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SOUTHEASTERN WISCONSIN
WAUKESHA, WISCONSIN 531B7·1607 •

PLANNINREGIONAL
•P.O. BOX 1607•916 N. EAST AVENUE

November 26, 1987

TO: The Common Council of the Cities of New Berlin and Brookfield, the Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District, and the
Waukesha County Park and Planning Commission.

The adopted regional water quality management plan for southeastern Wisconsin identifies in a preliminary manner recommended
sanitary sewer service areas tributary to each of the existing and proposed sewage treatment plants within the Region. The plan
recommends that these service areas be refined and detailed through the cooperative efforts of the local units and agencies of
government concerned so that the service areas properly reflect local, as well as areawide, development objectives. This refinement
and detailing is particularly important in light of provisions in the Wisconsin Administrative Code which require that the Wisconsin
Department of Natural Resources with respect to public sanitary sewers, and the Wisconsin Department of Industry, Labor and
Human Relations with respect to private sanitary sewers, make a finding that all proposed sanitary sewer extensions be in confor­
mance with the adopted regional water quality management plan and the sanitary sewer service areas identified in that plan. These
Departments, in carrying out their responsibilities in this respect, require that the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning
Commission, as the designated areawide water quality management planning agency for the Southeastern Wisconsin Region, review
and co~ment on each proposed sewer extension as to its relationship to the approved plan and sewer service area. If such review
can be based on a refined service area cooperatively identified by the local units of government concerned, then no conflicts
concerning sanitary sewer extensions should arise, and the entire sewerage system and related land use development process can
proceed in a smooth and efficient manner.

Acting in response to the recommendations made in the adopted regional water quality management plan, the City of New Berlin
on February 14,1984, requested that the Regional Planning Commission assist the City in refining and detailing the recommended
sanitary sewer service area tributary to the Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District sewage treatment facilities. This report docu­
ments the results of that refinement process.

The report contains a map showing not only the recommended refined sanitary sewer service area, but also the location and extent
of the environmental corridors within that service area. These environmental corridors contain the best and most important
elements of the natural resource base within the sewer service area. Their preservation in essentially natural, open uses is important
to the maintenance of the overall quality of the environment in the area, while avoiding the creation of serious and costly develop­
mental problems. Accordingly, urban development should not be encouraged to occur within these corridors, a factor which
should be taken into consideration in the future extension of sanitary sewer service.

Public hearings were held on August 27, 1987, and November 11, 1987, to discuss the preliminary findings and recommendations
of the sewer service area refinement process and to receive the comments and suggestions of the local elected officials concerned
and of interested citizens. The recommendations contained in this report reflect the pertinent comments and suggestions made at
the hearings.

The sanitary sewer service area herein presented is intended to constitute a refinement of the areawide water quality management
plan adopted by the Regional Planning Commission in July 1979. Accordingly, upon adoption of this report by the local units and
agencies of government concerned and subsequent adoption by the Regional Planning Commission, this report will be certified to
the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources, the Governor, and the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency as an amendment
to the adopted areawide water quality management plan.

The sanitary sewer service area presented in this report provides a sound guide which can assist the responsible public officials
in the making of sewer service-related development decisions in the City of New Berlin. Accordingly, careful consideration and
adoption of this report by all parties concerned is respectfully urged. The Regional Planning Commission stands ready to assist the
City in implementing the recommendations contained in this report.

Respectfully submitted,

Kurt W. Bauer
Executive Director
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Chapter I

INTRODUCTION

BACKGROUND

On July 12, 1979, the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission
formally adopted an areawide water quality management plan for southeastern
Wisconsin. The plan is aimed at achieving clean and wholesome surface waters
within the seven-county Region, surface waters that are "fishable and
swimmable. "1

The plan has five basic elements: 1) a land use element consisting of recom­
mendations for the location of new urban development in the Region and for the
preservation of primary environmental corridors and prime agricultural lands;
2) a point source pollution abatement element, including recommendations con­
cerning the location and extent of sanitary sewer service areas, the location,
type, and capacity of, and the 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; 3) a nonpoint source pollution abatement
element, consisting of recommendations for the control of pollutant runoff from
rural and urban lands; 4) a sludge management element, consisting of recom­
mendations for the handling and disposal of sludges from sewage treatment
facilities; and 5) recommendations for the establishment of continuing water
quality monitoring efforts in the Region.

The plan was formally certified over the period July 23 to September 20, 1979,
to all of the local units of government in the Region and to the concerned
state and federal agencies. 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 (DNR) must be found to be in
accordance with the adopted and endorsed plan. These actions include, among
others, DNR approval of waste discharge permits, DNR approval of state and
federal grants for the construction of wastewater treatment and conveyance
facilities, and DNR approval of locally proposed sanitary sewer extensions.

NEED FOR REFINEMENT AND DETAILING
OF LOCAL SANITARY SEWER SERVICE AREAS

As noted above, the adopted regional water quality management plan includes
recommended sanitary sewer service areas attendant to each recommended sewage

lThe adopted areawide water quality management plan is documented in SEWRPC
Planning Report No. 30, A Regional Water Quality Management Plan for South­
eastern Wisconsin: 2000, Volume One, Inventory Findings; Volume Two, Alterna­
tive Plans; and Volume Three, Recommended Plan.



treatment facility. There are a total of 85 such identified sanitary sewer ser­
vice areas in the plan, as shown on Map 1. These recommended sanitary sewer
service areas are based upon the urban land use configuration identified in
the Commission-adopted regional land use plan for the year 2000. 2 As such,
the delineation of the areas is necessarily general, and may not reflect
detailed local planning considerations.

Section NR 110.08(4) and Section ILHR 82.20(4) of the Wisconsin Administrative
Code require that the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources, with respect
to public sanitary sewers, and the Wisconsin Department of Industry, Labor and
Human Relations, with respect to private sanitary sewers, make a finding that
all proposed sanitary sewer extensions be in conformance with adopted areawide
water quality management plans and the sanitary sewer service areas identified
in such plans. These Departments, in carrying out their responsibilities in
this respect, require that the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Com­
mission, as the designated areawide water quality management planning agency
for the Southeastern Wisconsin Region, review and comment on each proposed
sewer extension as to its relationship to the approved plan and sewer service
areas. In order to properly reflect local, as well as areawide, planning con­
cerns in the execution of this review responsibility, the Regional Planning
Commission, in adopting the areawide water quality management plan, recom­
mended that steps be taken to refine and detail each of the 85 sanitary sewer
service areas delineated in the plan in cooperation with the local units of
government concerned. The refinement and detailing process was envisioned to
consist of the following seven steps:

1. The preparation of a base map at an appropriate scale for each sanitary
sewer service area identified in the adopted, areawide, water quality
management plan.

2. The delineation on that map of the design year 2010 sanitary sewer ser­
vice area as proposed in the regional water quality management plan and
consistent with the objectives set forth in the adopted regional land
use plan.

3. The conduct of intergovernmental meetings involving the local or area­
wide unit or units of government operating the sewage treatment facility
or facilities concerned and the other local units of government that are
to be provided sanitary sewer service by the sewage treatment facility
or facilities concerned. At these meetings , the initial sanitary sewer
service area delineation is to be presented and discussed and the posi­
tions of each of the units of government concerned solicited.

4. The preparation of modifications to the initially proposed sanitary sewer
service area to reflect the agreements reached at the intergovernmental
meetings, meeting to the fullest extent practicable the objectives
expressed both in the adopted areawide water quality management and

2See SEWRPC Planning Report No. 25, A Regional Land Use Plan and a Regional
Transportation Plan for Southeastern Wisconsin: 2000, Volume One, Inventory
Findings; and Volume Two, Alternative and Recommended Plans.
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regional land use plans and in any adopted local land use and sanitary
sewerage system plans.

5. The holding of a public hearing jointly by the Commission and the local
or areawide unit or units of government operating the treatment facility
or facilities concerned to obtain public reaction to site-specific sewer
service area issues that might be raised by the proposed sewer service
area delineation.

6. The preparation of a final sanitary sewer service area map and accompany­
ing report.

7. Adoption of the final sewer service area map by the Commission and certi­
fication of the map to the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources and
the U. S. Environmental Protection Agency as an amendment to the adopted,
areawide, water quality management plan. Desirably, such adoption by the
Commission would follow endorsement of the map by the local or areawide
unit or units of government operating the sewage treatment facility or
facilities concerned, and by the governing bodies of the local units of
government that are to be served by the sewage treatment facility or
facilities. While such a consensus by the local governments concerned
will always be sought by the Commission, it is recognized that in some
cases unanimous support of the refined and detailed sanitary sewer ser­
vice areas may not be achieved. In those cases, the Commission will have
to weigh the positions of the parties concerned and make a final deter­
mination concerning the issues involved.

THE NEW BERLIN SANITARY SEWER SERVICE AREA REFINEMENT PROCESS

By letter dated February 14, 1984, the City of New Berlin requested that the
Regional Planning Commission undertake the refinement and detailing of the
proposed year 2000 sanitary sewer service areas tributary to the Milwaukee
Metropolitan Sewerage District and City of Brookfield sewage treatment
facilities.

The City of New Berlin, with the assistance of the Regional Planning Commis­
sion, initiated a community land use planning effort in March 1982. The City
and the Regional Planning Commission agreed that the preparation of a refined
sewer service area plan should await completion of the city land use plan,
since that plan would provide a sound basis for the development of a refined
sanitary sewer service area. The city land use plan, documented in SEWRPC Com­
munity Assistance Planning Report No. 111, A Land Use and Urban Design Plan
for the City of New Berlin: 2010, was completed and subsequently adopted by
the City Plan Commission in March 1987. A graphic representation of the adopted
city land use plan is shown on Map 2.

An intergovernmental meeting regarding the refinement of the New Berlin sewer
service areas was held on April 14, 1987. In attendance at that meeting were
representatives of the City of New Berlin and the Regional Planning Commission.
Subsequent to that meeting, a preliminary refined sanitary sewer service area
was completed for presentation at a public hearing. Prior to the public hear­
ing, a copy of a draft of this report setting forth the preliminary sanitary
sewer service areas was provided to the City of New Berlin, to the Milwaukee
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Metropolitan Sewerage District, as the operator of the sewage treatment 
facility and trunk sewer system anticipated to provide sanitary sewer service 
to a portion of the City of New Berlin, and to the City of Brookfield, as the 
operator of the sewage treatment facility anticipated to provide sanitary sewer 
service to another portion of the City of New Berlin. A copy was also provided 
to the City of Muskego, since a portion of the New Berlin sewer service area 
is tributary to the Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District through the City 
of Muskego. In addition, a copy was provided to the Waukesha County Park and 
Planning Commission because of the responsibilities of that agency for the 
protection of environmental corridors and prime agricultural areas, for the 
provision of outdoor recreational facilities, and for the general guidance of 
land use development within Waukesha County. 

Public hearings were held on August 27, 1987 and November 11, 1987. The public 
reaction to the proposed sanitary sewer service areas, as documented in the 
minutes contained in Appendix A, is summarized later in this report. The final, 
agreed-upon, refined sanitary sewer service area for the City of New Berlin is 
described in Chapter III of this report. The delineation of this area reflects 
the intergovernmental decisions made at the above-referenced meeting and the 
comments made at the public hearings held on the preliminary plan. 

6 



Chapter II

STUDY AREA DESCRIPTION

The study area considered in the refinement of the City of New Berlin sanitary
sewer service area is shown on Map 3. The study area consists of all lands
encompassed within the corporate limits of the City of New Berlin, and is 36.9
square miles in extent.

The 1980 resident population of the study area, as determined by the federal
census, was 30,529 persons, of which about 16,000 persons, or 52 percent, were
provided with centralized sanitary sewer service. The remaining 14,529 persons
were served by onsite soil absorption sewage disposal systems or by onsite
sewage holding tanks.

About 43,000 persons may be expected to reside in the identified study area by
the year 2010. It is envisioned that, of this total, about 40,100 persons, or
about 93 percent, will reside in the City of New Berlin sewer service area and
be provided with centralized sanitary sewer service extended from either the
Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District or the City of Brookfield sewage
treatment facility. The remaining 2,900 persons, or 7 percent, would continue
to rely on onsite sewage disposal systems.

During 1983 and continuing into 1984, the Commission staff--with the assistance
of the Socioeconomic Subcommittee of the Technical Coordinating and Advisory
Committee on Regional Land Use-Transportation Planning--developed a set of
projections of regional population change. These projections are for the design
year 2010, and provide one of the bases upon which all adopted regional plan
elements, particularly the adopted regional land use and regional transporta­
tion system plans, will be reappraised and extended to the year 2010. These
projections are fully set forth and documented in SEWRPC Technical Report No.
11 (2nd Edition), The Population of Southeastern Wisconsin, copies of which
are available from the Commission offices.

The conceptual framework employed by the Commission to develop these projec­
tions was the "alternative futures" method. Three alternative future scenarios
were postulated, two intended to identify extremes and one intended to identify
an intermediate future--a future between the extremes. Critical social and
economic factors that could be expected to impact mortality, fertility, and
migration rates over the next 25 years within the United States, the State,
and the Region were examined, and a reasonably extreme range of values was
established for each component of population change by logically linking vari­
ous component rates to these critical factors. This provided "most reasonably
optimistic" and "most reasonably pessimistic" scenarios of population change.
The most reasonably optimistic scenario is a combination of internally consis­
tent factors that would create favorable conditions for economic and popula­
tion growth within the Region, and the most reasonably pessimistic scenario
is a combination of factors that would create unfavorable conditions for eco­
nomic and population growth. This process allowed the population projections
to be based on a range of possible conditions that have been evaluated for

7



Map 3

STUDY AREA IDENTIFIED FOR PURPOSES OF REFINING AND
DETAILING THE NEW BERLIN SANITARY SEWER SERVICE AREA
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Source: SEWRPC.
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reasonableness and internal consistency. These projections are closely linked
to the employment projections for the year 2010 in that the migration assump­
tions postulated for each scenario were based upon the projected availability
of jobs.

The population projections for the City of New Berlin for the year 2010 pre­
pared under the alternative futures framework range from a high of 54,800
persons under the optimistic scenario to a low of 29,800 persons under the
pessimistic scenario, with the level anticipated under the intermediate
scenario--the scenario utilized in the preparation of the adopted City of New
Berlin land use plan--being about 43,000 persons.

9
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Chapter III

PROPOSED SANITARY SEWER SERVICE AREA

SIGNIFICANCE OF SANITARY SEWER SERVICE AREA DELINEATION

As noted earlier in this report, recent changes in the Wisconsin Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) and Wisconsin Department of Industry, Labor and Human
Relations (DILHR) rules governing the extension of sanitary sewers have made
the process of delineating local sanitary sewer service areas an important one
for local units of government and private land developers. Prior to the recent
rule changes, DNR and DILHR review and approval of locally proposed sanitary
sewer extensions was confined primarily to engineering considerations, and was
intended to ensure that the sewers were properly sized and constructed. The
recent rule changes significantly expanded the scope of the state review proc­
ess to include water quality-oriented land use planning considerations. Before
the two state agencies concerned can approve a locally proposed sanitary sewer
extension, they must make a finding that the lands to be served by the proposed
extension lie within an approved sanitary sewer service area. Such areas are
identified in the Commission's adopted, areawide, water quality management plan
and any subsequent amendments thereto. If a locally proposed sanitary sewer
extension is designed to serve areas not recommended for sewer service in an
areawide water quality management plan, the state agencies concerned must deny
approval of the extension. Consequently, it is important that an intergovern­
mental consensus be reached in the delineation of proposed sanitary sewer ser­
vice areas.

PROPOSED SANITARY SEWER SERVICE AREAS
AS SET FORTH IN SEWRPC PLANNING REPORT NO. 30

A number of important factors were taken into account in the delineation of
the recommended sanitary sewer service areas as set forth in SEWRPC Planning
Report No. 30. These factors also comprised important considerations in the
development of the adopted regional land use plan. These factors included,
among others, the location, type, and extent of existing urban land use devel­
opment; the location of areas where onsite soil absorption sewage disposal
systems were known to be failing; the location and extent of gravity drainage
areas tributary to major sewerage system pumping stations, or to sewage treat­
ment plants; the location and capacity of existing and planned trunk sewers;
and certain pertinent aspects of the natural resource base, including the
location and extent of soils suitable for urban development, the location and
extent of primary and secondary environmental corridors, and the location and
extent of prime agricultural lands.

Those portions of the plan year 2000 New Berlin sanitary sewer service area
tributary to the Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District treatment facilities
and the City of Brookfield sewage treatment facility as proposed in the
adopted, areawide, water quality management plan are shown on Map 4. The com­
bined sewer service area totals about 24.1 square miles, or about 65 percent

11



Source: SEWRPC.-

Map 4

THE NEW BERLIN SANITARY SEWER SERVICE AREAS
AS IDENTIFIED IN SEWRPC PLANNING REPORT NO. 30
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of the total study area of 36.9 square miles. As shown on Map 4, the sanitary
sewer service area consists of two subareas. Subarea A consists of virtually
the entire east one-half of the City and the south-central portion of the City,
and encompasses about 17.6 square miles, or 73 percent of the total service
area. Sewer service to this area is provided through the Milwaukee Metropolitan
Sewerage District. Subarea B consists primarily of the northwest portion of
the City and encompasses about 6.5 square miles, or 27 percent of the total
service area. Sewer service to this area is anticipated to be provided through
the City of Brookfield sewage treatment facility. In 1980, the resident popula­
tion of these sewer service areas totaled 28,001 persons, of which 24,384 per­
sons, or 87 percent, resided in subarea A, and 3,617 persons, or 13 percent,
resided in subarea B.

A population of 54,100 persons may be expected to reside in the combined sani­
tary sewer service area by the plan design year 2000, as estimated in SEWRPC
Planning Report No. 30. This planned population level was revised during the
preparation of the adopted land use plan for the City of New Berlin. That plan
recommends a land use pattern that would accommodate a population of approxi­
mately 43,000 persons within the entire City of New Berlin, of which about
40,100 persons may be expected to reside within the plan year 2010 sanitary
sewer service area. Of these 40,100 persons, about 39,400 persons, or 98 per­
cent, are anticipated to reside within subarea A and be provided with sanitary
sewer service extended from the Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District sewage
treatment facilities, with the remaining 700 persons, or 2 percent, anticipated
to reside within subarea B and be provided sanitary sewer service extended from
the City of Brookfield sewage treatment facility.

DETERMINATION OF ENVIRONMENTALLY SIGNIFICANT
LANDS IN THE NEW BERLIN STUDY AREA

Environmental corridors are defined as linear areas in the landscape contain­
ing concentrations of natural resource and resource-related amenities. These
corridors generally lie along the major stream valleys, around major lakes,
and in the Kettle Moraine area of southeastern Wisconsin. Almost all of the
remaining high-value wetlands, woodlands, wildlife habitat areas, major bodies
of surface water, and delineated floodlands and shorelands are contained within
these corridors. In addition, significant groundwater recharge and discharge
areas, many of the most important recreational and scenic areas, and the best
remaining potential park sites are located within the environmental corridors.
Such environmental corridors are, in effect, a composite of the most important
individual elements of the natural resource base in southeastern Wisconsin and
have immeasurable environmental, ecological, and recreational value.

The land use element of the adopted regional water quality management plan
recommends that lands identified as primary environmental corridors not be
developed for intensive urban use. Accordingly, the plan further recommends
that sanitary sewers not be extended into such corridors for the purpose of
accommodating urban development. It was, however, recognized in the plan that
it would be necessary in some cases to construct sanitary sewers across and
through primary environmental corridors, and that certain land uses requiring
sanitary sewer service could be properly located in the corridors, including
park and outdoor recreation facilities and certain institutional uses. In some
cases, very low-density residential development on five-acre lots, compatible
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with the preservation of the corridors in essentially natural, open uses, may
also be permitted to occupy corridor lands, and it may be desirable to extend
sewers into the corridors to serve such uses. Basically, however, the adopted
regional land use plan seeks to ensure that the primary environmental corridor
lands are not destroyed through conversion to intensive urban uses.

One of the steps involved in refining the New Berlin sanitary sewer service
area was mapping in detail the environmentally significant lands in the New
Berlin study area. Accordingly, Commission inventories were reviewed and
updated as necessary with respect to the following elements of the natural
resource base: lakes, streams, and associated shorelands and floodlands;
wetlands; woodlands; wildlife habitat areas; areas of rugged terrain and high­
relief topography; wet, poorly drained, and organic soils; and remnant prai­
ries. In addition, inventories were reviewed and updated as necessary with
respect to such natural resource-related features as existing parks, potential
park sites, sites of historic and archaeological value, areas possessing scenic
vistas or viewpoints, and areas of scientific value.

Each of these natural resource and resource-related elements was mapped on 1
inch equals 400 feet scale, ratioed and rectified aerial photographs. A point
system for value rating the various elements of the resource base was estab­
lished (see Table 1). The primary environmental corridors were delineated using
this rating system. To qualify for inclusion in a primary environmental cor­
ridor, an area must exhibit a point value of 10 or more. In addition, a primary
environmental corridor must be at least 400 acres in size, be at least two
miles long, and have a minimum width of 200 feet. This environmental corridor
refinement process is more fully described in SEWRPC Technical Record, Vol. 4,
No.2, in an article entitled, "Refining the Delineation of Environmental Cor­
ridors in Southeastern Wisconsin." The primary environmental corridors as
delineated in the New Berlin study area are shown on Map 5.

In addition, Map 5 identifies secondary environmental corridors. The secondary
environmental corridors, while not as significant as the primary environmental
corridors in terms of overall resource values, should be considered for preser­
vation as the process of urban development proceeds, because such corridors
often provide economical drainageways, as well as needed "green" space, through
developing residential neighborhoods. To qualify for inclusion in a secondary
environmental corridor, an area must exhibit a point value of 10 or more, with
such a corridor having a minimum area of 100 acres and a minimum length of one
mile.

Also identified on Map 5 are isolated natural areas. Isolated natural areas
generally consist of those natural resource base elements that have "inherent
natural" value such as wetlands, woodlands, wildlife habitat areas, and surface
water areas, but that are separated physically from the primary and secondary
environmental corridors by intensive urban and agricultural land uses. Since
isolated natural areas may provide the only available wildlife habitat in an
area, provide good locations for local parks and nature study areas, and lend
aesthetic character and natural diversity to an area, they should also be
protected and preserved in a natural state to the extent practicable. An iso­
lated natural area must be at least five acres in size.

Lands encompassed within primary environmental corridors of the New Berlin
study area in 1985 totaled about 2.5 square miles, or about 7 percent of the
total study area. Lands encompassed within secondary environmental corridors
totaled about 2.7 square miles, or an additional 7 percent of the study area.
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Table 1

VALUES ASSIGNED TO NATURAL RESOURCE BASE AND RESOURCE
BASE-RELATED ELEMENTS IN THE PROCESS OF DELINEATING

PRIMARY AND SECONDARY ENVIRONMENTAL CORRIDORS

Resource Base or Related Element

Natural Resource Base
Lake

Major (50 acres or more) ••••••••••••••••••••••••
Minor (5-49 acres) ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Rive rs 0 r St reams (pe renn i a I ) •••••••••••••••••••••
Shore land

Lake or Perennia I River or Stream•••••••••••••••
Intermittent Stream•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Floodland (100-year recurrence interval) ••••••••••
Wet land .•• , .• , ••••••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
Wet, Poorly Ora ined, or Organic Soi I .
Wood I and ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
Wi I d life Ha b i ta t

High Va I ue •.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
Med i um Va I ue ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
Low Va I ue ••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Steep Slope
20 Percent or More ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
1~-~9 Percent •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Pra I rl e •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Natural Resource Base-Related
Existing Park or Open Space Site

Ru ra I Open Space Site •••••••••••••••••••••••••••
Other Park and Open Space Sites •••••••••••••••••

Potential Park Site
High Va lue ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
Med i um Va I ue ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
Low Va lue •••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

His to ric Site
Structure •.••.••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
Other Cu I tura I .••••••.•••••••.•••••••••••••••••.
Arc;:haec;> I og i c;:a J ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Seen I c VI ewpo Int ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
Scientific Area

State Scientific Area •••••••••••••••••••••••••••
State Significance ..••.•••••••••••••••••••••••••
County Significance•••••••••••••••••••••••••••••
Local Significance ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••

Source: SEWRPC.
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Lands encompassed within isolated natural areas totaled about 1.3 square miles,
or an additional 4 percent of the study area. Thus, environmentally significant
lands in the New Berlin study area comprised about 6.5 square miles in 1985,
or 18 percent of the study area.

Although the adopted regional water quality management plan places great
emphasis upon the protection of the lands identified as primary environmental
corridors in essentially natural, open space uses, it also recognizes that
there may be situations in which the objective of preserving the corridor lands
directly conflicts with other legitimate regional and local development objec­
tives. For example, the regional plan recognizes that if a community were to
determine the need for a strategic arterial street extension through the pri­
mary environmental corridor lands in order to service an important local devel­
opment project, the street extension may be considered to be of greater benefit
to the community than the preservation of a small segment of the primary envi­
ronmental corridor. When such conflicts in legitimate community development
objectives occur, it is important that they be resolved sensitively, and that
any damage to the natural environment in the corridors be minimized.
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Map 5

ENVIRONMENTALLY SIGNIFICANT LANDS IN THE NEW BERLIN STUDY AREA
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REFINED SANITARY SEWER SERVICE AREAS

The refined year 2010 sanitary sewer service areas tributary to the Milwaukee
Metropolitan Sewerage District and the City of Brookfield sewage treatment
facilities, as agreed upon by the local governmental officials present at the
intergovernmental meeting referenced earlier in this report, and as submitted
to the public hearings, are shown on Map 6, together with the existing trunk
sewers.

The portion of the City of New Berlin gross sanitary sewer service area tribu­
tary to the Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District sewage treatment facili­
ties totals 19.3 square miles, or about 52 percent of the total study area of
36.9 square miles. This gross, refined, sanitary sewer service area includes
0.1 square mile of primary environmental corridor, 1.3 square miles of secon­
dary environmental corridor, and 0.5 square mile of isolated natural area.
Thus, about 1.9 square miles, or 10 percent, of the portion of the New Berlin
refined sewer service area tributary to the Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage
District would be comprised of environmentally sensitive areas. It should be
noted that ten parcels encompassing about 114 acres have been deleted from
the environmentally significant lands as originally inventoried and delineated
on Map 5. These deletions were made to accommodate implementation of the
recently adopted city land use plan, which recommends that these parcels be
converted to urban uses. No primary environmental corridors are envisioned to
be converted to urban use under the city land use plan. The land use plan,
moreover, seeks to minimize conversion of all environmentally significant
lands, limiting such conversion to areas that historically have been included
in previously designated and committed industrial parks and residential neigh­
borhoods. As indicated on Map 7, of the ten parcels envisioned to be con­
verted to urban uses, five parcels encompassing about 62 acres--24 acres of
wetland and 38 acres of upland woods--are located within secondary environ­
mental corridors. The remaining five parcels encompassing about 52 acres-­
7 acres of wetland and 45 acres of upland woods--are located within isolated
natural areas. Also shown on Map 7 is a 13-acre parcel located adjacent to a
secondary environmental corridor which, under the land use plan, is envisioned
to remain undeveloped and eventually to be re-vegetated to become part of the
secondary environmental corridor, providing a buffer between planned residen­
tial and commercial land uses. The refined year 2010 sanitary sewer service
area would accommodate a plan year 2010 resident population of about 39,400
persons.

The portion of the City of New Berlin gross sanitary sewer service area anti­
cipated to be tributary to the City of Brookfield sewage treatment facility
totals about 1.0 square mile, or about 3 percent of the total study area of
36.9 square miles. This gross, refined, sanitary sewer service area includes
0.3 square mile of primary environmental corridor, no secondary environmental
corridor, and less than 0.1 square mile of isolated natural area. Thus, about
0.3 square mile, or about 30 percent, of the portion of the New Berlin refined
sewer service area tributary to the City of Brookfield sewage treatment facili­
ty would be comprised of environmentally sensitive areas. The refined year 2010
sanitary sewer service area would accommodate a plan year 2010 resident popula­
tion of about 700 persons.
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PUBLIC REACTION TO THE PROPOSED SANITARY SEWER SERVICE AREAS

Two public hearings were held on the proposed sanitary sewer service areas for
the City of New Berlin. These hearings were held on August 27, 1987, .and Novem­
ber 11, 1987, and were sponsored jointly by the City of New Berlin and the
Regional Planning Commission. Minutes of the public hearings are reproduced in
Appendix A.

At the public hearing held on August 27, 1987, a brief summary of the sewer
service area refinement report for the City of New Berlin was presented prior
to receiving public comment. The rationale for refining and detailing the sani­
tary sewer service areas tributary to the sewage treatment plants operated by
the Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District and the City of Brookfield and
the importance of the final delineation of the service areas was discussed. In
addition, the significance of environmentally sensitive lands within the New
Berlin study area, namely primary environmental corridors, secondary environ­
mental corridors, and isolated and natural areas, was discussed. Comments on
the report and accompanying maps were then solicited.

A review of the initial hearing record indicates that a substantial majority
of those who spoke expressed opposition to having their lands included within
the proposed sewer service area. Residents in opposition represented two
separate and distinct areas within the City; namely, an approximately 1. 0­
square-mile area north of the Chicago and North Western Transportation Company
right-of-way and west of 182nd Street located in the northwest portion of the
City anticipated to be tributary to the City of Brookfield sewage treatment
facility, and an approximately 3.0-square-mile area south of Lawnsdale Road
and west of Calhoun Road, located in the southwest portion of the City anti- ~
cipated to be tributary to the Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District sewage
treatment facility. Residents of both areas indicated that they were not
experiencing operational problems with onsite sewage disposal systems. They
also noted that they had indicated their desire to be excluded from any sani-
tary sewer service area at public hearings and meetings previously held within
the City.

Following the public hearing, the City of New Berlin officials deliberated at
length on the testimony given at the hearing and the letters and petitions
received by the City subsequent to the hearing. At a meeting held on Octo­
ber 13, 1987, the Common Council determined to remove from the New Berlin sani­
tary sewer service area the 1.0-square-mile area north of the Chicago and North
Western Transportation Company right-of-way and west of 182nd Street located
in the northwest portion of the City, and to hold a second hearing on the
remaining issue.

A review of the second hearing record indicates that substantial concern was
again raised regarding the inclusion of the approximately 3.0-square-mile area
south of Lawnsdale Road and west of Calhoun Road in the proposed sewer service
area. Residents expressed concern that the identification of this area on the
sewer service area plan map would serve to promote intensive urban development
in the area. It was noted that the adopted City of New Berlin land use plan
generally recommended that the areas west of Calhoun Road remain essentially
rural in nature. The residents of this area, therefore, viewed the potential
extension of sanitary sewer service west of Calhoun Road as being a forerunner ~
of more urban development in the area and, accordingly, in conflict with the ~
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adopted land use plan. Any onsite sewage disposal problems that may arise, they
argued, can and should be dealt with on a case-by-case basis, resulting, if
necessary, in the installation of individual sewage holding tanks.

A special meeting of the New Berlin Board of Public Works was held on Novem­
ber 20, 1987, to consider both the testimony given at the second hearing, as
well as letters received subsequent to the hearing. The Board, based upon its
careful review of the testimony given at the hearing, then recommended changes
to the proposed New Berlin sewer service area for consideration by the New
Berlin Common Council at their November 24, 1987, meeting.

The New Berlin Board of Public Works basically concurred with the residents of
the southeast portion of the City and recommended that the proposed sanitary
sewer service area map be modified to remove lands initially identified in the
sewer service area south of Lawnsdale Road, west of Calhoun Road, and north of
8TH 15. The Board, however, recommended to leave in the proposed sewer service
area lands south of 8TH 15 in the vicinity of Linnie Lac which lands are cur­
rently being provided with sewer service through the City of Muskego sewerage
facilities as well as lands adjacent to Linnie Lac because of an expressed
desire on the part of residents within this area for sewer service. The Linnie
Lac area and adjacent lands total about 150 acres. The Board also recommended
that the initially proposed sewer service area be modified to include about
75 acres of land in the extreme southeast portion of the City. A portion of
such lands are currently being prOVided with sanitary sewer service through
the Village of Hales Corners sewerage facilities and the remaining lands are
envisioned to be provided with sanitary sewer service in the near future.
Finally, the Board recommended that the initially proposed sewer service area
be modified to include about nine lots encompassing approximately ten acres
located in the extreme northwest portion of the City. The Board, in recommend­
ing the addition of such lands indicated that such lots could readily be pro­
vided with sanitary sewer service through the Town of Brookfield sewerage
facilities. The final plan recommended by the Board is shown on Map 8.

The proposed sanitary sewer service area as amended by the New Berlin Board
of Public Works was considered by the New Berlin Common Council at their
November 24, 1987, meeting. After deliberating on this matter, the Council,
with one exception, approved the proposed sanitary sewer service area for the
City of New Berlin as modified by the New Berlin Board of Public Works. The
Council removed from the final sewer service area map the nine lots, encompas­
sing approximately 10 acres in the extreme northwestern portion of the City,
noting as the basis for their removal, the lack of resident support for the
inclusion of such lands in the sewer service area at this time.

The final sanitary sewer service area plan for the City of New Berlin as
adopted by the Common Council is shown on Map 9. More detailed delineations of
this sewer service area and of environmentally significant lands within that
area are shown on a series of aerial photographs reproduced as Map 10, begin­
ning on page 26 and continuing through page 36 of this report.

The planned sanitary sewer service area shown on Map 9 is entirely tributary
to the Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District system and totals about 16.4
square miles, or about 44 percent of the total study area. The revised sewer
service area encompasses 0.1 square mile of primary environmental corridor;
1.1 square miles of secondary environmental corridor; and 0.4 square mile of
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isolated natural areas. Thus, a total of 1.6 square miles, or about 10 percent,
of the final revised sewer service area would be encompassed within environ- ~
mentally significant lands. The sewer service area would accommodate a plan •
year 2010 resident population of about 37,600 persons. About 1,800 persons were
anticipated to reside within the area removed from the initially proposed sewer
service area in the south central portion of the City. The finally proposed
sewer service area would have a density of about 3.1 dwelling units per net
residential acre. 1 This density lies within the recommended density range
for the City of New Berlin as identified in the Commission adopted regional
land use plan for the year 2000.

IMPLEMENTI NG RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that the following steps be taken to implement the sanitary
sewer service area proposals contained in this report:

1. Formal adoption or endorsement of SEWRPC Planning Report No. 30, .!.
Regional Water Quality Management Plan for Southeastern Wisconsin: 2000,
and this SEWRPC Community Assistance Planning Report by the Common
Council of the City of New Berlin as the operator of the sanitary sewer
system and by the Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District as the opera­
tor of the sewage treatment facilities and trunk sewer system utilized
by the City.

2. Formal adoption of this SEWRPC Community Assistance Planning Report by
the Regional Planning Commission as an amendment to the regional water
quality management plan set forth in SEWRPC Planning Report No. 30, with ~
certification of this report as a plan amendment to all parties con- •
cerned, including the Wisconsin Natural Resources Board and the U. S.
Environmental Protection Agency.

3. Review by all of the local units of government concerned of their zon­
ing, land subdivision control, and related ordinances to ensure that the
policies expressed in such ordinances reflect the urban development
recommendations inherent in the final delineated City of New Berlin sani­
tary sewer service area as shown on Maps 9 and 10. In particular, steps
should be taken to ensure that those lands identified as being environ­
mentally significant in this report are properly zoned to reflect a
policy of retaining such lands, insofar as possible, in natural, open
uses.

INet residential density is determined by dividing the total number of
dwelling units in the sewer service area in the design year by the net resi­
dential land area anticipated in the sewer service area. The total number of
dwelling units anticipated in this area--13,832--was determined by dividing
the anticipated household population--37,600--by the anticipated average house­
hold size of about 2.8 persons per dwelling. In addition, a dwelling unit
vacancy rate of 3 percent was assumed. The net residential land anticipated in
this sewer service area is 4,510 acres as identified in the adopted City of
New Berlin land use plan. The total number of dwelling units anticipated within ~
the sewer service area--13,832--divided by the total net residential land ,.,
area--4,510 acres--results in an overall net residential density of 3.1 dwell-
ing units per net residential acre.
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4. Review by the City of New Berlin of utility extension policies to ensure
that such policies are consistent with the urban land development recom­
mendations inherent in the delineation of the planned sanitary sewer
service area.

SUBSEQUENT REFINEMENTS TO THE
NEW BERLIN SANITARY SEWER SERVICE AREA

This report presents a refined sewer service area for the City of New Berlin.
This refined sewer service area was delineated cooperatively by the units and
agencies of government concerned, and was subjected to review at an inter­
agency meeting and at two public hearings. It is envisioned that the delineated
sewer service area will accommodate all new urban development anticipated in
the City of New Berlin area to the year 2010. Like other long-range plans,
however ,this sewer service area plan should be periodically reviewed--every
five years--to assure that it continues to properly reflect the urban develop­
ment objectives of the community involved, especially as such objectives may
relate to the amount and spatial distribution of new urban development requir­
ing sewer service. Should it be determined by the City of New Berlin, as the
operator of the sanitary sewer system involved, that amendments to the sewer
service area plan as presented herein are necessary, the City should ask the
Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission for assistance in under­
taking the technical work required to properly amend the plan. Any such plan
revision should be carried out in a manner similar to that utilized in the
refinement effort described in this report. While plan amendment may be
expedited because study area base maps have been prepared and certain inven­
tories completed as part of the sewer service area planning documented herein,
such amendment should be subject to the same analyses and interagency review,
and should include a public hearing to obtain the comments and suggestions of
those citizens and landowners most affected by the proposed changes to the
sewer service area boundary. Upon agreement on a revised sewer service area,
the new plan map should be endorsed by the Common Council of the City of New
Berlin and by the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission prior to
certification to the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources and the U. S.
Environmental Protection Agency.

25



Map 10

INDEX OF MAPS SHOWING THE ENVIRONMENTALLY SIGNIFICANT LANDS AND
PLANNED SANITARY SEWER SERVICE AREA FOR THE CITY OF NEW BERLIN
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Appendix A

PUBLIC HEARING MINUTES
SANITARY SEWER SERVICE AREA FOR THE CITY OF NEW BERLIN

Appendix A-1

NEW BERLIN CITY HALL
August 27,1987

Joseph Nowak, Assistant City Engineer present and presiding. Also presen~from

SEWRPC were Bruce Rubin and Dennis Lefevre.

Joe Nowak read the notice of publication relative to the New Berlin sanitary
sewer service area - SEWRPC.

Mr. Nowak also requested anyone wishing to speak, to give their name and
address before expressing their opinions. Mr. Nowak stated that written com­
ments will be accepted until August 31, 1987.

Bruce Rubin, Chief Land Use Planner of SEWRPC, gave a brief overview of what
the public hearing would entail. He explained that three maps would be used to
discuss and explain the sanitary sewer service area. Mr. Rubin gave a brief
history of how the plan got to this point in time. The Regional Planning Com­
mission in 1979 completed a regional water quality master plan of southeastern
Wisconsin which was a federally mandated plan which SEWRPC completed in July
of 1979. That plan was aimed at bringing clean and wholesome water to south­
eastern Wisconsin. The plan did have a number of important elements which con­
cern the people here today. That water quality plan had a land use element
which basically identified recommendations for the location of new urban areas
within southeastern Wisconsin. The second element was the pollution element
which had recommendations in the water quality plan that concerned the loca­
tions of sanitary sewer service areas.

That regional plan was also adopted or endorsed by the Wisconsin Department of
Natural Resources. This is an important concept because there are certain
actions by the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources which must be in
accordance with the adopted plan which the Commission prepared. The report did
recommend that the Regional Planning Commission meet with the various local
governments and respond in detail to this configuration of sewer service areas
and take into account what is developing.

In a letter dated February of 1984, the City of New Berlin requested that the
Regional Planning Commission assist the City of New Berlin in refining and
detailing this initially adopted service area that was set forth in the plan.
The Commission at that time said to hold off because the Regional Planning Com­
mission at the same time was working with the City of New Berlin in completing
the land use plan for the City. That land use plan would serve as an important
factor in identifying the sewer service areas. There was a map in that plan
that identified the anticipated land uses that would be available until the
year 2010 for sewer service areas for the City.

Mr. Rubin then explained what each of the three maps represented and how they
affect the sanitary sewer service areas.

The Regional Planning Commission has identified three classes of natural
resource features. The first is the primary environmental corridor which is an
areas that has a wide variety of resource features. This area would cover at
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least 400 acres, be at least two miles in length, and two hundred feet in
width. Also shown on the map are secondary and isolated areas. The Commission
feels that these other two resource features are important to the community.

These are areas that should be left to the discretion of the community in terms
of how it should be protected or how it should be included in their basic land
use plan.

Mr. Rubin added a few closing comments. He stated that this plan is for the
year 2010 for service areas. The fact that a line is drawn around an area will
not necessarily mean that all of the lands will be or should be provided with
sewer service. It does, however, allow service to be extended to these areas
should the service be warranted by the year 2010. This is a long-range plan
which trys to identify areas that might in 20 years require sewer. The plan is
not intended to be forever. In fact, the Department of Natural Resources asks
that these sewer service plans be reviewed every five years. It is taken into
account whether the areas that have been included should remain or whether
there are areas that have been included that should be removed. The plan can
be amended from time to time.

A resident questioned if 80% to 90% of the residents in a particular area do
not want the service in their area, how is that handled.

Mr. Rubin replied that is something the City will have to consider in their
deliberation.

There will be a number of factors that would bear on the City's decision. One
might be, if there is a majority of people that do not want the service this
should be taken into consideration. Secondly, what are the reasons for haVing
sewer in the area in the first place?

Normally if the area has already been developed, it has a septic system, and if
those septic systems are functioning in a proper fashion, sewer probably would
not be installed. But there will be a point in time when the septic system
will fail. When a septic system does begin to fail it can create health prob­
lems. If a severe problem does occur, the sewer would be available for these
residents.

Jean Crotty - 5345 S. Majors Drive - questioned if a resident lives in an area
and the majority of the people in the area (she is speaking about the southwest
portion) do not want to be in a sewer service area, what is the best means of
keeping yourself out of the area. She asked if it would be by petition and what
has been successful in the past.

Mr. Rubin responded if it is a situation where the overwhelming majority of
the area currently has a septic system, are not having any problems, and are
not envisioned to have a need for sewer for 10, 15, 20 years, it is not
mandatory that they be shown on the map. This is a preliminary map, the City
has within their providence means to adjust the map. The areas that are out­
lined on the map are areas that are felt at some time or another will require
sewer within the next 20 years.

Mrs. Crotty again questioned what is the best way to remove a certain area from
the map.

Mr. Rubin replied since the Commission only prepares the plans, it is basically
up to the community involved to decide if the area should remain or be removed
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from the map. Normally the areas are put in for a reason and the reason being
here is it is a large concentration of existing development and it is felt that
this area will need sewer.

Mrs. Crotty stated to Mr. Rubin that he has not answered her question regarding
the best way to remove the area from the map. She asked Mr. Rubin if any com­
munities he has worked with have removed a certain area from the map.

Mr. Rubin stated if a certain area was removed, it was removed as a result of
the city officials finding a reason to remove the area. And that would occur
by people coming to public hearings and stating they do not want to be included
on the map and do not find it necessary.

Mrs. Crotty asked Mr. Rubin to name any areas that have successfully removed
themselves from the map.

Mr. Rubin replied he has been to about 20 hearings and he cannot recall any
situations where there were people who came to the hearing saying please remove
us from the area identified on the map. He stated he has had people come to
hearings and ask to be added to the area on the map.

Another area resident asked about areas A and B on the map as to why the bottom
(on the left hand side) is included in just section A. She feels the City can
say they are going to do everybody in section A regardless. She felt the map
should be labeled A, B, and C.

Mr. Rubin explained the reason that portion is labeled A is because this area
and this area (at this point Mr. Rubin was pointing to areas on the map) ulti­
mately were envisioned to be tributary to the Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage
District. While it is physically separated on the map, ultimately, the way he
looks at it, it is what portions of the community are going to be tributary to
what treatment facilities.

Ruth Hutchinson - 19301 W. Pinecrest - Mrs. Hutchinson indicated she lived in
the area which would be considered in Brookfield. She questioned who she would
pay for the services and how much it might cost. She also questioned why there
is not a map for the end of that area because there is talk of widening that
street and building a subdivision. Mrs. Hutchinson also stated she would like
to know what City does she go to to find out what is going on in that area.

Mr. Rubin stated if Mrs. Hutchinson is talking about the relationship of her
property relative to sewer then she would go to Brookfield because that is the
treatment facility which will be used for service. If she is referring to zon­
ing and other related matters she would want to contact the City of New Berlin.
Mr. Rubin stated this is basically to identify reasonable service areas if and
when sewers will be needed. The cost of how a City does that, who pays what,
or what formula is used is up to the City.

Another resident had a question relative to the area in which Mrs. Hutchinson
was speaking. She understands that the City of New Berlin has been paying the
City of Brookfield a certain amount of money for the privilege of someday hook­
ing up to their sewer system. She asked whether that would be speeded up before
the year 2010 because of the proximity of our area with Brookfield...with the
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sewer and water being so close that even if the septics are now failing in our ~

area that they would speed this up and force us to hook up to the sewer. ..,

Mr. Nowak responded no. He stated the City of New Berlin has not paid the City
of Brookfield any money as of yet. When the City does make the connection to
Brookfield then the City will incur expenses. Sewers would not be put in unless
they were needed. There are no anticipated plans for the next 10 years or so
for sewers in that area.

Another area resident asked about the south-central area and MMSD, how that is
going to be hooked up.

Mr. Rubin answered that is a facility planning type function, and the City has
to decide what is the most beneficial plan. Mr. Rubin stated he thinks the City
has a study that was done about six or seven years ago.

Mr. Nowak replied that is correct. It would connect 124th and Grange Avenue
and go through a few miles of vacant land so it would be very expensive.

Mr. Rubin asked if there is any alternative to that.

Mr. Nowak replied that it was investigated but sewer would have to go in. One
alternative was a pump station. But it would have to go basically the same
route. For the City to extend those sewers for very little return is not a
practical thing to do. Again, in the southwest area, the City would have to
spend millions of dollars before they even serviced one or two homes. Mr. Nowak
stated that he doesn't see that happening in the next 10 years either.

Another resident asked why that area is included in the plan if that is the
case.

Mr. Nowak stated it is in the plan because there are existing subdivisions in
that area which have septic systems and these systems do fail. If some of the
systems do fail, this gives those residents an alternative.

Vera Stroud - County Board Supervisor - 16940 W. Shadow Drive - Stated she
thought this was a public hearing, not a question and answer session. She said
she is here to make the following statement:

Currently there are three homes in this proposed sewer area which are under
orders to abandon their septic systems as they currently exist. Of these three
homes, one has been issued a permit for a mound system, two still must check
their soils to see if they qualify for a mound system. The mound system was
considered experimental until this year when the Legislature opened the doors,
and anyone can under a variance have only 12 inches of topsoil provided and
can have a mound system. If these people really have a hard time of it, there
are other things that can be done.

For example, Mrs. Stroud said the one in her subdivision is adjacent to an out
lot. Mrs. Stroud said she knows the owner of the out lot. That person she
believes would be happy to unload that so that they could find some area for
the mound system.
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Mrs. Stroud was given statistics from the Health Department from the year 1977
that 36 parties in the proposed service area have been under orders. All but
three have been taken care of by other septic arrangements. Only one has had
to build a holding tank. That is why the State has opened the door to the mound
system. There is a bit of politics in this, when a person talks about sewering
an area where there is really only one compact subdivision with an estimated
total number of homes of 200 give or take. The pay a tremendous price for sewer
in a wide open area like that and planners know this from day one. So they do
not encourage further development if they are not sewered. But, if there is a
possibility of being sewered, the only way to get sewer is to encourage further
development. It is an open invitation for the City to begin to encourage devel­
opers to come to this area.

Mrs. Stroud feels none of the statistics are relevant. There are no well prob­
lems, there are not open sewers running in this subdivision. She said for the
next five years, take this area out. She could come back in five years and say
20 people in the county need sewer, but a decision cannot be made with that
kind of thinking and with a financial burden of that degree.

Mr. Rubin stated that he as well as the City is here to receive input from the
citizens. Certainly if the City feels that this area should be removed from
the map, that is the City's option.

The Pastor from Peace Lutheran Church - 17651 W. Small Road - He stated his
home residence is at 15125 S. Brennan. His home barely passed on a septic tank
test. The church located at the above address which is off College Avenue was
warned about one month ago that they have a total failure on their septic sys­
tem. They are building a new church and they were forced by the State and the
County to build a mound system which will be extremely expensive. If his con­
gregation had a choice at this point, it would vote overwhelmingly for one of
two things--either the sewer system in the City of New Berlin, or secede from
the City of New Berlin and join the City of Muskego, which is across the street
and does have a sewer system.

The church has examined with a couple of its architects the cost of holding
tanks, mound systems, and sewer service, or simply going out of business and
moving elsewhere. At this point the church feels that it is best staying where
it is and the church is taking the route of building a mound system. The sooner
the church would have a sewer system installed in their area the happier they
will be.

Pat Dillett - 21385 W. Lincoln Avenue - He stated he is currently in the area
which is called the primary environmental corridor. Mr. Dillett stated he has
a different way of looking at this whole sewer service area. The primary envi­
ronmental corridor as he has been told will never be serviced by sewers. At
this point and probably throughout his lifetime he does not want sewers. He
feels what is being done at this public hearing is in the areas that are not
mapped in the sewer service area--that they are giving up the right for that
area in the primary environmental corridor. He asked whether that was correct.

Mr. Rubin replied that the identification of these resource features on the
map is simply that.

Mr. Dillett responded then we are giving up our right to ever have this.
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Mr. Rubin stated no. He stated he said the identification of the primary envi­
ronmental corridor is simply an inventory of resource features that exists.
It is up to the local government, the State, and sometimes the federal govern­
ment to determine if, in fact, it is in the public interest that these areas
be preserved.

Mr. Di11ett stated if sewer came in two years to the northwest section, the
people who own land in the primary environmental corridor won't ever be able
to hook up.

Mr. Rubin responded if a person has an existing building he would expect an
individual could hook up and receive service.

Mr. Di11ett stated his concern would be the northwest section, and it seems to
him that the sewers would be there in a couple of years.

Mr. Rubin stated if homes exist in that area they should be able to hook up.
The only reason the sewer might be put in is because of existing properties.

Another resident responded that in a small section of area A most of the resi­
dents do not want sewer. His understanding is that the plans are for developing
condominiums. They cannot be developed because of the way the land is pres­
ently. If the sewers would be put in, then they could develop the condominiums.

Mr. Rubin stated he did not recall the division of this area in the land use
plan. He felt there was not much change in the area. The division even under ~

this plan would be for the area to remain basically as it is. ..,

Another resident states as long as an area is shown as it is now it is open
for development. That is what we don't want, he said.

Mr. Rubin stated that a developer must abide by the existing building and plan
rules.

The resident responded that the City cannot afford any more development and the
taxes are high enough. She stated the more they build the higher the taxes go.
She also questioned how many of the failed septic systems have been because of
improper care.

Mr. Rubin stated that is the point he was trying to make. Septic systems can
lapse; they are not as good as sewers. If they are properly maintained they
will have a longer life than if they are not maintained.

Another resident asked Mr. Nowak what is the cost to lay sewer pipe for a mile
and what cost does the taxpayer incur.

Mr. Nowak responded a large diameter sewer the City would install with a 60­
inch sewer in front of a house ... the City would not expect a resident to pay
for that. The general public does pick up a part of the cost, he did not know
the percentage, but it is minimal.

The resident replied that a lot of residents do not understand that as tax- ~

payers they are paying for the areas in New Berlin that are serviced by sewers. ..,
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She said she was told it costs a million dollars a mile to lay the pipe. The
City is going across all this land, which is farmland; it doesn't seem worth
it.

Mr. Nowak responded that is why it is envisioned not to happen for a long time.

She again asked for the cost per mile to lay the pipe.

Mr. Nowak stated for three miles it could cost about a million and half dollars
for the contract.

Another resident spoke stating she lives on S. Small Road and would like infor­
mation on the Susnar Development and about the lift station or pump station
that is going in on Moorland and Beloit Roads, and on how that would affect the
immediate area.

Mr. Novak replied that the Susnar Development, if it occurs, would be sewered
by constructing a pumping station near Moorland and Beloit Roads and construc­
ting a force main to the existing sewer just west of Sunny Slope Road. Mr.
Susnar is in the position of where it really wouldn't affect anyone in that
neighborhood.

Another resident questioned how the Susnar Development and the pumping station
will affect the people in the immediate area.

Mr. Nowak replied that it should not affect the residents.

She then asked about the residents on the other side of the development.

Mr. Nowak stated it would not affect them either. It is an independent station.
There would be the possibility if a resident had a failing system that they
could use the station.

Mrs. Crotty directed a question to Steve Hoese, the City Planner. She was at
an informational meeting and she understood west of Calhoun Road the land was
to remain rural. They were to discourage development. The area was not to be
sewered. What is the area doing on the map?

Mr. Hoese responded that the land use plan adopted by the City of New Berlin
indicates, in a general sense, that the area west of Calhoun Road is not anti­
cipating any major development. The sewer service map was developed after the
natural land use plan was implemented. The sewer service area map is only
saying that those areas that may want sewer in the next 20 years have a possi­
bility of receiving it. Residents should ask themselves, can they guarantee
that they would never want sewers in the next 20 years--that there is no
chance that they would ever want or need sewers in the next 20 years. If they
sincerely believe that, then they should try to remove their area from the map.
All this is saying is if there is ever a possibility of needing sewers, even
if the area is fine now, a person cannot guarantee that in 20 years everything
will be the same.

The problem the City faces is that in some of the areas in the southeastern
part of the City there is a significant number of homeowners who could not sell
their homes because of failing systems. The City runs into a problem when a
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majority of residents in a subdivision cannot sell their homes because of fail­
ing septic systems. These residents want sewers at any cost so they can sell
their homes and also because they have lost their investment in their homes.
If a resident gets into that situation, all the City is saying is that in the
future if a subdivision or a couple of homes run into this problem, the City
has planned ahead.

As Mr. Nowak said, the City would prefer not to install sewers because it is
very expensive. If residents come to City Hall 20 years from now and say they
need sewers and if that area is not in the sewer service area, the DNR will
say it was not planned for. All the City is trying to say is there may be a
need for sewers in that area in the future.

Mrs. Crotty stated she would like to make some comments. Every five years this
plan is supposed to be reviewed. In other words, if the residents don't antici­
pate sewer in the southwest area in the next five years, there is no reason to
have this area in the plan. Within five years this plan is supposed to be
reviewed again, and the danger in keeping this area in the plan is the DNR
can say at any time put a sewer extension into the southwest area. If this area
is not included in the plan, then the residents can have a public hearing,
there must be an assessment made, there has to be approval by the DNR and the
Environmental Protection Agency, and that is the reason this area should not
be included in the plan. If the area is out of the plan and the five-year
review period comes up, and if it is felt in the future that this area should
be included, then the plan can be reviewed. If it is absolutely necessary the
plan can be amended.

Mrs. Crotty had some additional comments to add. The Southeastern Wisconsin
Regional Planning Commission is neutral in this plan. They are not pushing one
way or the other. When there was a meeting on April 14th between representa­
tives of the City and the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission,
Mrs. Crotty questioned who the representatives for the City were. She talked
to a couple of Council members and they knew nothing about the meeting. Mrs.
Crotty did find out that Mr. Nowak, Mr. Hoese, and Mr. Kuckkahn (previous City
Planner) were at the meeting.

Mrs. Crotty stated she feels this plan should have come out of a committee like
the Board of Public Works. It should have been an open meeting and the Board's
recommendation then should have gone to the Common Council.

Mrs. Crotty directed her comment to Mr. Hoese. She said she was at the meeting
when the information was given in regard to the Plan Commission and the master
plan, and she remembers distinctly that it was said that the area west of
Calhoun Road should not be sewered and to discourage development.

Mrs. Crotty also questioned the map. (At this point Mrs. Crotty was pointing
to areas on the map.) She pointed to areas on National Avenue which had sewers
and have proposed sewers.

Mr. Rubin responded that on this particular plan that is true and that is based
on the area. Sometimes it is not efficient to run sewer lines directly down the
road because of the properties which exist.
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~ Mrs. Crotty replied if the sewer is going to be in the southwest area and take
,., that from the other side of the Continental Divide, the City will have to have

lift stations to lift the sewage up over the divide. Mrs. Crotty asked how much
the lift stations cost.

Mr. Nowak replied that has not been planned for yet. That will be planned for
when the sewers come in.

Mrs. Crotty stated the emphasis should be on the effect. The plan is reviewed
every five years, and the southwest area should be out of the plan now. If the
residents need it in five years, then it can be brought up at the next review
meeting.

Mrs. Crotty asked why Small Road is being considered.

Mr. Nowak responded the areas that are anticipated are where existing homes
are. The shaded areas on the map are dense areas where there are subdivisions
and a concentration of homes. That is where the problems would occur. Mr. Nowak
added that before sewers would go in, studies would be done on the areas
involved.

Mr. Nowak stated before sewers would go in, there would be a public hearing.
If the City plans on installing sewer lines, there would be a public hearing
and the City would let the residents know by mail.

Mrs. Hutchinson stated she did not hear about the public hearing today until
~ she talked to her alderman.

Mr. Nowak stated there were public notices in the newspapers.

Mrs. Hutchinson responded the notice was in the back corner of the newspaper;
it should have been on the front page. This is an important issue to the resi­
dents who are involved.

Mrs. Hutchinson gave extensive comments and reasons for her opposition to
sewers being expanded to this area.

Mrs. Crotty asked Mr. Rubin if it states in the Statutes if an area is in the
plan and then the City says they want to install sewers, if a public hearing
is required.

Mr. Rubin responded he did not know. He said he thinks it depends on the size.

Mr. Nowak stated it is done through assessments.

Mrs. Crotty replied if it is done through assessments, that is after the sewers
are planned.

Mr. Nowak asked Mrs. Crotty when sewer is going to be installed in her area.

Mrs. Crotty replied the point is the residents don't want the sewers in their
~ area. The area should be kept out, and if the City feels at some point in the
.., future sewers are needed, and the City has the support of the people, then the

plan can be amended and the area be put in.
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Mr. Nowak stated over a period of 20 years people change and needs change. No ~

one can predict the future. ~

Another resident asked that if the City can review this plan every five years,
why can this area not be taken out now?

Mr. Nowak replied the intent is not to change the plan every five years; the
plan is a long-range plan.

Mr. Rubin added theoretically the plan could stand for 20 years the way it is
right now. However, if it would need revision, that could be done.

Another resident asked what is so hard about removing this area and bringing
it up in five years.

Mr. Rubin stated that is one of the options the City has.

The same resident stated that from what he can gather, most everyone attending
this hearing wants the area removed.

Mr. Nowak stated that is what this hearing is for, to find out how the resi­
dents who are affected by this plan feel.

An area resident asked what is the best process for removing an area from the
map. The resident asked, if the City receives a petition from area residents,
will it remove that area from the map?

Mr. Nowak stated yes.

Mrs. Hutchinson stated that a petition was submitted from the northern area to
be removed from the map.

Mr. Nowak asked when that was submitted.

Mrs. Hutchinson reported that is was submitted two years ago with a hundred
signatures.

Mr. Nowak asked if they gave the petition to the Clerk's office.

Mrs. Hutchinson stated she gave the petition to Alderman Lazich.

Alderman Lazich stated she never received the petition.

Mrs. Hutchinson replied former Alderman Ken Andries had it.

Alderman Lazich stated that was about 19 months ago, and she believes the peti­
tion was given to Ken Andries. The petition should be on file in the Clerk's
office.

Mrs. Hutchinson asked Mr. Nowak if he had ever received a copy of the petition.

Mr. Nowak replied he never received a copy of the petition.
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Mrs. Crotty stated she would like to make some additional comments. She said
that if an area is on the map now, the DNR could install sewers because the
area is on the map. But if an area is not on the map, then there has to be a
public hearing and the City has to get public input.

Mr. Rubin stated that at this point in time the map that the DNR is using is
this map here (pointed to map). So the southwest area is officially included.

Another resident stated that at a meeting a couple of years ago she remembers
that the proposed area was taken out of the plan.

Mr. Nowak questioned the resident on who told her that the area was officially
taken off the map.

The resident replied it was the general consensus.

Mr. Hoese asked Mr. Rubin when the map was developed.

Mr. Rubin stated in 1979.

Mr. Hoese stated since 1979--the people who are here today and are asking to
be removed from this map have been on the map since 1979. Whether the area is
in or out of the map, what is important is that the area has been included on
the plan. He asked what harm has that done to be included on the map for that
period of time. Mr. Hoese reiterated what Mr. Rubin explained before, which is
normally people come to these meetings so they can be added to the plan.

Mr. Nowak thanked everyone for coming and giving their opinions.

Mr. Nowak adjourned the meeting at 3:40 p.m.
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Appendix A-2 '

NEW BERLIN CITY HALL
November 11, 1987

Mayor Tully present and presiding. Also present were Aldermen Shiveley, Lazich,
Smith, and Stuckert, City Clerk Bowers, and Assistant City Engineer Joe Nowak.
Excused were Aldermen Dvorak and Patteron. Alderman Czyzewski arrived at 8:08
p.m.

City Clerk Bowers read the Notice of the Public Hearing to be held before the
Common Council of the City of New Berlin, Waukesha County, Wisconsin, for the
purpose of receiving public comment on, and reaction to, a proposed year 2010
sewer service area plan for the City of New Berlin. Proof of publication is on
file in the City Clerk's office.

City Clerk Bowers said the Clerk's office received six letters. Two state that
they wish to remain in the area and four ask to be removed from the area. These
communications will be formally presented at a regular meeting of the Common
Council on November 24th.

Phil Evenson, Assistant Director of SEWRPC, gave a presentation regarding the
reasons for the sewer service area map. He asked, what is a sanitary sewer ser­
vice area? It is that portion of New Berlin which is either developed and
already provided with public sanitary sewer service; developed and served by
on-site septic tank systems, mound systems, and/or holding tanks, but which is
ultimately planned to be served by public sewer; or which is currently undevel­
oped but planned for sewered development needs for about a 20-year period.

Are sanitary sewer service area plans required by law? Yes. Both federal and
state laws attendant to areawide water quality planning in metropolitan areas
require the preparation and adoption of sanitary sewer service area plans.

Who is responsible for preparing and adopting sanitary sewer service area
plans? In the seven-county Southeastern Wisconsin Region, the Regional Planning
Commission is responsible under State law for the preparation of recommended
sanitary sewer service area plans. The Commission provides its service area
recommendations to the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (DNR). Once
approved by that Department, the sewer service area plans stand as a basis for
decision-making at the state level for all matters relating to sewerage facili­
ties. The Regional Planning Commission works closely with the cities, villages,
and towns in the Region to formulate the sanitary sewer service area plans. As
a matter of policy, the Regional Planning Commission desires local adoption of
sewer service area plans before adoption at the regional and state levels.

Is there a currently adopted sanitary sewer service area plan for the City ot
New Berlin? Yes. In 1979 the Regional Planning Commission, as part of the
regional water quality management plan, adopted a set of sanitary sewer service
areas for all of the 60 public sewage treatment plants in the Region. These
areas were formally approved by the DNR. The initial delineations were general
in nature and took into account broad regional concerns. When the Commission
adopted those areas, it also set in motion the process to refine and detail
each area on a community-by-community basis in order to take into account local
planning concerns. The current effort in the City of New Berlin is a result of
that commitment made in 1979. Unless and until a new plan is adopted, the 1979
plan remains in place.
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How does the Department of Natural Resources use the sewer service area plans?
By law, the DNR must approve all proposed public sanitary sewer extensions. In
addition, the Department of Industry, Labor and Human Relations must approve
all private sanitary sewer extensions. Before those approvals can be made, the
state departments must make a finding that the proposed sewers would serve
urban development located within an approved sanitary sewer service area. Con­
sequently, lands lying outside an approved sewer service area, whether cur­
rently developed or not, cannot be provided with sewer service until the plan
would be changed to so indicate.

Why is a new sewer service area plan now being prepared for the City of New
Berlin? The Commission as a matter of policy wishes to refine and detail all
of the sewer service area delineations done in 1979. In New Berlin, it was
decided to undertake this refinement process once the City had completed and
adopted a new master land use plan. Since the new land use plan has been
adopted, it provides the basis for the delineation of a new sewer service area.
This is particularly important, since the new master land use plan for the City
proposes to develop certain lands that were not included within the general
sewer service area delineation completed in 1979.

Why are primary environmental corridors, secondary environmental corridors,
and isolated natural areas shown on the sanitary sewer service area plan map?
Sound planning practice, as well as certain state laws, requires that certain
environmentally sensitive lands be protected and preserved in the natural
state. Hence, State law requires the Regional Planning Commission to identify
those most environmentally sensitive lands which should not be provided with
sewer service. These areas are identified as primary environmental corridors
on the plan map. Under the law, while sanitary sewers may cross and traverse
such environmentally sensitive lands, the lands themselves may not be sewered
for urban development. This is consistent with the recommendations made in the
adoped New Berlin master plan. The secondary environmental corridor lands and
isolated natural areas are less important and are provided on the plan map for
informational purposes. From the Regional Planning Commission's point of view,
it should be possible in the land development process to modify such lands,
although state and federal laws dealing with wetland protection may impinge
upon such modification activities.

Must all lands identified in a sanitary sewer service area be provided with
sewer service? No. The map simply indicates those areas within which the City
may at some future time extend sanitary sewers with the State's approval.
Nothing in federal or state laws would mandate the City of New Berlin to pro­
vide sewer service to all such lands. All decisions as to when and how such
sewer extensions should be made are left entirely in the hands of the local
governing body, in this case the Common Council of the City of New Berlin.

How will the City determine when to provide sewer service to areas not sewered?
Just as the City does now. In the case of undeveloped land, the City normally
is in a reactive posture in the sense that developers come to the City with
proposals for urban development. If a proposed development project is consist­
ent with the City's master plan, then it is likely that the development will
be approved and the sewers needed to serve that development will be con­
structed. In the case of lands that ar~ now developed but served with on-site
septic tank systems, the City would proceed to provide sanitary sewers only
when the residents of those areas indicate to their elected officials their
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desire to obtain sewer service. In most situations, this happens when about
one-half of the prop~rty owners concerned petition for sewer service to their
area. If existing on-site sewage disposal systems continue to function well on
a widespread basis through currently unsewered subdivisions, then there would
be no need to consider providing public sewers. On the other hand, should at
some future date on-site systems begin to fail on a widespread basis, the prop­
erty owners themselves will of necessity collectively petition their elected
officials to proceed with the installation of sewers. At that time, the normal
process of preparing engineering plans for the sewers and determining costs
would be followed, and a public hearing would be held on any proposed special
assessments.

Can a sewer service area plan be changed? Yes. Like any other plan, the sani­
tary sewer service area plan is meant to be a dynamic document, being reviewed
and updated periodically. From the Regional Planning Commission's point of
view, the areas involved should be reviewed about every five years to ensure
that the sewer service area plan properly reflects local community development
objectives. Any amendment of the sewer service area plan would include
appropriate public participation, typically including the holding of a public
hearing.

Mayor Tully asked for anyone wishing to express their concerns or ask questions
regarding the sewer service area.

Jean Crotty, 5345 S. Majors Drive, said this plan is reviewable every five
years. If is should be that the southwestern area absolutely needs sewers, then
it can be reviewed at that time. There is no reason to have it on the map now.
As the northwestern section was taken off the map, we should be also, she said.
She continued, if you are already on the map J a public hearing is not held
regarding whether a sewer system should be put in your area. It is so important
that the people have the say so. In the southwestern area we are on the east
side of the Continental Divide. If we at any time get sewers, lift stations
would need to be put in to get over that divide, and the whole City would have
to pay for that type of thing.

When the people use their wells they are taking the water out of the ground,
and instead of returning it to the ground through the septic system, that water
would be taken with the lift station over the Continental Divide and thrown
into another watershed. That could maybe affect the whole water table in that
area.

In regard to the master plan, the part west of Calhoun Road was not to be
sewered and was to remain rural. The development was to remain east of Calhoun
Road. Sewer west of Calhoun Road would be in conflict with the master plan.

She said, if people need a mound system if their present system should fail,
it is much cheaper for a limited number of people to get a mound system rather
than the whole area be sewered. When we had the Regal Manors interceptor sewer
system, the Council did not vote on that. The Council voted on the contract
but not whether the people wanted it or not. That sewer was mandated by the
DNR just as Cleveland Heights school was mandated by the DNR.

If you are on the map, the sewer could be put in very easily, and could come
very fast, she said.
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Mayor Tully said a public hearing is required before the City can put sewers
in the ground.

Phil Evenson said municipal law requires a public hearing, and it is not until
that hearing is held that the Council takes a final vote on whether that proj­
ect goes through or not.

Mrs. Crotty said when you talk about the assessments you have already deter­
mined that the area is going to have sewer, you have asked the contractor how
much it is going to cost to sewer this area, you then figure out the number of
houses that need to be sewered and divide it into the amount that the contrac­
tor says it will cost, and then you say each one of you has to pay that much.
Well that's too late.

Herbert Eggie, 21430 W. Bagpipe Court, said the issue tonight is not water or
sewer but whether or not we should map for sewer. The issue to the people of
the western part of this City is sewer, because we see a sewer map as a pretext
for sewer.

We have been told that 50% of the people of a subdivision will have to petition
to get sewer. I question that because if there is a real health problem, that
sewer is going to go in whether the people petition or not. Mayor Tully has
stated in his latest letter in the Enterprise that we only put in sewer when a
majority of the people come in and ask for service. What do you define as a
majority of the people in the area? Suppose a developer with 100 acres peti­
tions, he is the majority of that area and he can come in and ask for sewers.
We in the western part of Calhoun Road are fearful. Not that we have the devel­
opment, but that we have the development that is going on madly in the eastern
part of this town where everything is being closely developed one next to the
other. We don't want that kind of development west of Calhoun that is going on
east of Calhoun.

He said he spoke to some people in the Waukesha County Department of Health.
They had given him a report on the legal orders that were issued where septic
problems exist in the City of New Berlin. From 1977 to November 4th of this
year, he said, there were 83 legal orders on septic problems in the City of
New Berlin. Of those 83, 11 are east of Calhoun Road and in the southern part
that is not now sewered. In 10 years you had 72 septic problems west of Calhoun
Road. Of those 72, 22 were mechanical problems. Those were corrected and have
no further problems. Of the remaining 54, 8 of them had installed conventional
sewers and there are no further problems. Of the remaining 46, 30 installed
mound systems and there are no further problems there. Of the 16 remaining,
8 are on holding tanks and there are no further problems there. Of the remain­
ing 8, 5 are pending soil tests. One has already been sewered and two are
failing. In 10 years, we actually had two failing problems which are in the
western part of the City, which will never get sewer anyway. At this time
there is no health problem and no need for sewer and therefore no need for a
sewer map.

Some officials say that every septic system at some time fails. Then it leaves
the logical conclusion that you ought to really be sewer mapping the entire
western part of New Berlin. We do not buy that because there is no health prob­
lem, and if there are any problems with on-site septic systems that are giving
problems, there are alternatives to sewer--namely, the mound system and holding
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tank. There will be no problems beyond that if the departments do their job. I
have some problems with our local planning commission where everything seems
to be approved whether it is sound or not.

I want to compliment Alderman Lazich who on October 15th made a motion to
remove from the sewer map the people of the northwestern part in her district.
She supported her constituents and I am glad the rest of the Council went with
her on that. We expect our representatives in the 7th and 4th districts to
remove the southwestern area from the map and expect the Council to go along
with it also.

He stated that he would be sure that we understand that, in his opinion, the
real purpose of this sewer service map is for development. He added that Mayor
Tully said in his statement in the New Berlin Enterprise, "Sewer service in an
area is also an important factor in determining the future pattern of urban
growth." The size and type of development also is affected by sewer service,
and engineer Becker has said similar things in the past, that when you get
sewer you can rezone to Rl-2-3 and everything below that. Then you get high­
density development which we don't want, and you get manufacturing and indus­
trial which mayor may not be good at a particular time. I would submit that
it is the consensus of most people west of Calhoun that there be no mapping of
that area, and even in the southern portion. We should not even map for that
area because it will be too easy to bring in sewers for a developer who wants
to get in fast, make a profit, and get out, and leave us with their mess.

Vera Stroud, 16940 W. Shadow Drive, asked why are you putting just those four
sections on the map?

Phil Evenson said it is a matter of judgment as to cost-effectiveness. There
is enough developed land in the southwestern areas that might warrant the
installation of sewers if we ever had to put them in, he said. Some of the
other subdivisions are too wide scattered and far away. How are you ever going
to get to the Brookfield treatment plant from way down on Lawnsdale Road? It
is just not cost-effective. In those cases, it would be a holding tank or
mound system.

Mrs. Stroud asked, if we are not on the map, how long would it really take for
the DNR to get us on the map?

Mr. Evenson said it takes the DNR a long time to process this. They still have
to go through the procedures. History shows that it takes them months to do
this. If there is a health problem, the procedure will go a little bit faster.

George Reed, 16825 Shadow Drive, said the only reason for sewers is to cause
higher density bUildings. This is a benefit to subdividers, not a benefit to
the people. High density causes the problems that we have in society today.
Low density will eliminate those problems.

Genevieve Weston, 19670 W. National Avenue, said to have a sewer pipe through
the historical site would be ludicrous and she hopes it doesn't happen.

Steve Sryja, 6230 S. Martin Road, said, "my wallet talks to me all of the time.
I have to put in a mound system and a year later put in a sewer. Who is going
to give me that money back?"
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Frank Petek, 5442 S. Egofske Road, asked where the other end of this sewer pipe
is going.

Mr. Evenson said the engineering had not been done yet, but a pump station
would be built to ship it back east to the county line.

Mr. Petek said these pump stations etc. are costly also. It will take a couple
years before planning and engineering can be done. What I s the big rush?

Judy Malec, 17455 W. Small Road, asked, if sewer is proposed for the develop­
ment going on Moorland Road and the freeway, where does it reach out to?

Joe Nowak said the Susnar development would have a sewer system placed on their
site and collected on the west end of their development into the pumping sta­
tion on Sunny Slope and Beloit.

Mary Oberst, 19538 W. Terrace Drive, said she opposes that this section even
be put on the map at all.

Ken Harenda, 19400 Vista Drive, said he is opposed to any sewers and being on
the sewer service map. "If I wanted sewers, I would live in Milwaukee," he
said.

Mayor Tully declared the public hearing adjourned at 8:12 p.m.

William Bowers
City Clerk
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Appendix A-3

CORRESPONDENCE PERTAIN ING TO PUBLIC HEARINGS

':..L)D:; H. JJ.lI1~UJ.U HV~UUI,,;

New Berlin, WI 53151

City of New Berlin
ii.:::v! Berlin Planning Commission
,805 30uth Casper Drive
~ew Berlin, WI 53151

Gentlemen:

t·1arch 13, 1986

~,'e, the people in our area of Northwest New Berlin, like this area
very much. We want to see development only if it makes sense and
is done in such a manner for the greater good of all. Bfforts
should be made to keep things clean and looki,ng nice. \'Ie also
think it is good to have a Master Plan to know where we are going
a~ a city. Ve also feel very strongly that it is the duty and
rosponsibility of the city, when proposing a change in the zoning
or use of ones prope~ty, that"tha property O\'mer should be notified
by mail, of the change and an explanation of its intent. We also
do understand the difficulties of getting something done as a·city.

In view of these feelings we do not want more regulatory rights
irr:posed on us by the D.H •.l.{. and Army Corp. of ~'ngineers as a result
of your ~nvironmental Corridor u The ~nvironmental Corridor on the
j'laster Flan is the avenue that leads to the restrictions which
':lOl1 l t allow land O\'mer~ to utilize their land as "far as farming,
cutting the grass, digging a pond, or filling in ~ area u

~:e understand .the city i~ supposed to classify these areas of
i"l<.;tlcmds and floodplains for the state. Once the city defines and
adopts them, it becomes state law.

The ~vironmental Corridor will never be serviced by sewers. The
~.~.R. makes every attempt to try to go around the 1nvironmental
Corridor to service another area. If the ~vironmental Corridor
is adopted, we are giving up our right for the choice of sewers.
~!e are not saying we want sewers, but we should keep the option
open u We should not give up our right for development. We are
tIle people directly involved and we should not have outside bureau­
cracies to contend with.

l:.1."lJ/dab
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2l385W. Lincoln Ave.
New Berlin, WI 53146

August 31, 1987

Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission
City 6f New Berlin
3805 South Casper Drive
New Berlin, WI 53151

Gentlemen:

In response to the hearing on August 20, 1987, we would like to make our
opinion of the attached petition dated March 13, 1986 known, again.

We the people signing the petition, do not want to see the Primary
Environmental Corridor. We do not want to give up our right to ever
have sewers.

~ur signatures represent most of the land in the Primary Environmental
"'orridor in the northwest section of New Berlin.

Sincerely,

Pat Dillett
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City of New Berlin
3805 South Casper Drive
New Berlin, WI 53151

Attention: Joseph Nowak

To Whom It May Concern:

August 31, 1987

• •..."- ......·Iloo...

SEP o2198Z

For the record, I would like it to be known we are in agreement with the
master plan submitted by the Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning
Commission in conjunction with other long-range City of New Berlin development
projections. including the areas west of r.a1houn Road.

No one wants expenses, but it makes a lot more sense to be included in a plan
if the need arises, than to be without any solution. After listening in at
the hearing, it is obvious some people are concerned and even pointed to others
that may already have a problem. I resent the statement made that "Some property
owner would be more than willing to 'dump' some of his land so this person, or
these people, can install a mound system." My grandparents and parents have
paid taxes in New Berlin since 1921. I don't think they had "dumping the
property" in mind.

Those people that moved into the City during the past 15 to 20 years and lived
on 3/4 or one acre lots with septic tanks and leech beds, more than likely are
the same people that contributed to the problem, if one exists, and should
probably be interested in cleaning it up.

I think the SWRPC could have done ~ better job in explaining health hazards -­
such as water contamination caused by improper systems and some facts about
trying to "dump" your residence if the system is marginal, or even that some
lending institutions won't take a mortgage on property with septic tanks in
certain areas --I

On the brighter side, your property valuation is greater and more desirable
with sewer than septic systems.

Concerned New Berlin Residents

60



"CUI: ;v-.;

CJTY o;r ~EW eERlIN
WAUKESHA CO.• WI!.

AU f"'. ,) 1 ';')1,J.) I .... '

_____ _ __ 1-~ /'/'1

Oep; Clm rn /LJ

Ralph Becker, City Engineer
New Berlin City Hall
18600 National Avenue
New Berlin, Wisconsin 53146

Dear Mr. Becker:

5345 South Majors Drive
New Berlin, ;'1isconsin 53lL~6
August 31, 1987

Re: Comments regarding the
New Berlin Sanitry Sewer
Service Area Plan 2010

I want the area generally bounded by La~vnsdale Road,

Calhoun Road, College Avenue, and Racine Avenue excluded from

the New Berlin Sewer Service Area Plan to the year 2010, for

which there was a 2 P.I~. pUblic hearing, Thursday, August 27,

~ 1937 at the New Berlin City Hall.

The plan should be revie~ed every five years, so if

se'::ers should be absolutely necessary at SOr.le time in the

future, the plan could be amended and then a public hearing

must be held to obtain the conments and suggestions of those

citizens and land ovmers most affected by the proposed changes

to the se~Oler service boundaI""J.

If an area is in an approved certified sew'er service area

plan, a public hearing for a sewer extension into that area is

not required.

As most of the area is on the west side of the continental

divide, the sewage would have to be pumped over to the east

side at considerable expense for the lift station requirements.

~~rc~DWI[~
(J AUG 31 i987

O/i\f(. ron or- PU'l!.!C WORKS
".,,.,# ...... ...•• .-- ......
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Jose)h ~:o':!ak, assistant city engineer, who chaired the

stated that brineing the se~er pi,es dovm Gran5e

Avenue, throu~h farmland would cost $750,000 a mile, according

to his figuring. As I understand it, such pi,ing and lift

station costs, are borne by all the taxpayers in New Berlin.
Also, if the area were sewered and the peo!Jle continued

to use their wells, water would be taken from the land and

instead of being returned to the land by way of the septic

systems, would be pumped to the other side of the continental

divide, which might lower the water table on the west side.

This area is in a different watershed, the Fox River as I

under3tand it, which flows wes~~ard, whereas to the east of the

continental divide, the water flows to the east.

In attendin~ an informational meeting on the ~~ster Plan

before 9assaGe, it ~as said west of Calhoun Road \1aS to remain

rur3.l, develo::,ment Vias to be east of Calhoun, anc. I distinctly

u:lc:erstooc1 that -;lest of Calholl."1 ''''a~ not to be sewered, although

some areas as Linnie Lac and Calhoun Farms are a~ready. The
nassed

r,:aster Flan was just recentiy"by the City Council :~nd the se';ier

pIa:'} '::las Su):;osed to be in conformance with it. Thus, this area,

which is mainly in the south\'lest, should logically be excluded

from the se~er service area pl~~.

I reac. recently, that the legislature lifted restrictions

on mound systems, so if there are instances where Fe09le need

that systen, it is available • Although e=-:lJensive to tlle

9ro:;erty o';mer neec.ing it, I've heard the figure $10,0000,

2
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that's a whole lot less expensive than having all the people

in the area be on sewers.

Sincerely,

kzf..~~~
enclosure

3.
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tfficials try to erase part of sewer plan
fter protest of southwest area residents

D1 ColleeD Donahu.I'. JobD U.lone aDd SenatGr LJDII
lDaD told .bout to realde~...~
lhat they would belp' .rueWtbwe.l
BerUn from belDe part'01 the ,"erac.
I for the cit,.
,et the IUt feeliDllbere II .om' doubt
(.bout the plaDl), " 1I.loae 1a~!I'
be will uk the UWty Committee to,
IDmeDd to the COIIlIDOO COUDCU that tbe
i1eutel1l WlacoDIiD R..i~ PIaDillDi
mi••io.D aad Tb. Department 'of
,r.1 Reaourcee-.bould del.t.aouthw..t.
B.rliD from the Repl lIanor r.cWtJ
.nd the I'DenI w.ter tre.tment plan.:
will .trODI" .upport that SEWRPC,our f.cWlJ out ttl the plan,'l Adelm.n
to loud .ppla..... I!:Y'D II SEWRPC '

IDmendi the deledoD. It II UDlIk.I, that I

: wW 10 .loaI with ll.. j)' laid, but
reel the crowd be would lr7 to COGYiDce
lepan-t .. COI8p1J.

Chuck P.", .pokesm.n' for the lIil­
w.ukee DNR, laid, "Even lithe m.yor does'0 tbrougb the proce••, there .r.! no
,uarlntea.to

At the .tart of tbe meetiDl, Je.D Crotty,
the meetIn, org.nizer read portioDa oIth.,
f.cHll, plan .t tb. cll, cop.ulUn,

.engineer'. requesL
Crolly re.d, ''The IObthwestel1l .rea iD

;New B.rliD does not currentIJ,.'" ~~
,Hwered (Sic) b,lJUbltc sewe", tM .epUo
iy.t.m. '.eem to be aervlq the .rea' .d..
qawely. If proJecUoDl 01 no growth II (SlC~
reaUzed, .nd the sepUc .,.~ma coatInu. to
HOF" .dequatell, there 11 IlO reuoo.~'·....r (SIC) thll.rea. Rowever, the Intet.:
ceptor II .ized to handl. the now, .houIcl
...rvice be nec...." because 01 widespre.d
f.llur. or unexpected Irowtb. It II COD­
c.iv.b.. tb1I.re.could need ....n before
the y••r 2,005. So It fa Included In the plao.
Thll doesD't imp" .ew.n bav. to be COG-

, .trueted by",••-

Crotty told .....ld.Dt that '.w.n !I.rlla caD be coaoecte4...for her bom., with 115 feet front footag., "So wbat II the cOnceril.U .bout!" ukedwould cOlt.bout $1.,021. That estlm.te 10- 'Leroy ~oeupw,l7270W. SID.U ReI. . .cludes .ueument .Dd plumbinlcc»lI, 10- "Because the UtU. piece II de-Igned for&ereat .nd •••ter .y.tem, .bicb II UluaUy aD ultlm.te .ref to proylde nexlbWty, \bitlnatalled .10Dl with a lewer.ge .y.tem. area baa been .,,"Ina up 00 the m.pa forRobert Biebel, of lb. SouJbeaat.rD truDk ..w.n. So e""oo' tbinb tb1I.reaWllconaln Re,ioDal PIaDn.inI Comm_loo, II ',olna to get iewen," Biebel .nawered.IJid h. wu .urprlaed that there .u .. "W.'d,be much happier II our.rea wu~ucb Coocel1l over the f.cWty plui. ''The white 00 the map.!' retorted J.ck Crotty,,e.en .re not. fOr the ;'.rea 1OU'r,~~"" INS S. II.Jon Dr. "You keep layblg, 'IIterested ia. They are Dot ,om, to ......'tb.aomedayln the future you .ant ..wen,' no.are. you Uye iD,to he aaId. ' , : ooe aeema to Me .e need ~m." t • 'Biebel expl.iDeci that' the' plaD wa. ,''We ~on't ~anl theml" bon.... MYera'deaigned for two ....r trUnta. A aman nakleDti. . .truDk, .b1ch .W affect IOUthwestel1l New DI.bel aald the pIa ... chaDpCIBerUn, .W eateDd from the H.... Coroen' . oace.o tbe aouthw.tern realon would Dol....r plalll to the . IIUw.ukee-W.uk.ba receive aew.n. He advlaed1bat the plan notcounl7 UDe. The Ia.... trunk .W be cOG-. be chaDged .0 reakleoti could be ..ned bl.tructed iD New B.rlla from the cOUDlJ Une ....n if they w.nted, In the future.to the exllUq R.,.I 1I.00r Int.rceptor Aaked II the CommOll COUDCll or ma10r11De. ''The UtU...Ieee oI....r provides tbe . ',' ,'n'ilblllti,-ic)'{iiDeu," .outh.ar New . icilillMM.,.r

~I .~I lYe v-//n-j 18'~~~ vne J

(J it,.1. t: n J P r?'/_
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Some re.ldents .••ked why the
Regal Manor Plant could oot 1M modified.
"aloae uld that DNR would not allow IL .

. "I .houldn·t .ay it. but" think It'. poUti­
.eaL They doa·t want to .ee .rowtb. They
.....tto lee UI move back (lato the city),"
"aloo. Hid.

P.pe uld theplaDt ... designed oot te.
·...t longer thao • year•. "We're not golag
to Iavat 10 It can Dve for.yer. If we add a
UllIe bit oow,ln. fe. yean we wW bave to
'.add • iot because the major portJoa .W
deteriorate...

'80me . resideD'" ....ested' they .ould­
rather .spend about $U miUloa to modify
the plaot tbaD .a 'estlmated $I. million lor
..wen.

II a denloper .aated ...en In the ......
Ud convinced SEWRPC aad DNR 01 -a.
aeed. Pape ulel be could ••t n regard-
.... of .hether the region Ia the plan or

Ie ruldent ..ked whJ,he. till
I) tbll three montha .go.
•UU dOG't lee • deep HId lor' doiDg
Let'. uy Ia 1•••waot ....n. tbeD
ill .et ao.amendm.nt to the plao,",be

loa. added. "The 0DIy nUCIQ I-.m
thla la because II.Dle dlatrulL",e w.y It IOUDdI to m.. la the city la
rleu Ia ~ .bole Wog,..· Hid Peter

j request delelloa. Biebel ulel both
j ask. He uld their request would be
Jated througb .tudy.

that point. Btebel Introduced the
I)r.
re/re ootJrylnc to lUck .nythlng down
throats," ".Ione .aid. He explained

because DNR h.1 ordered the city to
don the Regal Manor plant by 1984. the
lid 00 choice but to .ccept th.eeneral
r treatment plan. -
'e wanted to build our own plant. 'but
wouldn't iet us...· Malone laid;' ,
uld he would alk for the reglon'l dele­
fit could be dODe belore 1984. wheo the
I Manor Plant must-be .hut down.
rwlle the rqlOD -would face a lou of
aiel and the city would be charged •

)0 floe for every day after the deadUne.
lid he would oot put the whole city la fl­
ial Jeopardy.

esidents unhappy with sewer plan
- .... (the .........ter IrMtmeaU pinbeca...

... ,........ at Mceartey. 5415 S.- MaJon Dr. Mceartey '~blcb1a euler?" Mr. Crotty utecL It .ould r••ult Ia additloul r.yl ..
wa. referring to the DNR'. refu.al to let the "It .ould make II more dltncult (or • ...••red RuueU Pope••potesm... f. the
city build Its own plant aad DNR'. ~rder deY.loper if you ..... deleted from the" DNa .. MadlIoa.
that the Regal Manor be shut down la 1984.
The mayor agreed the city lacks control
oyer thIJ sltualloo.
, "A. an. Crolly Hid••ewen .ould co.t
$14,000. And we're .upposed to .tart
ecooomizing?" Mceartey asked.-

He Hld'that he 11 a .eolor citizen 00 allx­
ed lacome. and .ewen could coat him about
.,000. - .
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VI



& iii l·
SCALE I" MILES

"C,AltlD • ., ""nUT a allll..1 ,11Il:.

66

~
•••• MMSD SERVICE AREA';2005

• REGAL MANOR TREATMENT PLANT

.CONNECTION TO HALES
CORNERS INTERCEPTOR



..-.-... ~•...

MUSKEGO

';"';"';;~"""';;'~"";'-'-------:':"".'

I J

IOJ

.,,
i;

~-,-..a...-+-..,..-~~~-t-

,

...
I
il.: ' -,

•••• MMSD SERVICE AREA-2005

D REGAL MANOR TREATMENT PLANT

OCON"NECTION TO HALES
CORNERS INTERCEPTOR

67

I
I

II



rJ(\1 1 " '• j '; 1,/;, ,

Mary Lazich, President
New Berlin City Council
New Berlin City Hall
3805 South Casper Drive
New Berlin, Wisconsin 53151

Dear Mrs. Lazich:

5345 South Majors Drive
New Berlin, Wisconsin 53146
November 13, 198?

ReCEIVED

RECeIVEd C'TY OF NEW BERLIN
WAUKESHA CO., WIS.

~If' • i 9 19B7

SEWAPC

Enclosed are the ballots used by people attending the

November 11, 1987 hearing, held at the New Berlin City Hall,

on the topic "City of New Berlin Sanitary Sewer Service Area".

The ballots were made available to the people by myself at the

City Hall. The people put their ballots into a box labeled

"VOTES". After the voting, the votes were separated into yes,

no, and "other ballots", with yourself and me present.

There were 87 no votes, 2 yes notes, and 2 ballots with

the vote not written in by people, both of whom I called after

the meeting, and who wanted theirs to be made a no vote. Also,

one man, whom I contacted yesterday, had written a nonexistent

address. He said the correct address was 2ll3l~"'est Sunnycrest

Drive, which is north of Greenfield Avenue. Taking the latter

three votes into consideration, makes it 89 no votes and 3 yes

votes.

Also enclosed are copies of the written portions of the

ballots, one set for Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Planning

Commission (SEwRPC), to accompany the original ballots and this

letter, for the record, and one set to accompany a copy of this
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2e
letter, as a communication to Council.

Sincerely,

,fPA/YJ) {l* C~'
/J;~~A. Crotty ,

/l2cryG~~
LJeuJu-aA~ d-ui'YL:r
A~ioiv oj (~/.U ~
j~/ld7iC'~3 -C;-'ll
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DYes

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? No~

NAME: (Signature) :d,~/?g,gJ;.
ADDRESS Ibid!) (IQ ~J iO!ww) RECEIVED

CITY of NEW BERLIN
DA~ ~~II~-~~~-~~~~~.~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~AU~K~ESHACO.,~IS.

' .... 'NOV 1;3 Uf',"

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin ~~---~._~.
Oep.Cle¥~~

Sewer Service Area (2010)? No ~ Yes c:J ,
~" '---'~'~ C DNAME (Signature) . .;;,1<1' .0/'" ~K_ . l...?m

C
· ..f} S T6l)c7U 1\. 'DR'iJ29

ADDRESS c:.,Z3() :) 1}}d~iL...=:·J~/..:..::AJ~P~·'{loI.,t..;...~_J·O( _

DA~ AloV / {1 ()tr/z
7 '

D~ you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)?
\./

No rll Yes 0
NAME (Signature )

ADDRESS --'---.;;...::..;.';'.....""""--_---.._,......;;..;/~~k~/_·4-(_· "'-/~(;;.l;?c.;.:;;J;;..- __._'/....~...:..:../,:-......~~.''t;...ll''0~~~.:'·~?{,,;;;,,_

DA~ -'/..;.·,:-/_,__..;.f_':.-/ _

--_._--

Do you want· your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? NO?xf . Yes 0
NAME (Signature) [I_..c{...k...K- J. ()1 t.::t::t:' .

ADDRESS /9:5 5 5" U). V/s. -h.- ':b y-', \J e-,

DA~ II .. I I - F7

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area {2~O}? No~U Yes D
NAME (Signature) 4S-J?C'~_4-e- ,1) 4u2e.L

'1 /' Ii
ADDRESS /DR'. S- Vv', '~~kC(..f1f(~ ,J}?
DATE .~..'c If , IL/'i"";7 ; ,
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Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Are~3010)? No i¥J Yes c=J
NAME (Signature) _~~ g.(~""""~.~QI~".~--'.~'-:\!t..-_....:.....- _
ADDRESS~ i2 IDe J WAY-X- ~-

DATE .-J\-' \ - 81

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area C29fo ~? No ~, Yes D
NAME (Signature) ~~

ADDRESS £77s: "V/YJ <J Ed Lfi/Ve ~dJ.
DATE ~ 1/ -//- f7)

.~ r •

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? No~ Yes c=J
NAME (Signature) S~~ 1< '.~
ADDRESS I 1 , }i.'Y 'kU. + IV G Z. Pg. I

DATE J I - / / - 0 '7

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area~010)? '7 ~o J:sj _.' :yes 0
NAME (Signature) ~L/ ,~"</~ -;7 ~_S t;;-~~
ADDRESS /? S/ ". :';-- l/-/ .iL>'11 /; l', J-.-l ,f'?C. 'flu l~ •

. DATE //' --// -:t-/-~~::;>

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer SeFvice Area (201-0)? "No l:iJ. -0

NAME, (Signature) (j~>(;t1:-v y:':. -~p/'Jrr~
ADDRESS 2ZdJ L:\~', / (12-'{~ 0\\:1- [lew

I I
DATE /1/ 1/ / $7

)

Yes t=1
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Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (201"0)? No p Yes -0

NAME (Signature). '-;-~ ~-<y'*-
ADDRESS /9s-~ r ' 42 ·7£rrg.~ -ec- >;C
DATE ~;/~Lq

Do· you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? No J?1 -Yes D

NAME (Signature)· :ruoy r11.AI..LL -!fiI:h~- •
ADDRESS 11t./f);f tJ. ~.ta1(L11 Rei.. N~, (12 I '531c(~
DATE 1//111;7 - ; -'

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

oYesNo rgr
NAME (Signature) _~/1.(o::l~liQ,~~I!lt::-_~~;.;:::::'~r.w4(~O~ _

ADDRESS _.--£./-,q...1.ll3SoC::!-t7~~~.~/:..aM:::Jj;E~2.. AJ.O~}e.=-- _
DATE __~/...;../--:/..:./---:~:....cZ:.--. _

-Sewer Service Area (2010)?

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin- Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? No_[£1

NAME (Signature) '--Z) )c~- -c:/c!c4 A
ADDRESS ,90 y~ .'5 0-) Z-cd.Cdr-;;4..;: rL,-,-(

DATE 1/ - 1/ - J' 7
)

Yes 0

••

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Yes c:J
'"

Sewer Service Area A20lO)?

NAME (Signature) _~"';:;·=.I,.;...;;e:..-.l.""""'~~-:--"-:::fk:ir~';;;:;"~~~+-' _

5 tADDRESS -",::::::"-u..J,£...~~:!....£.::=..~t;;1::::;~;;:t;.,,..L_~~~ _

DATE tl'\ en),
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Yes 0

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (20l0)? No ~ Yes [J

NAME (Signature) W~~ .
ADDRESS a 0-5'J:..L 4J rAJ.!: 2J~
DATE J?/!/,,/ rz
Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (20l0)? No ~' Yes c:J
NAME -( Signature ) r L- ( ~A t:J.'E r4 lU 0 L /.( U
ADDRESS ;;Z tS/;L '-f -5' U,J, re?4:C( C.) t:LJA. C t:P{. c/

DATE ~ /1///?lZ
I (

. Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (20~ . N3--;z;J L Ye}/CJ

NAME (Signature) ~ .

ADDRESS I ? P 6' s ~c£/tlM<=--I2?~ ~
DATE /-- 1/'-- 6 7

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer S·ervice Area (20l0)?

NAME (Signature)

ADDRESS ---'~~"..L.-....:;;..J~~~~~~~l..". ~ _

DATE ~~ - __--- _

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2~..1.O~? No ~

NAME (Signature) c:Z~' tJ.
e ADDRESS 3-.7 let? 5" k;-c;'<

DATE // -- //- )?t""'

Yes 0
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the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area

NAME (Signature)

ADDRE'SS ~
DATE ......-~:...-......f,'--Il-~I----_-------..",... -----

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? No ~

NAME (Signature)~~
ADDRESS /90 ~)... s ,,> I ~R.tJ:t!d '
DATE 1(-- / 1- r7•

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2~10): No~ Yes c:J
NAME. (Signature)4!~-:~~ .
ADDRESS I if/~cJ ~ ~~•
DATE /1-11 -fZ

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanit~ry

Sewer Service Area

NAME (Signature)

ADDRESS ~O II~

DATE //- /0 -

Yes

~. 'JJ.I-~.

uJ ~ ')1 o.7Tc-:o..Q C1.o.L.
8'2

o

ADDRESS ! q97~- ?<.)

DATE 1/~ 11- a-7

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin'Sanitary

Sewer Service Area .53010)? No ~ . .. Yes D
NAME (Signature)~ ---xd.d

~l:Lrd-fJiJ,
t/ .
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Do you want· your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (20l0)? No ~ Yes 0
NAME (Signature) b.st • ~f1.£ T G> ,...,.J l <:

ADDRESS • "-;t W . so:" UO.... ~ .e w<.. I "-' iL
DATE /I~)77 ~7 _

.._-~--.--.

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (20l0)? No ~

NAME (Signature) REI lEa eN!Vo!tcH
ADDRESS /7~2p f,J, JAC(j'uoINF

DATE MJv: ((/ /93'7

Yes 0
--- A?A~,

/)8- r

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Yes 0Sewer Service Area (20l0)? ,No, 'W
NAME (S ignature ) '. -;>1l iF ( Uiclt.d~led '

I ' f r ~)J!

ADDRESS / Z().31.-; ({ /. ~+71{ai/ /'-if /
;

DATE _._,__.;..../1_'_-..1.-/~I----:;:.>?-!..7 ---..._--

Do you want yd~r property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer S~rvice Area (20 O)? No ~ Yes' t:J
NAME (Signature) ....I.-~_._.-=l):;...~,.r..::z::;:~~::;:::,.~~_-------
ADDRESS J'~~u - w:
DATE ,1/" 11- l2

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area

NAME (S ignature )

ADDRESS ~ [)

DATE /~//-j/Z

No ~ Yes D
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Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer s~rvice .Area~(2010)?No M Yes 0
NAME (SJ.gnature) _. ~II::..-,;~~....r::.- -;::- _

ADDRESS s?l5.x1. .. JRI ~

DATE '//-//-??

----,------

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area

NAME (Signature) .;.'~~~~~~::=::::....:"...::::::;::-"4~~:;:::::----­

ADDRESS ---s::::z...,t-,~:.--'=~~--=-:!;j:::.~~::s.....--J~~---;....--

DATE --~-:...J.~~f-- --.;.. _

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (20l0)? No iZf Yes c:J
NAME (Signature ) c:L!diJi;; 71aflvW';:zr'AH4:j

r'1 J 5' /J ,'\ 'I/) ,/) 'IADDRESS _J 0( () - C6l,~-,.va tit ,) ')0)';\1<

DATE '/( /0 h 7
7· I '

, No I:(i:~ Yes 0
l~tA,U. '.! ,,'

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (20l0)?

NAME (Signature) ~
II '\

ADDRESS i) W \J '~:, ;; (r~ '
\ I

DATE _ .....I.../-f-J......J _/+)_;~'.....~ '.....,'i -:--- _
I , '

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? No 'l2?J. Yes c:J
NAME (Signature) -'(21--'~k~'~~'.;:;.... ..,t.~'"'~~~iL-::::.. _

ADDRESS /Z?~.,-~
DATE , ,&//--17
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Sewer Service Area

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

~~/ Yes D
NAME .(Signature) l.._~~_":::":::....i....J:--,~~...:-..._~d-":'!~_U-;::'::""';C::_-(..7"·~"--· _

ADDRESS I~/( I

DATE /f!,I,I"

_Do you want your property included in the New Berl'in Sanitary

~ewer Service Area (2010)?, No.~ Yes 0
NAME (Signature) Uk ,p~
ADDRESS 37'6s S ~(P~~ bF2J...0L- '
DATE II -II -&2

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (20l0)? No, Qj Yes D
NAME (Signature)ljf~e ADDRESS' I § ~ 5'---:. . 'N
DATE JII/I It 7
Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? No ,r)?J Yes 0

NAME (Signatur~ -)·27.~1.:"<P/V~

ADDRESS 1- ZQ (:, :). r)Q it})c (!M(;.-' ,D,-1J i

DATE ///1/1'1'7
, I ;;

--.,- --- --------,

Do you ,want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Yes D
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Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2~C ~ ." Yes 0
NAME (Signature l loA~
ADDRESS ~ ~ss-O L0 Cd~ 0OZ
DATE II / I' 1~ ] <:)

I_....._._. ----

Do you want your property included in the

Sewer Service Area (2010);( No. ~

NAME (Si~t.ure lA...- &--,....~
ADDRESS ;7 ;).;l,i :5 ": JJ--I.-J"-'~'-7t.. ~
DATE I? ,/,!/( J';;c .

New Berlin Sanitary

Yes D

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? No~ Yes 0
NAME (Signature) ~~(~r i(~. "
ADDRESS 5S";}.S' 5 /-IIA/(roLL.. jRfVE

DATE (I - II - F 2
.. -_.... _--_...._~._._------------

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? No III Yes D
NAME (Signature ) /' ~J ,'! '. 1..) ~ (I Ai;: !p 5

ADDRESS !5/:.< '..J '.,' I I • l /\

DATE / I - I /_. if 'I

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? No i:h .Yes [=:J

NAME (Signature) ~.~4~.
ADDRESS I 7 7 6~ JJ. J", -ft4Cb Or-
DATE ' tJ:;&~~ It/1//17

~.
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Do you want your property included in the New Berlin 'Sanitary

DATE //- //- ~Z

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (20l0)? No '. Yes D
NAME (Signature) t(~)J,.-"i i ,; ~/L--L! C:~~;'·/'·- f,i~ f,d,.J

/7'
ADDRESS s:U ,r ~S '".it' . . ;,;j t~',lrt

DATE J / ~ / 1- ? 7
r i

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Yes 0 -Sewer Service Area

NAME (Signature) -~~,,4.i.4-..i4.~~~~----------

ADDRESS -~~!...Q...:L~U2..~2.!1.~~~~~£1.L.f::- _

DATE 11(1(!!7·

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (20l0)? No .iR1 Yes c:J

:~~:i~~1:L~:X~::P-;!k{P~J}
DATE ~ /4. 1287 W~'... oS .;y/?'t

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? No ¢ Yes 0

NAME (Si~ture)"/J'I&It' nw"f4M~£~
ADDRESS 1/£33 7:- J41' 7k;tz;;~ ~.
DATE /</I~/~7 '
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Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary
I

Yes 0Sewer Service Area

NAME (Signature) H~.J.tL--::>",~~~~~~=::::r------­

ADDRESS 6 9' 0 fA) oJ· s:
DATE· 'lY~ 1/2/ C(/j 7'

>

Do you want your property included, in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (lOla)?. /

NAME (Signature) ~ i' ,

ADDRESS /f1'Lf 13 '1{/'< 54::;:;4R .nV L2t1
i ,

DATE ~7J I (-- / 1 g 7_ .....

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? No IXJ Yes C:J
. NA,ME (Signature) --EP(Au:.kM:Y~~~liea=:='~~l::::~'l=:S.O<~d _

ADDRESS I <[ q I] D ryl.. 1'}~ fb.u

DATE 1/ JIt 1(1rr 7

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? No tzJ Yes 0
NAME (Signature) ,'! / (1/ (,'~-1"- J.c:;.;;~!L~'e..;,.:.:~::.::..:£.;;;.--1.-..-=-' _

ADDRESS f010~ <1y;/ £a.L'e/kl :J~~t/11,4;-/«(;_
DATE 01<M,It- i/- ~Z
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Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

••

Wi

oSewer Service Area (20l0)? No c:J .Yes

NAME (Signature) -Q,/.-;,;')~j.;...." "";';"":';''';''-'''__' .i-j....)...:.L..i..;,oJ.t-..:...·}...;,;·,:....t\~L;... _

ADDRESS ,5j ~~. .:.~. .",.. ..)) .. ,"._ : l

DATE·/jr;; () ,

Do ~ouwant your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area/(20l0)? No ~
NAME (Signature) \,;.. .,AJr.t:.Ll..\.I,~~~.{.,4.j.~~~--'-'l~::l--l~~~~~r::u...v.~
ADDRESS ~ () !AJ /5
DATE --.l+--+--J..-'-I-:..-..::.:;...-/- _

Do' you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer s~rvice Are~~~
NAME (Signature) ~.

ADDRESS I?:yepCZ 1//z~ Ilk /» .. . •

DATE !/-/l-ET7
• ". II' ---....-'__. __ ,.••

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? No~~ c:J.
NAME (Signature) [2<10 ~ ot:..~ )
AnDRESS 5' :f..~ ~. &~J< £i.
DATE A 'E::-. U4:: ~ ~ll!!~ ~ ~~ /I:- '/ C; 1/7

. l:lI ~ /. _ j 76 '

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

yes 0Sewer Service Area (20l0)?
I

NAME (Signature)

ADDRESS

DATE --.....--I--t--~--,'--__....L__-- -------
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Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2~l?)? . No gr Yes D
NAME (Signature) ~~#?~f.-~~

j) /~ADDRESS <7'13 ~ <{$< ~

DATE If - (I - $- ?

--,,--------

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (20l0)? No .'fiii;1. Yes 0

N~ (Si~t~rel-nra .,.t.'-1f..&.... i ;j-"';r"'''''; .' .
ADDRESS !?"', 10, /ill, CJ,~<~ (itch',· ,\ WUJw1J.wJ4ndj ?tJ+ec' .
DATE 1)- II - g Z , - " _

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

~~wer Service Area (20l~ ~o O~

NAME (Signature) ~tn

ADDRESS (9)r!" eN - J\.A:sI/t- \::>/1- -

- Yes 0

DATE ....--....t/.....:,'_-....L{.!.-/-_'{L.I.!.- --.,."!"""''!' _

. _...,--,._-_..,----...-----
Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (20l0)? No Jrj' Yes 0
NAJ\IE (Signature) au eat,g) ~'-- _

ADDRESS -5 790 ~IIMa1.JL CEd),} .
D~TE If J/ I 787 _. ~

7 ) .

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Yes 0Sewer Service Area

NAME (Signature)

ADDRESS --=~~~:-..-----..J-~::t.....o::::~~~~:IA.___"~23,__---'- _

DATE <SIIIILf' Z
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DYes

Do' you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer se':"ice Area '"(~)? ~r;x:
NAME (Signature)~ t!!!:!:.L,
ADDRESS J :J J ('1 r J (S):::€v =:

rJ/-- 1(-8:/
... "

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Servioe Area ~2010)? No ~ Yes c:J
. NAME (Signature) f) ~£eQ~
ADDRESS'Qi/3ocJ w; v~f:,z;~J?~ <JbtU1c.~ ­
DATE ~, ) 1·- I <7 '7 I

;

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? - No tx1. Yes D
NAME (Signature) .1iAAU~L~r--"--A.-"';;;;;" _
ADDRESS S I 0 I M~ .~~:)---..c.4,-,,~!...:., _

DATE· I!~ 11- £1-:-7 _

'Do you want your property included in the 'New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Servioe Area (2010)? No Qj Yes 0
f(".

NAME (Si~ature) kXt 7'Z-~)'Y\cLlA6?<no
ADDRESS 0(.0/3 Q2 LV .J) (j.··ti:~n., if Q CLQ"

DATE yJ,. tkL ,II;, I c:zK
j
1

Do.you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (20l0)? No t1J. Yes 0
NAME (Signature) --.W.LMl.!-~.:::Jc;~A!..:...~Jc!:::.!::~~~·--:.:::..-._... __......-- _
ADDRESS . 1to?=:'''{ w- Jh1~ Y2J),
DATE ~--- Ul -17 .---:....~.---------
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Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area.}f010)? NO~ Yes 0 .
NAME (Signature)~a f~
ADDRESS b:1 '] 0 ~~ ;11rlJOIl D/Z., ..
DATE 11- ((- f 7

Do you want your property included in the, New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Are~ (20l0)? No~ - Yes t:J
NAME (Signature) '~C4c'lo..?6~
ADDRESS \ lo'\d D \.Ll. ~ \r,<:::,e..a ~ \:Jx ,
DATE \ \l....!.\.:-\\~~~+.l---__""":"-'--";"-------

dl3~_S3~V5~/_'__

New Berlin Sanitary

Yes CJ
Do you want your property included in the

Sewer Service Area (20l0)? No ttJ
51~NAME (Signature)

ADDRESS / ~ CJ 00

DATE _""""I"-I-"",,,,I,,-r~8:..:..") ~__
"

Do you want Y9U~ property inclu4ed ~n th~ New'B~~l~~'~~"~~,rf.

Sewer Service ~rl!)a (20l0)? NQ [2J. Yes 2r ,,"" '," .
NAME (Signature) r,: 1,y~,,-;9: J),i$(Yl-<'-'·

ADDRESS lil.f cl(). 'ti/ CtU~7 k M I 1'1 uv~ RiJ.?rk?1J a1hv-:,..
,)

DATE ///.J / I~) ;'7
?

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area

NAME (Signature)

ADDRESS -~~-,'-l.""----,-"",£-.L--::::~~~~:I."i:~,,..,4~~-----

DATE -_.....s.I.-f--I-!-:~-+- ...--. -:---
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Do you want YQ~r property included in the

Sewer ~~~l~e A.rea(20;~:}. ? No pi /
NAME (~lsnat~8) l~" __ t) /~

(, ""': " ',c' , .

ADDRISS. :.y &:-./ . -?:>O·VJ :DC\ (; '...

DATEr ~/'; /Y"l ~'(l~P-'"7'
4 ... ,,-.. -.~ ,',' .,_,k; .. ' .. e. 4.

'.... :

New B'r;~n ~~o,t ta~1..... ",," . ,.' .

Ye$' CJ
-

. ,

/~'j,. )

Do. you want your property included in the New Berlin SanitarY

Sewer Service Area (20l0)? No J%1 Yes 0
NAME (Signature) ;;~I9.ir1la.I.M..b-< . ~
ADDRESS / 7~ 1 a1d/.,hA;ket12vd~.f?~1d 6~1 f j )
DATE / 'e=;., i/ - ~7 .

0-0

. Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (20l0)? No ~ Yes c:J
NAME (Signat'ure) )~-« tU4.t~

ADDRESS 59$9 c1· e<..£Acr;<d.1JR{ ~&¥hU

DATE ~ II-/?JZ

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (20l0)? ~o."Br Yes 0
NAME (Signature) 'We'4<:je- ~Zr-L~
ADDRESS 0 () </.)" 3 tAL )2~J Uv-<..
DATE //-//-,/1'

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area(~OlO)? No iZJ Yes CJ .'

:7RE~:igna;~ ~r)- ",-c.£.Q~'~"'-loJ:::::;;;:·:=:;----J:~.~-.........lIt:~tJoi~~1:;:;·~t.::::~:...~---.~-~--. '-V-SJ I V"'
DATE I f- (/, Y> Z
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Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? No 12?J Yes 0 e
NAME (Signature) H~aL ??rruL.
ADDRESS I 7 b:<' 0 ).If ~~~ of)/1.,. '?4e ~,M/.s3IH~

DATE II - 11- S7

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (20l0)? No" Yes 0
N~ (Signature) {.o~d4I-.s /lc4~~
ADDRESS (?/.5 S- cJ· Sn1~ / / ~~
DATE _

Do' you want your property included in .the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area ~~'~.~? No ~'. i ~es CJ
NAME (Signature) ,~Q.~
ADDRESS -;;z IVOO l\! . g..,;#_crAc_..J..··_·..a-' -

DATE . I ( - / ( ... ~--,

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area ~OlO)? No~ y~.s 0
NAME (Signature) .~0..~ ~~~~
ADDRESS '''(1 1; In ~~.~~~,. 'Qel
DATE ----t-l\Ir:-'-J..\)J-'%~=7-1----------------

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (2010)? . No~. Yes 0
NAME (Signature) ~""*-~ J.~-:
ADDRESS S/ crJI :<fc, '&z<aao rD <) ..

DATE .//- 1/ - ~Z
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New Berlin SanitaryDo yo~ want your property

Sewer Service Area~20l0

NAME (Signature) ~~~~~~~_~~di£~~~~~~P_":'­
ADDRESS S-g- -5-0

DATE 1/1/1If 7: /~r /

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Are~~~ . Yes 0
NAME (Signature)~~

. ADDRESS c!U//.;s:d"~~L,d4,l«::
DATE, rt- 1/ -8;'2 .

Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area ~ ,

NAME (Signature )

ADDRESS --..e..:-~~t.---==;....:..--:..:.~~~~~.......:;~o:--_- _

DATE

Do you want your proper~y included in the New, Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (ZOID)? ~. () Yes 1(1..
NAME (Signature) ~. 0 ~J/v~ .

ADDRESS /gSt.!-O W1L1f/DIf/?4L 6l.::..(/......;e_.' _

J)A~ : [1- I b / f( 7

~)o you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area.~)zolO)~: Yes 0
NAME (Signature)f::C2~ .

ADDRESS ./ f 6 ()() O,-.. G'.L~U ~~ k 13 53/~£
)U...p)/J- %'7 r .

DATE ..:-. ----_--------
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Do you want your property included in the New Berlin Sanitary

Sewer Service Area (20l9)? ~o cJ Yes ~

NAME (Signature)~~(. =-:__..,.,...__~_"'='_
ADDRESS J.({)./ ;]~~~ (~~~)
DATE It /;/ (g1 ~

I



-e------

___ _______________________.______ .. ~_ //-3- ~7

J;)~--~~-:--- ------------------------ ----------- -; ----
__________ .. .___ ~J~--~-~~-~

---- ~_-_a;;f":--.s-.!rLf)--.5"'"D ~~d'~'wd _~.....c.M~~~~

~.~~=~~~U- ~~j/T/7
___~9~7Ifel~~~ ~-~-~.~~~--4L ..,d~~
~d~~~~~. --
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------~ -------- - ------=---------_ =~1::-~:-=:.~
__________-----l6Jr..L-L.¥..L.:llJ~£o_ -1k>~;'p%'d M.

_______---J~~~----DJJA------

----------------------------------- ---- --- ------------------------- - -

------------------------ -----------~---~---------------------- - -- ---- -- ------------ ---
\

----------------~-~----- ----

-----------~-----------~--------------------------
_--->---1 _
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DR. AND MRS. REUBEN NOACH
17820 W. JACQUELINE DRIVE

NEW BERLIN. WISCONSIN '~~6Nov. 4, 1987

The New Berlin City Council,
Mayor Tim TUlly, and
Ralph Bpcker, City Engineer
New Berlin City Hall
3805 S. Casper Dr.
New Berlin, Wi. S31S1

Dear Sirs,
I, Reuben Noach and my wife, H3nnah Nouch,
residing at 17620 W. Jacqueline Dr. in New Berlin
WisccJns in, wnuld lit'€ to get off the ci t.v
sewers planni~~~ because we want to determine
when we should get sewers in our area of
residence.
As long as we are on the city planning map, we
have no say or control as to when we get sewers.
We want to retain that control ourselves.
Please remove our property froM the map.

Sincerely,

"

'.
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November 6, 1987Computerized Engraving Service
NAMETAGS • SIALS • NANEPLATJS

-----high-tech engraving co.-----

City of New Berlin
3805 S. Casper Drive
New Berlin, WI 53151

Re: Sewer Service Area Map

To the Common Council,

I, as a property owner, businessman in New Berlin for 9 years,

resident of New Berlin for 31 years, taxpayer and registered voter

am OPPOSED to any of the areas in question being added to the Sewer

Service Area Map for the following reasons:

(1) The Master Plan calls for the area of the city west of

Calhoun Road to be the "rural" portion of the city. If this

is so, there should be no developments that require sewer

service.

(2) Director of Public Works Becker was reported in the "New

Berlin Citizen" that he sees no need of sewer service in

this area by the year 2010 or even beyond. If this is so,

why even have it on the map?

(3) If this area is on the map, you, the Common Council can

approve installation without any public input. As the

persons who will end-up paying for this service, WE should

decide when and if the service is needed.

(4) Alderman Lazich, at your october 23rd meeting, sucessfully

eliminated her district from the map because the residents

had presented a petition stating their opposition to being

included on the map. Yet a petition, with hundreds of

signatures, from residents from my area was presented to

you and we are still going through this process. Why the

discrepancy in the way petitions are handled and accepted?

(5) If there are areas with failing private sewage systems or

developments that require sewer service, why include

everyone on the map instead of the affected areas?

----18445 W. National Ave., New Berlin, WI 53151 - (414) 679-1902-----
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- Page 2 -

(6) I am currently paying $30.00 every 3 months to have my

holding tank pumped. Can you guarantee me that my sewer

bill will be $10.00 or less per month? I don't think so.

People with perfectly good septic systems are now only

paying to have their septic tank pumped for maintenance

reasons. Can you guarantee that their sewer bills will be

equal to or less than they are currently paying? Again,

I don't think sol

(7) With FLOW currently fighting the Metro Milwaukee Sewerage

District on how suburban residents are billed for sewer

service, how can you justify any additional areas being

added to that service?

(8) If the areas in question are added to the map, and YOU decide

to install service, Why are we forced to abandon perfectly

good private sewage systems and hook-Up to the service

within one year? You are adding to the problem with Milwaukee

and creating an additional burden for the taxpayers. We

should not be required to hook-up to the service until our

current system failsl

(9) Alderman Lazich, again at your october 23rd meeting, stated

"I feel the credability of elected officials is at stake when

residents made a definite statement 18 months ago and we are

here again requesting them to do this". I did not sign the

most recent petition because I was not in my office when it

came around but I did call Alderman Smith stating my

opposition to being included on the map, but the residents

of the southwest corner of the city made a definite statement

with their petition and phone calls to aldermen. But here we

are again. The issue is dead. Let it restl

In closing, I do not need or want sewer service, I do not want

to be on the map. Taxpayers want a voice in deciding if and when this

expensive service is needed.

~=lX.y,(Y~
Brian L. Gulrud
Castle Stamps, Inc.
High-Tech Engraving Co.
Taxpayer.
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November 10, 1987

Francis & Charlotte Nannemann
5230 S. Brennan Dr.
New Berlin, Wi. 53146

To: New Berlin City Hall

Subject: New Berlin Sewer Service Plan

Gentlemen:

These are our comments in regard to sewer service
installation:

It is not necessary to put possible sewer service
on the map.

In fact the year 2010 would be soon enough for any
thoughts of a proposed sanitary service. (the year
2020 would be even better as there certainly is no
rush at all for sewers in our section).

We have taken in consideration the growth of our
community and please respect our comments and also,
do not put possible sewer service on the map.

Thank you.

Sincerely,

AEDEI V'l>

CIlY Of NEW BERLIN
WAUKESHA CO., WIS.

'N-OV 1" \,' ....
t ) ~ '. ~ t.:. I



Nov. 10. 1987

Mayor Tim Tully
C/O New Berlin City Hal I
3805 S. Casper Road
New Berlin. WI.

Dear Mayor TUlly:

Elected officials have a responsibility to their
community and its citizens to make intellegent decisions for
that community regarding public services to both existing
and/or future development. To eliminate any existing ared.
speciiically that area south of Beloit Rd. ana west of
Calhoun Rd .• from the sewer service area as delineated in
the current 208 Plan. would be a grave injustice to those
citizens who are apparently not aware of the ramatactions at
such an action. The 208 Plan is a valuable tool which the
community will use over time for the good of all New Berlin
residents to more effectively plan the the ultimate routes
and capacities of those interceptor sewers which will
someday provide a necessary public service to a given area.

The area I have mentioned contains homes which range in
age from 10 to 30 years old. Septic systems never have been
the ultimate solution to wastewater disposal. Their life
can be shortened by soil conditions. groundwater conditions.
lack of maintance or a combination of all three. To say
that a septic system is working today is no criteria by
which to judge the future. since the vast majority will
ultimately fail. Many of the systems existing tOday were
tested years ago when criteria was far more lenient. and
would not pass soil tests based on todays standards. The
residents who have such soil conditions on their lots. do
not realize that they are living with a system destined to
fail. They assume that because the system was passed years
ago, it must be "O.K .• " and are willing to sacrifice their
rights to a future public sewer system which is the only
ultimate solution.

It is a wei I known fact that the area east ana north ot
Sussex is currently experiencing numerous septic failures.
The people of that area want and demand a pub) ic sewer
system, NOW! The health hazards are evident, the problems
are real, and the planners must now start to change the 208
Plan to incluae that area in the service area tor the Sussex
Treatment Plant. To change such a plan is a long. drawn out
process. To wait until such an emergency exists causes
great hardship for the people I iVing with the prOblem. and
for the elected officials who must rearrange priorities and
spend excessive tax dollars to correct it. I would hope
that the officials of our community and the dedicated people
at SEWRPC. who encourage sensible planning, would not put
our citizens in such a position.
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As one travels the area in question a tew mound systems
are visible. In years to come more wil I become necessary as
systems fail. Each one represents over $10,000 spent on a
system which wil I be or should be ultimately replaced witn a
pUbl ic sewer. This money spent is strictly buying time.
The Qfily way of effectively eliminating future health
hazards and groundwater contamination is to treat sewage at
a treatment plant.

As a citizen and a taxpayer of this community, I wil I
feel that my rights have been stripped from my family it you
eliminate our area from the ultimate sewer service area,
since we are now included. I do not want to lead a tight to
get our area back into the planning area in the years to
come when a health emergency exists I ike the one that I
cited earlier. near Sussex. Anyone favoring elimination of
Our area is strictly looking at 1987 and no farther. This
is shortsighted. and ultimately can and will cost the
citizens of the entire community in the long run. You will
be forced to run parallel interceptor systems at great
expense someday. because you chose to listen to a selfish
minority who are only looking at their own wallets. If
someday they come to you and plead for help because their
system has failed or their well is contaminated. I hope that
you would have the same courage to tel I them they wanted to
be el iminated and they can solve their own proolem. I for
one do not wish to be put in that situation. and I am sure.
given the facts. most of my neighbors wouldn't either. You
as elected officials must base your decision on tacts. not
on the whims of a shelfish minority. Don't wait for the
emergency to occur before you begin the planning!

Steven D. Loth. P.E.
5215 S. Williams Rd.
New Berlin. WI. 53146

cc. Mr. Stanton Smith. Alderman
Mr. Joseph Nowak, D.P.W.

P.S. Please enter this corresspondence into the record of
the public comment in opposition to deleting that area south
of Beloit Rd. and west of Calhoun Rd. from the current 208
Plan for sewer service.

-2-
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November 12, 1987

Common Council
City of New Berlin

Gentlemen:

Please be advised that I am in favor of the Northwest portion of
the city of New Berlin remaining in the New Berlin Sanitary Sewer
Service Area. I own a lot at 211)1 W. Sunnycrest Drive in
Westbrooke Parkway Subdivision and desire that it be serviced by
the sewer that is scheduled to be brought through that subdivision
in 1988.

Thanky on 54~<"
~ Thomas R. Cotey
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Nov. 16, 1987

Dear Elected Offical:

I wish to emphasize my opposition to sewers and water from the
Metro system. As I pointed out at the meeting on wednesday,
November 11, 1987: -The difference between an outhouse, septic
system and sewer system is strictly the length of pipe through
which the effluent must travel to its destination.-

The health hazard issue is therefore mute as we are merely
transfering the health problem from one point to another. In
this case to the Lake Michigan shore line for areation,
treatment and settling. It is then trucked out to a point near
Palmyra and spread over farm fields, etc. to -get rid of the
residue.- The leaching into the Lake Michigan watershed has so
polluted the Milwaukee drinking water that high levels of
Chlorine have had to be added to the water supply to make it
permisible to drink at all. The food we eat from the local
area which may have been produced in the fields where the
residue has been spread may be contaminated with heavy metals
and other health detriments. Therefore I cannot see how a
health problem has been avoided at any time.

We seem so anxious to rid ourselves of problems by transfering
it to another area in our society today. Can't we solve our
problems instead of covering them up? The answer is that we
can but we have been unwilling to do so. The more people that
live in close proximity, the more problems we will have. The
subdividers do not care about this aspect as they will be long
gone before the problems become evident. The Southeastern
Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission could care less as they
are so involved in -planning- that they do not see the error of
their ways. SEWRPC is an unelected body that has no authority
for its decisions which is why those decisions must be
submitted to the DNR.

It is the intention of this letter to point out that any health
problem due to human waste will not be solved by transporting
that waste to points where we may be contaminating both our
water and our food supply.
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The answer is simple:
1. Increase the house lot size requirements in our city

so that we may use our private septic and water
systems without contaminating the systems of others.

2. Avoid rezoning to allow any more multiple family
housing which would increase the density of population
in our city and cause the problems of Milwaukee in our
city.

3. stop listening to the WMetro Government Wplanners
desiring to control our lives without our permission.

4. Recognize that Land Use and zoning laws are designed
to put the control of the use of private property in
the hands of tax consuming bureaucrats who believe
that they know better how to use our taxable assets
than we do.

I am asking you as an elected official to respect the desires
of the people in the respective wards of this city. I am
asking you to put those who would like to interfere with our
community on notice that New Berlin is not WLittle Milwaukee w•
We do not elect our leaders to delegate their responsibilities
to unelected bureaucrats from Madison or Waukesha. The Lord
knows we do not need to repeat the errors of the City of
MilwaUkee bere in New Berlin. ~

~~d4
16825 W. Shadow Dr.
New Berlin, WI 53151
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