. These two department do not
operate 24 hours a day, seven days a week, and the Washington County Sheriff’s Department provides
service to these areas when the municipal police departments are not operating. All unincorporated areas
in the County and the Villages of Newburg and Richfield are served by the Washington County Sheriff’s
Department.



Table 92

ASSISTED LIVING FACILITIES FOR THE ADVANCED AGED IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006

Number
on Map
65 Name Street Address® Capacity
Nursing Homes
1 Cedar Lake Health Care Center.............coooovvvevveeiiiiiiieiiieieeene, 5595 CTH Z, West Bend 229
2 Hartford Healthcare Center.............ccooiiiiiiiiie, 1202 E. Sumner Street, Hartford 106
3 Samaritan Health Center ..........ccoooiiiiiiiieee 531 E. Washington Street, West Bend 212
4 Samaritan Health Center Sub-Acute Unit............cccccoevveiinnenn. 551 Silverbrook Drive, West Bend 23
5 Virginia Highlands Health and Rehabilitation Centers.............. W173 N10915 Bernies Way, Germantown 121
Community Based Residential Facilities
6 Autumn Oaks LLC .......oiiiiiiiiiecc e 227 E. Washington Street, Slinger 30
7 Countryview Group HOME .........cooiiiiiiiiiiiiieeie e N112 W12850 Mequon Road, Germantown 8
8 Deerview Meadows Assisted Living | ........cccocceeiniiieiiiiiennenn. 109 Lone Oak Lane, Hartford 14
9 Deerview Meadows Assisted Living Il ...........ccceeniiiiiiiineninenn. 111 Lone Oak Lane, Hartford 8
10 Everly HOUSE .......oooiiiiiiie e N168 W22022 Main Street, Jackson 16
11 Friendship HOUSE..........cocoiiiiiiiiic e 5595 CTH Z, West Bend 20
12 Hawthorn Manor INC. .........eeeviiiiiiieee e, 321 Hawthorn Drive, West Bend 15
13 Hawthorn Manor INC. ... 346 S. Main Street, West Bend 12
14 Ivy Manor of Jackson .........cccoiiiiiiiiiiiiici e W194 N16744 Eagle Drive, Jackson 22
15 Landmark at Jackson Crossing (The).. N168 W22022 Main Street, Jackson 20
16 LegaCy (THE)...ueiiiieeiie et 1025 Bell Avenue, Hartford 12
17 Maple Dale Manor Kewaskum |...........coceiviiniiiniiiiienieeieee 1038 Fond du Lac Avenue, Kewaskum 20
18 Maple Dale Manor Kewaskum Il...........cccooiiiiiiiiiiiinenieees 1042 Fond du Lac Avenue, Kewaskum 14
19 River Way Place LLC.........cooouiiiiiiieiee e 831 E. Washington Street, West Bend 40
20 Touchstone West Bend ...........cccccoooiiiiiiiiiiiiiiee, 1707 Carrie Lane, West Bend 8
21 TriManor LTD ... 1937 N. Main Street, West Bend 19
22 Wellington Place of Hartford .............ccocveiieiiiiiiiicc e 615 Hilldale Road, Hartford 28
Residential Care Apartment Complexes
23 Cedar Bay East........cccooiiiiiiiiiiieceecc e 5577 Home Drive, West Bend 54
24 Cedar Bay West .... | 5555 Cedar Bay Drive, West Bend 107
25 FIelds (THe). . eeiiieie e 675 East Washington Street, West Bend 24
26 Hawthorn Manor Apartments...........ccceeeveviiiieee e 275 W. Decorah Road, West Bend 12
27 Lakeshore at Jackson Crossing (The).......c.cccevevviiiiiiniieeninens N168 W22026 Main Street, Jackson 30
28 Legacy (ThE)....ei et 1025 Bell Avenue, Hartford 28
29 Maple Manor of Kewaskum .............ccoovriiiniiiiieniccee e 1038 Fond du Lac Avenue, Kewaskum 20
Adult Family Homes
30 Legate AFH... ... 229 W. Paradise Drive, West Bend 4
31 Symicek AFH 834 Center Street, Hartford 4
Adult Day Care Facilities
32 Aurora Medical Center Adult Day Service ..........cccccceevveieennne. 1022 E. Sell Drive, Hartford 20
33 LSS Adult Day CENtEr...........ccevureereereirieeneereeeeeesesseeseeneeseeeens 140 N. 7" Street, West Bend 20

Street address is the facility’s mailing address.
Source: Wisconsin Department of Health and Family Services.

e There were 14 fire departments serving the County in 2006, which include the Allenton Volunteer,
Ashippun Volunteer (Dodge County), Boltonville Volunteer, Fillmore Volunteer, Germantown, Hartford,
Jackson, Kewaskum, Kohlsville Volunteer, Newburg Volunteer, Richfield, Slinger Volunteer, St.

There were also 32 emergency medical service

(EMS) zones in the County served by 15 EMS departments in 2006.

Lawrence Volunteer, and West Bend fire departments.
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Map 65

ADVANCED AGED ASSISTED LIVING FACILITIES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006
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Table 93

ASSISTED LIVING FACILITIES FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006

Number
on Map
66 Name Street Address® Capacity
Nursing Homes
1 Cedar Lake Health Care Center..........ccccuevvvevveevveeevenriinnninnnnns 5595 CTH Z, West Bend 229
2 Hartford Healthcare Center............cccoooiiiiiiiieeee 1202 E. Sumner Street, Hartford 106
3 Samaritan Health Center ... 531 E. Washington Street, West Bend 212
4 Samaritan Health Center Sub-Acute Unit...........ccccccoveinienee. 551 Silverbrook Drive, West Bend 23
5 Virginia Highlands Health and Rehabilitation Centers............ W173 N10915 Bernies Way, Germantown 121
Community Based Residential Facilities
6 AUtUMN Oaks LLC .....ooiiiiiiiiieerceeee e 227 E. Washington Street, Slinger 30
7 Calm HarbOr .....ooiiee e 139 South 8" Avenue, West Bend 8
8 Countryview Group HOme ..........ccoooeiiiiiiiiiieiiceie e N112 W12850 Mequon Road, Germantown 8
9 Timberline Group HOME .......ccoouiiiiieeiicieieee e W164 N10502 Timberline Road, Germantown 5
10 Ivy Manor of Jackson ..........cccoveiiiiiiiiinicci e W194 N16744 Eagle Drive, Jackson 22
Adult Family Homes
11 17" Avenue Adult Family Home 233 S. 17" Avenue, West Bend 4
12 Beverly TeSSar..... .ot 1230 N. 10" Avenue, West Bend 4
13 CLA LEE AVE....oeeeeeeee s 1102 Lee Avenue, West Bend 4
14 CLA Slinger Adult Family HOme ..........ccoociiiieieiiieie e, 3941 Elaines Way, Slinger 4
15 Dennis Path Adult Family Home.........cccccooiiiniiiiineece 6874 Dennis Path, West Bend 3
16 Ellman Adult Family HOMe .........ccccoviiiiiiiieeeen 260 S. Silverbrook Drive, West Bend 4
17 Hans Street.. ... 1505 Hans Street, West Bend 3
18 HIL Carrie Lane ........c.oooiiiiiiiie e 1628 Carrie Lane, West Bend 4
19 HIL Columbus HOUSE.........cooiieiiiiiie e 5096 Valley Trail, West Bend 4
20 HIL Drake HOUSE .......coeiiiiiiiiiiie e 1630 Carrie Lane, West Bend 4
21 HIL Magellan House .... ... | 212S. 16" Avenue, West Bend 4
22 Imperial Court AFH .......ooiiiiiie e 722 Imperial Court, West Bend 3
23 Legate AFH. . ... 229 W. Paradise Drive, West Bend 4
24 Pamme Court Adult Family Home ... | 1545 Pamme Court, West Bend 4
25 PS LLC — Eder Lane........cccooiieiiieiieeiieseeee e 1620-1622 Eder Lane, West Bend 3
26 PS LLC — Firethorn ........cooiiiiieieeieee e 1209 Firethorn Drive, West Bend 3
27 PS LLC- Hillerest ......oovieiiiiiiieiieceeeeeee e 1017 Hillcrest Street, West Bend 4
28 REM Wisconsin |l Diane Drive.........cccccovveiiiniienieniceneeeen 6799 Diane Drive, Newburg 4
29 REM Wisconsin [l Germantown.............ccocevvveeeeeeieiiivieeeeeeenns N116 W16105 Main Street, Germantown 4
30 REM Wisconsin |l Greentree Road..............ccccccoeevvvveviieneennnn, 2205 Greentree Road, West Bend 3
31 REM Wisconsin Il INC, Patton Drive ..........cccocceeiiiieeninnienne 1354 Patton Drive, Hartford 4
32 REM Wisconsin Il INC, Meadowbrook Drive ...........cccccceeene. 505 Meadowbrook Drive, West Bend 4
33 REM Wisconsin Il INC, Loos Street..........ccccovevrveiiieiiiennenne 735 E. Loos Street, Hartford 3
34 REM Wisconsin Il Judith Court .... | 708 Judith Court, West Bend 4
35 SymICek AFH ... 834 Center Street, Hartford 4
36 Villa Park..... ..ot 1031 Villa Park Drive, West Bend 4
31 REM Wisconsin Il INC, Patton Drive .... | 1354 Patton Drive, Hartford 4
32 REM Wisconsin Il INC, Meadowbrook Drive ...........cccccceeene. 505 Meadowbrook Drive, West Bend 4
33 REM Wisconsin Il INC, Loos Street..........cccoeevrieinieeneennenne 735 E. Loos Street, Hartford 3
34 REM Wisconsin Il Judith Court............ccoooviiiiiiiieee 708 Judith Court, West Bend 4
35 SymICek AFH ... 834 Center Street, Hartford 4
36 Villa Park..... ..ot 1031 Villa Park Drive, West Bend 4

Street address is the facility’s mailing address.

Source: Wisconsin Department of Health and Family Services.
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Map 66

ASSISTED LIVING FACILITIES FOR PERSONS WITH DISABILITIES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY: 2006
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There were four public safety answering points (dispatch centers) in Washington County taking
emergency calls 24 hours a day.

There were 36 public schools in five high school districts and 26 private schools in the County in 2006
serving elementary and secondary grades. There is also one college and one technical college.

There were 97 cemeteries in the County encompassing about 250 acres in 2006.

There were two hospitals in the County offering a full range of medical services in 2006, Saint Joseph’s
Hospital located in the Town of Polk and Aurora Medical Center of Washington County located in
Hartford. Saint Joseph’s Hospital had 138 beds and Aurora Medical Center of Washington County had 71
beds in 2006.

In 2006, there were 14 licensed family child care centers and 62 licensed group child care centers in the
County.

In 2006, there were five nursing homes, 17 community based residential facilities, two adult day care
facilities, seven residential care apartments, and one adult family home for the advanced aged in

Washington County.

In 2006, there were five nursing homes, four community based residential facilities, and 26 adult family
homes for the mentally and physically disabled in the County.
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Chapter VI

EXISTING PLANS AND ORDINANCES: 2006

This multi-jurisdictional comprehensive plan is intended, in part, to review the land use plans adopted by
participating local governments, update those plans as necessary to comply with the comprehensive planning law,
and to reflect changes that have occurred since the plans were adopted. This plan is also intended to refine and
detail the regional land use plan and other areawide plans, such as County and local park and open space plans,
sewer service area plans, and transportation plans. In addition, this plan takes into account local planning
objectives identified by local officials and also those reflected in locally adopted land use plans and regulatory
ordinances. Accordingly, an important step in the planning process was a review of the existing framework of
areawide and local plans and related land use regulations. This chapter presents a summary of that review. Plans
and ordinances described in this chapter summarize those documents as they existed in 2006. Plans summarized
in this chapter may conflict with the recommendations regarding various issues made in this comprehensive plan.

PART 1: REGIONAL PLANS

Regional Land Use Plan

The regional land use plan sets forth the fundamental concepts that are recommended to guide the development of
the seven-county Southeastern Wisconsin Region. The recommended regional land use plan’ map, as it pertains to
Washington County, is shown on Map 67. The key recommendations of the plan include:

e Environmental Corridors
The regional land use plan recommends that primary environmental
corridors be preserved, with limited exceptions. The regional plan
includes guidelines for essential facilities and other limited
development that can be accommodated within environmental
corridors while maintaining the basic integrity of the corridors, as
shown on Table 94. Limited development on the fringes of upland
environmental corridors may also be accommodated under
specified conditions. Primary environmental corridors are shown on
Map 67. The regional plan further recommends the preservation, to
the extent practicable, of the remaining secondary environmental
corridors and isolated natural resource areas, as determined through

The regional land use plan recommends
. that primary environmental corridors be
county and local planmng efforts. preserved, with limited exceptions.

"Documented in SEWRPC Planning Report No. 48, A Regional Land Use Plan for Southeastern Wisconsin: 2035,
June 2006. The plan was adopted by the Regional Planning Commission on June 21, 2006.
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Map 67

2035 REGIONAL LAND USE PLAN AS IT PERTAINS TO WASHINGTON COUNTY

FOND DU LAC CO.

ADDISON

JROERN

DY
VILLAGE
RJCHF[EL%E\\\
B

!N
AWl
L i - o

HIGH DENSITY URBAN AREA
(RESIDENTIAL AND OTHER URBAN LAND — AT LEAST
7.0 DWELLING UNITS PER NET RESIDENTIAL ACRE)

MEDIUM DENSITY URBAN AREA
(RESIDENTIAL AND OTHER URBAN LAND — 2.3TO 6.9
DWELLING UNITS PER NET RESIDENTIAL ACRE)

LOW DENSITY URBAN AREA
(RESIDENTIAL AND OTHER URBAN LAND — 0.7 TO 2.2
DWELLING UNITS PER NET RESIDENTIAL ACRE)

SUB-URBAN DENSITY AREA

(RESIDENTIAL LAND — 0.2 TO 0.6 DWELLING UNITS
PER NET RESIDENTIAL ACRE)

MAJOR ECONOMIC ACTIVITY AREA

| - INDUSTRIAL (AT LEAST 3,500 INDUSTRIAL JOBS)
R - RETAIL (AT LEAST 2,000 RETAIL JOBS}
G - GENERAL PURPOSE (AT LEAST 3,500 TOTAL JOBS)

RURAL AREA

(PRIME AGRICULTURAL LAND, OTHER AGRICULTURAL LAND,

AND RURAL DENSITY RESIDENTIAL — NO MORE THAN C.2
DWELLING UNITS PERACRE)

Source: SEWRPC.

WAUKESHA CO.

PRIMARY ENVIRONMENTAL CORRIDOR
SURFACE WATER

MAJOR OUTDOOR RECREATION CENTER
M- MULTI-USE SITE
N -NATURE STUDY SITE

MAJOR TRANSPORTATION CENTER
A -AIRPORT

MAJOR UTILITY CENTER
S - PUBLIC SEWAGE TREATMENT PLANT
E - ELECTRIC POWER GENERATION PLANT

MAJOR GOVERNMENTAL OR
INSTITUTIONAL CENTER

G - COUNTY ADMINISTRATION OFFICE
T - TECHNICAL / VOCATIONAL

NOTE: THE 2035 REGIONAL LAND USE PLAN
WAS ADOPTED BY THE REGIONAL PLANNING
COMMISSION ON JUNE 21, 20086,

SHEBOYGAN CO.

j
VILLAGEOF
NEWBURG

OZAUKEE CO.

N

o

ENSSISESN

3MILES



Table 94

GUIDELINES FOR DEVELOPMENT CONSIDERED COMPATIBLE WITH ENVIRONMENTAL CORRIDORS AND ISOLATED NATURAL RESOURCE AREAS

Permitted Development

Transportation and Utility Facilities

(see General Development Guidelines below)

Recreational Facilities (see General Development Guidelines below)

Rural Density
Residential Other
Component Natural Development Development
Resource and Utility Engineered Engineered (see General (See General
Related Features Streets Lines and Stormwater Flood Hard- Development Development
within Environmental and Related Management Control Picnic Family Swimming Boat Ski Surface Guidelines Guidelines
Corridors® Highways Facilities Facilities Facilities® Trails® Areas Camping® Beaches Access Hills | Golf Playfields Courts Parking Buildings below) below)
Lakes, Rivers, and
Streams . - - e -- - - -- -- X X -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
Shoreland'. X X X X X X -- X X -- X -- -- X X -- --
Floodplain® .............. - X X X X X -- X X -- X X -- X X -- --
Wetland™.. -/ X -- -- X" -- -- -- X -- - -- -- -- -- -- --
Wet Soils.... . X X X X X -- -- X X -- X -- -- X -- -- --
Woodland................. X X xP -- X X X -- X X X X X X X4 X X
Wildlife Habitat . X X X -- X X X -- X X X X X X X X X
Steep Slope.. X X -- -- - -- -- -- -- x® X -- -- -- -- -- --
Praifie........ccoccoeneen. -- -9 -- -- - -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --
X X X X X X X X X X X X X X X -- --
Historic Site . -- -9 -- -- - -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- X -- - --
Scenic Viewpoint...... X X -- -- X X X -- X X X -- -- X X X X
Natural Area or
Critical Species
Habitat Site ........... -- -- -- -- -9 -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- -- --

yAY4

NOTE:

restrictive development limitation should take precedence.

APPLICABILITY

An “X” indicates that facility development is permitted within the specified natural resource feature. In those portions of the environmental corridors having more than one of the listed natural resource features, the natural resource feature with the most

These guidelines indicate the types of development that can be accommodated within primary and secondary environmental corridors and isolated natural resource areas while maintaining the basic integrity of those areas. Throughout this table, the term
“environmental corridors” refers to primary and secondary environmental corridors and isolated natural resource areas.

Under the regional plan:

« As regionally significant resource areas, primary environmental corridors should be preserved in essentially natural, open use—in accordance with the guidelines in this table.

* Secondary environmental corridors and isolated natural resource areas warrant consideration for preservation in essentially natural open use, as determined in county and local plans and in a manner consistent with State and Federal regulations.
County and local units of government may choose to apply the guidelines in this table to secondary environmental corridors and isolated natural resource areas.

GENERAL DEVELOPMENT GUIDELINES

e Transportation and Utility Facilities: All transportation and utility facilities proposed to be located within the important natural resources should be evaluated on a case-by-case basis to consider alternative locations for such facilities. If it is determined that
such facilities should be located within natural resources, development activities should be sensitive to, and minimize disturbance of, these resources, and, to the extent possible following construction, such resources should be restored to
preconstruction conditions.

The above table presents development guidelines for major transportation and utility facilities. These guidelines may be extended to other similar facilities not specifically listed in the table.

e Recreational Facilities: In general, no more than 20 percent of the total environmental corridor area should be developed for recreational facilities. Furthermore, no more than 20 percent of the environmental corridor area consisting of upland wildlife
habitat and woodlands should be developed for recreational facilities. It is recognized, however, that in certain cases these percentages may be exceeded in efforts to accommodate needed public recreational and game and fish management facilities
within appropriate natural settings. In all cases however, the proposed recreational development should not threaten the integrity of the remaining corridor lands nor destroy particularly significant resource elements in that corridor. Each such proposal
should be reviewed on a site-by-site basis.

The above table presents development guidelines for major recreational facilities. These guidelines may be extended to other similar facilities not specifically listed in the table.

« Rural Density Residential Development: Rural density residential development may be accommodated in upland environmental corridors, provided that buildings are kept off steep slopes. The maximum number of housing units accommodated at a
proposed development site within the environmental corridor should be limited to the number determined by dividing the total corridor acreage within the site, less the acreage covered by surface water and wetlands, by five. The permitted housing units

may be in single-family or multi-family structures. When rural residential development is accommodated, conservation subdivision designs are strongly encouraged.
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Table 94 (continued)

e Other Development: In lieu of recreational or rural density residential development, up to 10 percent of the upland corridor area in a parcel may be disturbed in order to accommodate urban residential, commercial, or other urban development under the
following conditions: 1) the area to be disturbed is compact rather than scattered in nature; 2) the disturbance area is located on the edge of a corridor or on marginal resources within a corridor; 3) the development does not threaten the integrity of the
remaining corridor; 4) the development does not result in significant adverse water quality impacts; and 5) development of the remaining corridor lands is prohibited by a conservation easement or deed restriction. Each such proposal must be reviewed
on a site-by-site basis.

Under this arrangement, while the developed area would no longer be part of the environmental corridor, the entirety of the remaining corridor would be permanently preserved from disturbance. From a resource protection point of view, preserving a
minimum of 90 percent of the environmental corridor in this manner may be preferable to accommodating scattered homesites and attendant access roads at an overall density of one dwelling unit per five acres throughout the upland corridor areas.

e Pre-Existing Lots: Single-family development on existing lots of record should be permitted as provided for under county or local zoning at the time of adoption of the land use plan.

o All permitted development presumes that sound land and water management practices are utilized.

FOOTNOTES

#The natural resource and related features are defined as follows:

Lakes, Rivers, and Streams: Includes all lakes greater than five acres in area and all perennial and intermittent streams as shown on U. S. Geological Survey quadrangle maps.

Shoreland: Includes a band 50 feet in depth along both sides of intermittent streams; a band 75 feet in depth along both sides of perennial streams; a band 75 feet in depth around lakes; and a band 200 feet in depth along the Lake Michigan shoreline.
Floodplain: Includes areas, excluding stream channels and lake beds, subject to inundation by the 100-year recurrence interval flood event.

Wetlands: Includes areas that are inundated or saturated by surface water or groundwater at a frequency, and with a duration sufficient to support, and under normal circumstances do support, a prevalence of vegetation typically adapted for life in saturated
soil conditions.

Wet Soils: Includes areas covered by wet, poorly drained, and organic soils.

Woodlands: Includes areas one acre or more in size having 17 or more deciduous trees per acre with at least a 50 percent canopy cover as well as coniferous tree plantations and reforestation projects; excludes lowland woodlands, such as tamarack
swamps, which are classified as wetlands.

Wildlife Habitat: Includes areas devoted to natural open uses of a size and with a vegetative cover capable of supporting a balanced diversity of wildlife.

Steep Slope: Includes areas with land slopes of 12 percent or greater.

Prairies: Includes open, generally treeless areas which are dominated by native grasses; also includes savannas.

Park: Includes public and nonpublic park and open space sites.

Historic Site: Includes sites listed on the National Register of Historic Places. Most historic sites located within environmental corridors are archaeological features such as American Indian settlements and effigy mounds and cultural features such as small,
old cemeteries. On a limited basis, small historic buildings may also be encompassed within delineated corridors.

Scenic Viewpoint: Includes vantage points from which a diversity of natural features such as surface waters, wetlands, woodlands, and agricultural lands can be observed.

Natural Area and Critical Species Habitat Sites: Includes natural areas and critical species habitat sites as identified in the regional natural areas and critical species habitat protection and management plan.

bIncludes such improvements as stream channel modifications and such facilities as dams.

°Includes trails for such activities as hiking, bicycling, cross-country skiing, nature study, and horseback riding, and excludes all motorized trail activities. It should be recognized that trails for motorized activities such as snowmobiling that are located outside the
environmental corridors may of necessity have to cross environmental corridor lands. Proposals for such crossings should be evaluated on a case-by-case basis, and if it is determined that they are necessary, such trail crossings should be designed to ensure
minimum disturbance of the natural resources.

“Includes areas intended to accommodate camping in tents, trailers, or recreational vehicles which remain at the site for short periods of time, typically ranging from an overnight stay to a two-week stay.
°Certain transportation facilities such as bridges may be constructed over such resources.

fUti/ity facilities such as sanitary sewers may be located in or under such resources.

9Electric power transmission lines and similar lines may be suspended over such resources.

hCertain flood control facilities such as dams and channel modifications may need to be provided in such resources to reduce or eliminate flood damage to existing development.

'Bridges for trail facilities may be constructed over such resources.

IConsistent with Chapter NR 115 of the Wisconsin Administrative Code.

kConsistent with Chapter NR 116 of the Wisconsin Administrative Code.

'Streets and highways may cross such resources. Where this occurs, there should be no net loss of flood storage capacity or wetlands. Guidelines for mitigation of impacts on wetlands by Wisconsin Department of Transportation facility projects are set forth in
Chapter Trans 400 of the Wisconsin Administrative Code.

"Any development affecting wetlands must adhere to the water quality standards for wetlands established under Chapter NR 103 of the Wisconsin Administrative Code.
"Only and appropriately designed boardwalk/trail should be permitted.

°Wetlands may be incorporated as part of a golf course, provided there is no disturbance of the wetlands.

PGenerally excludes detention, retention, and infiltration basins. Such facilities should be permitted only if no reasonable alternative is available.

9Only if no alternative is available.

"Only appropriately designed and located hiking and cross-country ski trails should be permitted.

°Only an appropriately designed, vegetated, and maintained ski hill should be permitted.

Source: SEWRPC 2035 Regional Land Use Plan.



Urban Development

The regional land use plan recommends a
centralized regional settlement pattern within
defined urban service areas. @ New urban
development is encouraged to occur largely as
infill in existing urban centers and in urban
growth areas emanating outward from existing
urban centers. The regional plan also
recommends that existing developed areas be
conserved and enhanced; that new urban
development occur at densities which can
efficiently and effectively be supported by
public sanitary sewerage, water supply, and
other services; and that urban development
occur only in those areas that are covered by
soils suitable for such development and which  the regional land use plan recommends new development to

are not subject to special hazards such as  occur largely as infill in existing urban centers and in urban growth
ﬂooding or erosion areas emanating outward from existing urban centers.

Prime Agricultural Land

The regional land use plan recommends that
prime agricultural land be preserved for long-
term agricultural use and not be converted to
either urban development or to other forms of
rural development. An exception is prime
agricultural land located adjacent to existing
urban centers and within planned urban
growth/sewer service areas, which is proposed
to be converted to urban use to provide for
orderly growth of those urban centers. The
regional plan defers to county plans to identify
prime agricultural land. Prime agricultural land
is identified by the Washington County
farmland preservation plan, which was adopted
in 1981. The 2020 Washington County park
and open space plan, adopted in 2004, updated
farmland preservation areas to reflect farmland
converted to urban uses since 1981 (see Map 70
in this chapter). This comprehensive plan

The regional land use plan recommends that prime agricultural
; land be preserved for long-term agricultural use and not be
recommends farmland protection areas to the  converted to either urban development or to other forms of rural

year 2035, which are described in the Land Use development, except when adjacent to urban centers and within

sewer service areas.

Element (Chapter 1X).

Other Agricultural and Rural-Density Residential Lands

In addition to preserving prime agricultural lands and environmental corridors, the regional land use plan
seeks to maintain the rural character of other lands located outside planned urban service areas. The plan
encourages continued agricultural and other open space uses in such areas. The plan seeks to limit
development in such areas primarily to rural-density residential development, with an overall density of
no more than one dwelling unit per five acres. Where rural residential development is accommodated, the
regional plan encourages the use of conservation design, with homes grouped together on relatively small
lots surrounded by permanently preserved agricultural, recreational, or natural resource areas such as
woodlands, wetlands, or prairies sufficient to maintain the maximum recommended density of no more
than one home per five acres.
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Regional Transportation System Plan

The regional transportation system plan® is intended to
provide a vision for, and guide to, transportation system
development in the Region for 20 or more years into the
future. It is a multimodal plan of recommended transportation
actions designed to address existing and anticipated future
transportation problems and needs. The plan consists of four
principal elements: public transit, systems management,
bicycle and pedestrian facilities, and arterial streets and
highways. Future needs for transit, street and highway, and
other transportation improvements considered in the regional
transportation planning process are derived from the future
growth proposed in the regional land use plan. The 2035
regional transportation system plan, and modifications to that
plan recommended by the Washington County jurisdictional
highway system plan advisory committee and through this
planning process, are described in the Transportation Element
(Chapter XI).

Regional Natural Areas Plan

The regional natural areas plan as it pertains to Washington
County is depicted on Maps 25 and 26 in Chapter IIl. The
natural areas plan® identifies the most significant remaining
natural areas, critical species habitats, geological sites, and
archaeological sites in the Region, and recommends means
for their protection and management. The plan identifies
potential sites to be placed in public or private protective
ownership, and other sites to be protected, insofar as it is
possible, through zoning or other regulatory means without
protective ownership. It also recommends that a detailed
management plan be prepared and implemented for each site
placed under protective ownership. The recommendations of
the regional natural areas plan were incorporated into, and
adjusted by, the Washington County 2020 Park and Open
Space Plan.

’Documented in SEWRPC Planning Report No. 49, A
Regional Transportation System Plan for Southeastern
Wisconsin: 2035, June 2006. The plan was adopted by the
Regional Planning Commission on June 21, 2006.

3Documented in SEWRPC Planning Report No. 42, A Natural
Areas and Critical Species Habitat Protection and
Management Plan for Southeastern Wisconsin, September

1997. An update to the plan is expected to be completed in
2009.
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The 2035 regional transportation plan recommendations are
based on anticipated future land use development patterns
and the related forecasts of future traffic volumes, not
current traffic volumes.

The public transit element of the regional transportation
plan envisions significant improvement and expansion of
public transit in southeastern Wisconsin.

The bicycle and pedestrian facility element of the adopted
regional plan is intended to encourage bicycle and
pedestrian travel as an alternative to personal motor vehicle
travel.



An inventory of natural areas, critical species habitat sites, and geological areas in the County is included in
Chapter III. Recommendations for the acquisition and management of natural areas, critical species habitat sites,
and geological areas are presented in Chapter VII, the Agricultural, Natural, and Cultural Resources Element.

Water Quality Management Plan

In 1979, the Regional Planning Commission adopted an areawide water quality management plan® for
Southeastern Wisconsin as a guide to achieving clean and healthy surface waters within the seven-county Region.
The plan has five elements: a land use element; a point source pollution abatement element; a non-point source
pollution abatement element; a sludge management element; and a water quality monitoring element.

The point source pollution abatement element of the regional water quality management plan is of particular
importance to land use planning. That plan element recommends major sewage conveyance and treatment
facilities and identifies planned sewer service areas for each of the sewerage systems in Southeastern Wisconsin.
Under Wisconsin law, major sewerage system improvements and all sewer service extensions must conform with
the water quality management plan.

Sanitary sewer service areas in Washington County are shown on Map 49 of Chapter V. A list of adopted sewer
service area plans in Washington County is set forth in Table 95. Additional information regarding areas provided
with sewer service and sewerage facilities is provided in Chapter V.

Water Quality Management Plan Update

The Commission worked with the Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District (MMSD) to update the regional
water quality management plan® for the area within the Kinnickinnic River, Menomonee River, Milwaukee River,
Root River, and Oak Creek watersheds; the Milwaukee Harbor estuary; and the adjacent nearshore areas draining
to Lake Michigan. The planning area included that portion of Washington County located east of the
subcontinental divide, or about 59 percent of the County (see Map 20 in Chapter III). The interagency effort used
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency’s recommended watershed approach to update the water quality
management plan and to develop the MMSD’s 2020 Facilities Plan for the study area, called the Greater
Milwaukee Watersheds. The plan recommends standards to control point and nonpoint pollution sources, and
provides the basis for decisions on community, industrial, and private waste disposal systems.

Regional Water Supply Plan

The Commission is conducting a regional water supply study for the Southeastern Wisconsin Region. The
regional water supply plan together with the abovementioned groundwater inventories and a ground water
simulation model will form the SEWRPC regional water supply management program. The preparation of these
three elements includes interagency partnerships with the U.S. Geological Survey, the Wisconsin Geological and
Natural History Survey, the Univ