Issues and Opportunities Town of Potosi

1.0 ISSUES ANDOPPORTUNITIES

1.1  CHAPTER SUMMARY

The purpose of this section is to provide basikfemind information for the comprehensive planrngcess and
general demographic characteristics for the TowRaibsi. More specifically this section includefrmation
from the community survey and visioning sessionsymunity profile and projection data including ptation
trends, age distribution, and population projection

1.2  GOALS, OBJECTIVES, PoLICY AND PROGRAM RECOMMENDATIONS
The following are the Issues and Opportunities gjaabjectives, policy, and program recommendatfon®otosi.
The essence of these recommendations is reflantedghout the entire document.

1. Protect and improve the health, safety, and welfaref residents in the Town of Potosi.

2. Preserve and enhance the quality of life for the mdents of the Town of Potosi.

3. Protect and preserve the community character of th&own of Potosi.
Note: The above policy recommendations are furtixptained in other elements of this comprehengiaa. This
section provides background information and ovetiaéiction. For example, the above recommendatiueng be

carried out by implementing recommendations in ioffgetions such as housing, economic developmedt, a
transportation.

Wisconsin State Statute 66.1001(2)(a)

(a) Issues and Opportunities

Background information on the local governmental unit and a statement of overall objectives, policies,
goals and programs of the local governmental unit to guide the future development and redevelopment
of the local governmental unit over a 20-year planning period. Background information shall include
population, household and employment forecasts that the local governmental unit uses in developing
its comprehensive plan, and demographic trends, age distribution, educational levels, income levels
and employment characteristics that exist within the local governmental unit.

1.3 COMMUNITY VISION

A vision statement identifies both where a commuimitends to be in the future and how to meet thieré needs of
stakeholders: its citizens. The vision statenesdrporates the community’s shared understandiiitg oature and
purpose and uses this understanding to move tagetivards a greater purpose. SWWRPC, in conjunatiith
UWEX-Grant County, sponsored visioning sessionsfmh jurisdiction in the autumn of 2007. The Town
Planning Commission utilized the visioning informatfrom these sessions to create their formabwistatement:

The residents of the Town of Potosi take great grid the community’s agricultural, rural and
river scenic beauty, recreational, historical, andldlife; as well as its diverse dwelling choices,
parks, and superior municipal services and faciif.

The projected population growth for the next 20 yeas minimal. The Town envisions an
increase in second / vacation homes, commerciakentises, and large agricultural tracts with
continual decrease in small family farms. Changginevitable. The Town must be prepared to
assure that these changes are accomplished in eyanized and controlled manner that will
enable the development and re-development of layds maintain the above stated elements
which the residents take pride in while concurreptbrotecting private property rights.
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1.4  BACKGROUND AND PLANNING AREA

Under the Comprehensive Planning legislation, astbpl the state in October of 1999, beginning owdey 1
2010, if a local governmental unit engages in dmpe actions listed below, those actions shaltdmesistent with
that local governmental unit's comprehensive plan.

Official Mapping
Local Subdivision Regulations

County, Town, Village or City zoning Ordinances
Zoning of Shorelands or Wetlands in Shorelands

Comprehensive plans are a blueprint for how a conitywill develop and grow. Their purpose is t@pide
communities with information and policies that tlehall use in the future to guide planning and comity
decisions. The Comprehensive Plan includes niements: Issues and Opportunities, Utilities and @amity
Facilities, Agriculture/Natural/Cultural Resourcéusing, Transportation, Economic Development,
Intergovernmental Cooperation, Land Use, and Implaation. In addition, the Comprehensive Planning
legislation establishes fourteen planning goalguide planning efforts. The fourteen goals, alaiitty other
planning policies and objectives created duringplla@ning process, appear throughout each chapthisi

document.

Grant County, together with thirty-six (36) juristibns, including the Town of Potosi, applied foPlanning Grant

through the Wisconsin Department of Administratiothe fall of 2006. In the spring of 2007, thatytmonth
Comprehensive Planning Grant was awarded. Gramhi@@nd the jurisdictions within it contracted vthe

Southwestern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commis&RWRPC) to complete individual comprehensive plan

for each of the forty jurisdictions (Grant CounBjties, Towns, and Villages) in accordance with d¥issin

Statutes 66.1001. The only jurisdictions in Gr@otnty that did not participate under the multigdiction grant

were the towns of Beetown, Boscobel, Castle Roeknimore, Glen Haven, Marion, Millville, Mount Ida,
Muscoda, Paris, Patch Grove, and Platteville, thaeges of Livingston, Potosi, and Tennyson, areldhies of
Fennimore and Platteville. These jurisdictionbeaitchose to complete their comprehensive plamgwgther
resources or had already done so. The followirgglist of all of the jurisdictions participatingnder the grant.

Grant County

Village of Bagley
Village of Bloomington
Village of Blue River
Village of Cassville
Village of Dickeyville
Village of Hazel Green
Village of Montfort
Village of Mount Hope
Village of Muscoda
Village of Patch Grove
Village of Woodman

Town of Bloomington
Town of Cassville
Town of Clifton

Town of Ellenboro
Town of Harrison
Town of Hazel Green
Town of Hickory Grove
Town of Jamestown
Town of Liberty
Town of Lima

Town of Little Grant

Town of Mount Hope
Town of North Lancaster
Town of Potosi
Town of Smelsor
Town of South Lancaster

Town of Waterloo
Town of Watterstown
Town of Wingville
Town of Woodman

Town of Wyalusing

City of Boscobel
City of Cuba City
City of Lancaster
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PARTICIPATING JURISDICTIONS
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According to state statute, Class 4 municipalitiage extraterritorial jurisdiction to the area nbes outside of the
corporate limits. During the course of this pldnstarea shall be considered as part of the plgrariea.
Conversely, the extraterritorial area will alsodeasidered as part of the planning area for jurtgmtis that border
municipalities. The inclusion of the extraterritdrarea in two separate plans underscores the fermar of these
lands and the importance of intergovernmental cradjmsn (see Chapter 8, Land Use). The purposeeof th
extraterritorial zone is essentially one of cooatiion with adjoining communities in an effort totiaipate and
mitigate any impacts stemming from the developnietitat area.
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1.4.1 ROLES AND RESPONSIBILITIES
The following indicates the roles and responsikiitof each entity involved in the comprehensianping process.

Southwest Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission {8NVRPC)
a. Provide staff services and project managenugrdrbcess.

b. Produce written plans and supplementary doctsnen

c. Plan, coordinate, and staff joint-jurisdicémeetings.

UW-Extension, Grant County
a. Assistin developing and coordinating pubbetizipation plan, press releases, survey, vismpiind
education processes.

Grant County Zoning and Land Use Department
a. Provide information, direction, and feedbaclSWWRPC on process and plan development.

Town, Village, and City Planning Commissions

a. Provide feedback and direction to SWWRPC iretigping plan policies, information, and implemeiaat
measures.

b. Hold meetings to discuss comprehensive planissugs.

c. Develop comprehensive plan and recommencdtiitdgoverning body for adoption.

d. Represent the jurisdiction at joint-jurisdictal planning meetings.

County Zoning and Land Use Committee

a. Provide feedback and direction to SWWRPC iretting the plan information, policies, and
implementation measures.

b. Hold meetings to discuss comprehensive planissues.

c. Develop comprehensive plan and recommencdtitegoverning body for adoption.

d. Represent the jurisdiction at joint-jurisdactal planning meetings.

Town, Village, City, and County Boards

a. Appoint plan commission members.

b. Provide funds for the process.

c. Provide notice for and hold local meetings hadrings for the adoption of the plan and implermigon
measures via ordinance.
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1.5 PuBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN

As part of the Comprehensive Planning legislaterery community must develop a public participafpten at the
beginning of the planning process. The Town obBidPlanning Commission has developed guidelines fo
involving the public as part of the requirementshef Comprehensive Planning Process (Section 66(41@),
Stats.). The goal of a public participation plana promote awareness of the planning proces®ep the public
informed and educated, and to obtain input andgpgation from the public in order to create a plaich reflects
the vision and goals of the community.

Southwest Wisconsin Regional Planning Commissiai\(\BRPC) and UW-Extension were involved in a variety
outreach activities throughout the planning proce38/WRPC conducted informational meetings on edi¢he
elements throughout the planning process. Thetyasfeoutreach methods either SWWRPC or UW-Extemsised
to publish the dates, times, and locations of mfational meetings are listed below under the appatp
organization.

SWWRPC

. Surve

UW-Extension
UW- Extension Newsletter
UW-Extension Webpage
Press releases to appropriate news mediums for
SWWRPC sponsored meetings.

The Planning Committee will use the following medhaas ways for public participation throughout gh@nning
process:

Post agenda and meeting minutes at designated pgdtications prior to meeting.
Provide information in local newsletter (4 timesyear).

Public service notices announced on the radio.

Press release in Lancaster and Platteville.

PwnpE

Both community planning meetings and SWWRPC fat#itl meetings served as the methods for public
participation throughout the entire Town of Pot@simprehensive Planning Process. Methods of public
participation used to notify the primary audienaes listed above along with any other community fners
including property owners and persons with a vestddasehold interest in property allowing theraetion of
nonmetallic mineral resources in which the intgneituse of the property may be changed by the cehgmsive
plan. The success of the public participation jdameasured by the extent to which progress has bede
towards the achievement of this plan’s goals.

During the implementation
phase of the project, the
Planning Commission
adopts, by majority vote, a
resolution that formally
recommends the adoption
of the comprehensive plan
(and any future plan
amendments) to the Town
Board. CD copies of the
recommended and adopted
plan will be sent to the
clerks of the towns of South
Lancaster, Harrison,
Waterloo, Paris,
Jamestown, the Villages of
Potosi and Tennyson, Grant
County, the Potosi and
Lancaster Community
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School District Administrators (Section 66.1001(3)(Stats.) In addition, a CD and a paper copthefplan will be
sent to the Wisconsin Department of Administratowl to the Public Library serving the jurisdicti®taper copies
will also go to the Planning Commission, Town Bqadd Town Clerk.

In order to comply with Act 307 regarding nonmetathining, the Town of Potosi will also send a cagthe plan,
per a written request, to any operator who hasiegpbr or obtained a nonmetallic reclamation pé&raiperson
who has registered a marketable nonmetallic mirdepbsit; and any other property owner or leasedioldho has
an interest in property allowing the extractiomofimetallic mineral resources.

Prior to adopting the plan, the Town of Potosi Boaill hold at least one public hearing to discthes
recommended plan (Section 66.1001(4)(d), Statslpaovide an opportunity for written comments bg ffublic
and respond to such comments through review amdigison at a Town Board meeting. At least 45 ghaigs to
the hearing, a Class 1 notice will be published toatains, at a minimum, the following:

The date, time and location of the hearing

A summary of the proposed plan or plan amendment

The local government staff that can be contacteddaditional information
Where to inspect and how to obtain a copy of tlepgsal before the hearing

The Town Board, by a majority vote, shall enactdhdinance adopting the recommended plan (Section
66.1001(4)(c), Stats.). The adopted plan and ardia shall be distributed to the aforementionetigsin Section
66.1001(4)(b), Stats. The plan shall contain imérelements identified in Section 66.1001(2), Stdf the Town
Board asks the Planning Commission to revise tbemenended plan, it is not mandatory that thesesi@vs be
sent to the distribution list. However, in thergpaf public participation and intergovernmentabperation,
revisions constituting a substantial change ta¢temmended plan may be sent to the distributgin li

1.6 COMMUNITY SURVEY

In the fall of 2007, the staff from SWWRPC distried a countywide survey to all property owners mar@
County. The purpose of the survey was to provaltigpating planning commissions with communitgdéack
regarding key elements in the comprehensive phatotal of 16,491surveys were sent to property awme Grant
County. The University of Wisconsin River FallsS\lRF) Survey Research Center was responsible fotatig
and analyzing the survey responses. (See Issued@mattunities Chapter Attachments for your jurgsidin’s
survey results.)

1.7 COMMUNITY PROFILE AND PROJECTION

The following displays the population statisticslgomojections that were prepared as part of theirements of the
Comprehensive Planning legislation. Other demduragata and statistics, such as employment cheistits, are
in their corresponding chapters.

Table 1.1 Population Statistics (Source: DP-1,DP-2. 2000 U.S. Census

Town of Town of
Potosi Potosi Grant County  Grant County Wisconsin Wisconsin
Population Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total Population (1970) 100.0% 48,398 100.0% 4,417,933 100.0%
Total Population (1980) 1,104 100.0% 51,736 100.0% 4,705,767 100.0%
Total Population (1990) 963 100.0% 49,264 100.0% 4,891,769 100.0%
Total Population (2000 100.0% 49,597 100.0% 5,363,675 100.0%
SEX AND AGE (2000)
Male 53.3% 25,164 50.7% 2,649,041 49.4
Female 388 46.7% 24,433 49.3% 2,714,634 50.6
Under 10 years 120 14.5% 5,738 11.6% 721,824 13.5%
10 to 19 years 138 16.6% 8,490 17.1% 810,269 15.1%
20 to 34 years 138 16.7% 9,995 20.2% 1,063,460 19.8%
35 to 44 years 139 16.7% 7,096 14.3% 875,522 16.3%
45 to 59 years 175 21.1% 8,533 17.2% 985,048 18.4%
60 to 74 years 104 12.5% 5,918 12.0% 560,306 10.4%
75+ years 17 2.1% 3,827 7.7% 347,246 6.5%
100% 100% 100%
Median Age (2000) 36.7 35.9 36.0
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Figure 1.1 Population Changes in the Town of Potosi
(Source: US Census)
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Figure 1.1 shows that the Town of Potosi experidraseoverall population decrease from 1970 to 2fQ®.9%.

Figure 1.2 Age Distribution in the Town of Potosi
(Source: 2000 US Census)
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Figure 1.2 shows the population of the Town of Boly age distribution for the year 2000. The éstggroup is
people ages 45 to 59 (175 people) making up 21of e population. The second largest age grolgbdb 44
contains 16.7% of the population with 139 peoplée town’s median age is 36.7.
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Figure 1.3 Population Distribution
(Source: 2000 US Census)
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Figure 1.3 compares the population percentage éyegup for the Town of Potosi, Grant County, amel $tate of

Wisconsin.
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Age Group 2010 Low 2010 High 2020 Low 2020 High 2030 Low 2030 High
Less than 10 103 108 80 88 68 78
10to 19 Years 115 121 104 114 86 99
20 to 34 Years 118 124 105 115 96 111
35 to 44 Years 102 107 94 104 92 107
45 to 59 Years 187 196 167 185 140 163
60 to 74 Years 157 165 187 207 217 252
75+ Years 20 21 35 38 44 51
Total 802 841 772 851 743 861

Figure 1.4 Town of Potosi Population Projections
(Source: 2005 SWWRPC, Note: State Projections extend only to 2020)
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Figure 1.4 shows the projected populations foryéeas 2010, 2020, and 2030. The red line indicatesure high
projection, while the blue line indicates a futlow projection. The State projection trends lowem either the
projected high or low.
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Table 1.3 Educational Attainments (Source: DP-1,DP-2. 2000 US Census

Town of Town of
Potosi Potosi Grant County | Grant County Wisconsin
Educational Attainment Number Percent Number Percent Percent
Less than 9th Grade 23 4.3% 2,346 7.7% 5.4%
9th to 12th No Diploma 41 7.7% 2,713 8.9% 9.6%
HS Grad 263 49.3% 12,255 40.0% 34.6%
Some College 111 20.8% 5,828 19.0% 20.6%
Associate Degree 38 7.1% 2,230 7.3% 7.5%
Bachelor's Degree 51 9.6% 3,332 10.9% 15.3%
Graduate/Prof. Degree 7 1.3% 1,921 6.3% 7.2%
Percent High School Grad or
Higher 88.0% 83.5% 85.1%
Figure 1.5 Educational Attainment
(Source: 2000 US Census)
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Table 1.4 Occupations (Source: DP-1,DP-2. 2000 US Census

Town of Town of Grant Grant
Potosi Potosi County County Wisconsin Wisconsin

Occupations Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Prod, Trans & Mat. Moving 148 31.2% 4,981 19.9% 540,930 19.8%
Const, Extraction & Maint. 48 10.1% 2,294 9.1% 237,086 8.7%
Farm, Fishing & Forestry 15 3.2% 753 3.0% 25,725 0.9%
Sales & Office 88 18.5% 5,524 22.0% 690,360 25.2%
Services 60 12.6% 4,025 16.0% 383,619 14.0%
Mgmt, Prof & Related 116 24.4% 7,511 29.9% 857,205 31.3%
Total 475 100% 25,088 100% 2,734,925 100%

Figure 1.6 Town of Potosi Labor Force Projections
(Source: 2000 US Census, SWWRPC)
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Figure 1.6 shows the projected labor force poputatifor the years 2010, 2020, and 2030. The nedifidicates a
high projection, while the blue line indicates tber projection. Labor data was not available fé8Q or 1970.

1.8 |SSUES ANDOPPORTUNITIES AGENCIES AND PROGRAMS

At the end of each chapter of this comprehensiza d a section that lists some of the state ateré agencies
and programs that exist to help communities: itdsan exhaustive list. Many of these agenciespragrams (a
brief program description and contact informatismgiven) can provide expertise or funding to helplement
some of the recommendations of this comprehendare prour community should contact the agencyntdriest to
obtain the most up-to-date information. Grants.(g@e below) is one source that could be useddmadunding
for all types of projects.

GRANTS.GOV (Www.grants.goy

Grants.gov allows organizations to electronicaliglfand apply for competitive grant opportunitiesh all Federal
grant-making agencies. Grants.gov is the singlesscpoint for over 900 grant programs offered ley2é Federal
grant-making agencies. The U.S. Department of Healtd Human Services is the managing partner fantSigov.
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| SSUES ANDOPPORTUNITIES
CHAPTER ATTACHMENTS
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Town of Potosi

During September and October of 2007 a total ofdi&Sstionnaires were sent to households in the TRotosi. A
total of 113 questionnaires were returned for arretate of 26 percent. This number of returnedeys will
provide estimates that expected to be accuratétihinvplus or minus 7 percent.

Key results of this survey include:

The top three reasons for Potosi residents tativ@rant County are to be near family and friers8%),
the small town atmosphere (53%), and the areaiswdgyre (27%).

Relative to Grant County as a whole, the qualityhef school district and the low crime rate areenor
important factors for citizens of Potosi, but beirgar their jobs is less important factor in teohs/hy
they chose to live in Grant County.

Potosi residents give high marks to most of themmunity services and facilities. Over 70 perceme g
excellent or good ratings to the majority of itelisted (ambulance, fire protection, schools, reioggl
etc.). Ratings for street & road maintenance aedoublic library were less positive. Ratings farlgage
collection were higher than the County averagetheipublic library’s ratings were lower than thegage
rating across the County.

At least 86 percent of all respondents in Potogiitsia important or very important to protect a#tural
and cultural resources about which we asked (alitgugroundwater, rivers and streams, etc.). ceom
about natural and cultural resources in Potosiarsra similar level of concern throughout Grant &gy
and concern for protecting rural character is $lighigher than the County average.

Potosi residents believe that there is a need @weralderly housing, starter homes, affordable imgysnd
single family units in the Town. They support foicigson improving existing housing. But Potosi resits
are less enthusiastic about additional housinggftgpe than the County average.

Citizens of Potosi do not agree that landownersilshioe able to develop their land in any way theyntv
but do feel that visual impacts should be considi@reen developments are proposed and that driveways
should meet standards needed for emergency seefieles.

A majority of Potosi respondents agree that la@eslivestock facility expansions should be lodate
outside a 2 mile radius of an incorporated areacbmpared to the County average a higher propodfo
Potosi residents oppose large-scale livestock tipasanywhere in the County.

Potosi residents are opposed to the use of praguagricultural land for non-farm activities.

A majority favor a minimum lot size between 1 anddses for rural residences.

Large majorities of the respondents from Potosipégased with the roads in the County and TownyThe
agree that the County’s overall road network meetsneeds of citizens and that the condition of the
Town’s roads is adequate. Three-fourths rate theni®roads as good or excellent.

Potosi residents, like those in Grant County gdhearefer to receive communication about
comprehensive planning via newsletters or diredt. ma

Respondents from Potosi are quite supportive ofiyséolar and ethanol energy as means of spurring
economic development. Town residents also ageggutisdictions should provide some land with
infrastructure for industrial and commercial deyet®nts and that such developments on the edgéesf ci
and villages should be required to use municipdaewand sewer services.

Like the County as a whole, people living in Potdsiw a wide variety of types of businesses as tambd
to the County’s economy.
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SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — QUALITY OF LIFE

By a wide margin, the most important reasons fao§igesidents to live in Grant County are to barne
family and friends (59%) and the small town atm@sph(53%). The area’s agriculture is a distamtlthi
(27%), followed closely by the quality of schookb¢o).
At the other end of the scale, fewer than 10 pertstrproperty taxes, community services, histalric
significance, or appearance of homes among theithticee reasons to live in Grant County.

Quality of Life Factors

h. Near Famiy and Friend

n. Smal Town Atmospher

a. Agriculture
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g. Natural Beauty

i. Near Job

f. Low Crime Rate

k. Quality Neighborhood
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¢. Community Serviceg[I
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SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — QUALITY OF LIFE (COUNTY COM PARISON)

Compared to Grant County as a whole, Potosi retsdee more likely to include the area’s agricwdtur

among their top three reasons to live in Grant @oun

A much smaller percentage list of Potosi residemtkide being near their jobs among their top three

1. What are the threemost important reasons you and your family choosw live in Grant County?

Potosi County Potosi County
a. Agriculture 27% 17% | i. Near Job 19% 40%
b. Appearance of Homes 1% 2% | j. Property Taxes 6% 6%
c. Community Services 2% 3% | k. Quality Neighborhood 15% 10%
d. Cost of Home 15% 17% | 1. Quality Schools 25% 18%
e. Historical Significance 1% 2% m. Recreational Opportunities 11% 9%
f. Low Crime Rate 19% 20% | n. Small Town Atmosphere 53% 58%
g. Natural Beauty 22% 24% | 0. Other 9% 5%
h. Near Family and Friends 59% 56%
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SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SE RVICES

Potosi residents tend to give excellent or goodgatto most of their community services and faeti.
Over 90 percent say their ambulance service aagfiotection are good or excellent. At least 70rgive
good or excellent ratings to garbage collectiom @atycling programs, the public school, parks and
recreation facilities, police protection, and sn@moval.

Although over 60 percent of Potosi residents gixee#ient or good ratings to street & road mainte@an
and the public library, they are less positive d@libhase two items. More than one in four resporsieate
street & road maintenance as fair or poor.

Rating Community Facilties and Services

Bl

b. Fire Protection

2

a. Ambulance Service

1
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i. Recycling Program ]

h. Public School Syste
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|
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SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SE RVICES (COUNTY

2. Rate the following local services

COMPARISON)

Compared to the County average, Potosi residents $imilar opinions about most of their community

facilities and services.

They are more positive about their garbage cobbectiervice than the County average.
On the other hand, they are less positive aboit plblic library than the County average.

Excellent Good Fair Poor Applﬁgftslble
Potosi | Cnty | Potosi| Cnty | Potosi| Cnty | Potosi| Cnty | Potosi| Cnty
a. Ambulance Service 54% 54%| 41% 359 2% 6% 2% 0% 2% 5%
b. Fire Protection 60% 54%| 38% 399 3% 4% 0% 0% 0% 3%
c. Garbage Collection 49% 39%| 38% 399 6% 9% 3% 2% 5% 11%
d. Municipal Water System 15% 23%| 12% 389 5% 10% 0% 206  69% 26%
e. Park & Rec Facilities 36% 30%| 40% 479 12% 13% 2% 2% 10% 1%
f. Police Protection 35% 27%| 37% 459 20% 20% 5% 4% 2% 4%
g. Public Library 21% 33%| 40% 469 20% 11% 4% 2%  14% B%
h. Public School System 30% 30%| 48% 499 17% 13% 2% 2% 4% 6%
i. Recycling Programs 32% 31%| 50% 519 14% 12% 1% 2% % 3%
j- Sanitary Sewer Service 10% 25%| 24% 429 4% 8% 0% 1% 62% 24%
k. Snow Removal 23% 27%| 47% 479 10% 17% 3% 2% 171% 1%
[. Storm Water Management 12% 16%| 25% 439 7% 16% () 3 50% 22%
m. Street & Road Maintenance 16% 16%| 52% 469 21% 28% % 8% 5% 2%
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Issues and Opportunities

Town of Potosi

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — NATURAL AND CULTURAL RESOUR CES

Very large majorities of Potosi residents placeagmmportance on the protection of their natural an
cultural resource base. For all the items that ske@, at least 86 percent of the respondents sait b
important or very important to protect them.

They have near unanimity (97+ percent) regardiegriportance of protecting air quality, groundwater

and rivers and streams.

Importance of Protecting Natural & Cultural Res@asrc

g. Rivers and Stream

a. Air Quality

d. Groundwater

b. Farmland

h. Rural Characte}

c. Forested Land

k. Wildlife Habitat %

f. Open Spacéh

J- Wetlandsh

e. Historic and Cultural Siteb

i. Scenic Views and Undevel Bluff

B Unimportant + Very Unimportant
O Very Important + Importa

0%

25%

100%
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Issues and Opportunities

Town of Potosi

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — NATURAL AND CULTURAL RESOUR CES (COUNTY COMPARISON)

Residents of Potosi give a similar high level oportance to the protection of natural and cultural

resources as do County residents as a whole.
They place a higher level of importance on thequion of rural character (95% say this was impurta

very important versus 86% in the County).

4. Itis important to protect the following:

Very . Very :
Important Important Unimportant Unimportant Not Applicable
Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty
a. Air Quality 71% 68% 27% 29% 1% 2% 0% 19 1% 1%
b. Farmland 63% 59% 32% 37% 3% 3% 1% 19 1% 1%
c. Forested Lands 59% 54% 35% 40% 5% 3% 0% 19 2% 2%
d. Groundwater 76% 73% 22% 25% 2% 1% 0% 09 0% 0%
e. Historic and Cultural Sites 32% 27% 56% 57% 11% 139 2% 19 09 29
f. Open Space 40% 34% 49% 53% 10% 109 1% 19 09 24
g. Rivers and Streams 72% 64% 27% 34% 1% 2% 0% 09 0% 0%
h. Rural Character 46% 39% 49% 47% 4% 129 1% 19 0% 29
E SB‘}‘:EESC Views & Undevel | 4500 | 4606 | 41% | 42%| 11%| 9% 3% = 29 0% 19
j- Wetlands 37% 40% 50% 41% 9% 129 2% 29 1% 49
k. Wildlife Habitat 52% 47% 42% 43% 6% 7% 0% 19 0% 2%
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Issues and Opportunities Town of Potosi

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — HOUSING

A majority of Potosi residents believe there iseadhfor more elderly housing, starter homes, a#iolel

housing, and single family units. They also favarufsing on improving the condition of the existing
housing.

More disagree that the need for more multi-famitjtsi(duplexes or apartments) than agree.
This group of questions had an unusually high pgegge of “no opinion” responses.

Housing Needs

5. Improve Existing

8. Need elderly
housing |

9. Need starte
homes

7 Need aﬁordable_ M Disagree + strongly disagree

O Strongly agree + agr

6a. Need single
family |

6b. Need duplexe

6¢. Need
apartments

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
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Issues and Opportunities

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — HOUSING (COUNTY COMPARISON)

Town of Potosi

Compared to Grant County as a whole, Potosi resdee less likely to say there is a need for gpg bf
housing about which we asked.
They are particularly less likely to see a needifiore affordable housing in the Town than the Cpunt

average.
Strongly
Strongly Agree Agree Disagree Disagree No Opinion
Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty
: ';'L'f;l‘i’t‘f existing housing | 4190 | 2405 | 5206 | 44%| 21%| 16% 4% 3%  13%  13%
. Need following housing
types:
a. Single Family Housing 15% 19% 38% 40% 15% 15% 3% 5% 28% 21%
b. Duplexes (2 units) 3% 8% 22% 33% 32% 259 10% 99 32% 25%
c. u’gﬂ;”mems (Sormore | 4o | 796 | 100 | 24%| 32%| 31% 1594 1206  31%  26%
7. Need affordable housing 22% 31% 34% 36% 22% 14% 4% 6% 18% 13%
8. Need elderly housing 19% 20% 43% 43% 19% 19% 3% 4% 17% 14%
9. Need starter homes 19% 19% 40% 37% 25% 23% 4% 4% 13% 16%

Slightly more than half of Potosi respondents preégsidential developments based on a cluster desig
(smaller lots with more shared open space) tordditional design (larger lots with no or littlessled open
space). The proportion of Potosi residents fagpdinster design is less than the County averag (5

prefer cluster design versus 61% in the County).

10. Would you prefer housing built in a traditiond design (Option A) or a cluster design (Option B)?
OPTION A

OPTIOM

Traditional Design

Cluster Design

Potosi

County

Potosi

County

47%

39%

53%

61%
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Issues and Opportunities Town of Potosi

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — AGRICULTURE AND LAND USE

Very large majorities of people living in Potosefestrongly that driveways should be required te@me
standards for emergency vehicle access and thalvimpact should be considered in evaluating
development proposals.

A majority of Potosi residents disagree with thegasition that landowners should be able to deviiep
land any way they want.

With respect to the expansion of large-scale fathwse with more than 500 animal units, Potosderstis
have fairly clear preferences. They are opposdubtio the most restrictive alternative (prohibitihegir
expansion anywhere in Grant County) and the mbstdi option (allowing their development anywhere i
the County). Over half agree or strongly agree shah farms should be allowed to expand if they are
outside a 2 mile radius of an existing city oragle. The open-ended portion of the questionnaineagted
a number of negative comments about odors and wh@es concerning large-scale livestock operations
Potosi residents are nearly unanimous in theieb#liat productive agricultural land should be uised
agriculture. Two-thirds oppose the use of such fan residential purposes. Three-fourths oppossgus
such land for commercial uses, and more than 8Q3%s®pusing it for any type of use.

Residents of Potosi prefer relatively small minimlatsizes for residential development in ruralaare
two-thirds favor a minimum lot size of 5 acres esd.

The size of landholdings in Potosi varies signifitta Half of the Potosi respondents own 10 acrdgss.

A quarter own 11 to 100 acres, and a quarter oven 90 acres.

Land Use Opinions

15. Driveways meet emergency servi \ \
standards ‘ ‘
14. Consider visual impaé_ |

13. Develop land any way want

12c. Large scale farms 2+ miles o

12b. Large scale farms nowhe B Disagree + strongly disagr

12a. Large scale farms anywhe O Strongly agree + agr

11a. Use ag land for a 1

11b. Use ag land for residenc

11c. Use ag land for commerci

11d. Use ag land for any u

0% 25% 50% 75% 100%
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Issues and Opportunities Town of Potosi

Preferred Minimum Lot Size

no limits

41+ acres

11- 40 acres

6 - 10 acres

<1 acre

]

]

I
I ——

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35% 40% 45% 50%

Acres Owned in Grant County

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%
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Issues and Opportunities

Town of Potosi

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — AGRICULTURE AND LAND USE (C OUNTY COMPARISON)

Compared to the County average, Potosi resideatsare likely to say that large scale livestock
operations should not be allowed anywhere in thenBo

A higher percentage of Potosi respondents saydhdtowners should be able to develop their land
any way they want.

Like the rest of the County, a majority of peopléng in Potosi oppose using productive farmland fo
residential and commercial activities.

Although a majority supports minimum lot sizes fesidential development of five acres or less, more
Potosi residents favor a minimum lot size of 1#@oacres than does the County as a whole.
Individual landholdings in Potosi tend to be largean the County average. Landowners are more
likely to actively farm their land and to say thlageir farmland will continue to be actively farmg6

to 20 years into the future.

Strongly
Strongly Agree Agree Disagree Disagree No Opinion
Potosi [ Cnty | Potosi| Cnty | Potosi| Cnty | Potosi| Cnty | Potosi | Cnty
11a. Use ag land for ag 2% 76% 23% 21% 4% 1% 0% 0% 2% 2%
11b. Use ag land for residences| 9% 4% 19% 28% 48% 44% 179 17% 6% 7%
11c. Use ag land for commercial 5% 3% 12% 19% 50% 45% 269 26% 7% 7%
11d. Use ag land for any use 2% 4% 5% 8% 44% 40% 37% 36% 12%  12%
12. Expand Ig farms (500+ an.
units):
a. Anywhere in Grant 11% | 9% | 13% | 17%| 39%| 4294 30% 23% 7% 8%
County
b. Nowhere in Grant County | 15% 12% 21% 14% 40% 449 14% 19% 11%  12%
c. 2 miles outside inc areas 19% 23% 38% 39% 21% 179 13% 99 9% 12%
13. Develop land any way 15% | 11% | 25%| 17%| 38% 5206 20%  18% 3% 2%
14. Cg:\fgfer visualimpacts of | 5400 | 2gop | 5106 | 579%| 7| 9%| 2% 294 6% 5%
15. Driveways meet EMS 32% | 38% | 59%| 52%| 6%| 6% 2% 0% 2% 4%
standards
16. There should be a minimum lot size on residerti development in rural areas.
Strongly Agree Agree Disagree Strongly Disagree No Opinion
Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty
21% 24% 43% 48% 18% 16% 11% 5% 7% 89
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Issues and Opportunities

Town of Potosi

17. In your opinion, what should the minimum lot sze be for rural residential development?

Less than 1 acre 1to 5 acres 6 to 10 acres 11 to 40 acres 41 or more acres | No Limitation
Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty Potosi | Cnty
19% 19% 44% 49% 10% 13% 12% 5% 5% 49 10% 11%
18. How many acres of land do you own in Grant Coug?
Less Than 1 acre 1-10 acres 11-100 acres 101 acres or more
Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty
18% 60% 32% 17% 25% 10% 26% 13%
19. Do you actively farm the land you own?
Yes No Not Applicable
Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty
34% 14% 56% 55% 10% 31%
20. Do you think your land will be actively farmed(by you or someone else) in the next:
0-5 years 6-10 years 11-15 years 16-20 years Not Applicable
Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty
12% 10% 11% 6% 12% 6% 22% 13% 56% 74%
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Issues and Opportunities Town of Potosi

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — TRANSPORTATION

A very large majority (85%) of the respondents frBotosi agree that the County’s overall road networ
meets the needs of citizens.

Eighty-six percent agree that the condition of Togvn’s roads is adequate, and three-fourths rate th
Town’s roads as good or excellent.

More Potosi residents disagree than agree thatd@nd walking are important modes of transpontatio
They have evenly split opinions regarding whethererbiking and walking lanes are needed along publi
roads.

Many respondents did not rate other transportatiodes in the Town. Of those who did provide raijng
substantially larger proportions of Potosi residemate rail service and sidewalks as good or excell
compared to those rating these options as faioor.gOn the other hand, larger proportions rateoais,
shared-ride van services, bike trails, and busceas fair or poor.
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Issues and Opportunities

Town of Potosi

Transportation Opinions

21. Overall road
network adequat

22. Condition of
roads OK

24. Need more
bike/walk trails on
public roads

23. Biking &
walking imp modes
trans

M Disagree + strongly disagr
O Strongly agree + agr

ee

0% 25% 50% 75%

Transportation Quality in Local Jurisdiction

a. Roads

b. Sidewalks

g. Railroads

d. Airports

c. Bike Trails

e. Bus Service

f. Shared Ride Va
Services

W Fair + Poor
O Excellent + Goo
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75%

100%

Final Draft Page 27 of 137

Adopted July 6, 2009



Issues and Opportunities

Town of Potosi

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — TRANSPORTATION (COUNTY COMP ARISON)

Potosi residents are more likely to agree thattmalition of the Town’s roads is adequate tharotrerall

County average.

Compared to the County average, Potosi resideetess likely to view walking and biking as impata
modes of transportation or to see a need for miéiegband walking lanes along public roads.

Since substantial proportions of residents in thar@®y sample did not rate the remaining transpioriat
items listed, comparisons to the responses fromgPate not meaningful.

21-24. Transportation issues

Strongly
Strongly Agree Agree Disagree Disagree No Opinion
Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty [ Potosi | Cnty [ Potosi | Cnty

21. Road network meets

needs 19% 14% 66% 74% 9% 9% 5% 29 1% 1%
22. Condition of roads

adequate 14% 11% 71% 64% 13% 209 3% 3% 09 1%
23. Biking & walking imp

modes trans 6% 18% 35% 44% 37% 22% 9% 5% 12% 11%
24. Need more bike & walk

lanes on pub roads 17% 24% 29% 34% 33% 23% 129 9% 9% 10%

25. Rate the following for your local jurisdiction
Not
Excellent Good Fair Poor Applicable
Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty

a. Roads 13% 12% 62% 59% 19% 22% 6% 6% 09 (0}
b. Sidewalks 5% 6% 26% 39% 14% 28% 5% 6% 50% 22%
c. Bike Trails 7% 3% 10% 17% 10% 19% 15% 16% 59%  44%
d. Airports 7% 6% 14% 30% 17% 16% 7% 4% 56%  43%
e. Bus Service 2% 1% 6% 4% 4% 3% 10% 20% 8%  72%
f. Shared Ride Van

Services 2% 0% 3% 9% 4% 11% 11% 16% 80%  64%
g. Railroads 4% 2% 26% 11% 5% 10% 12% 139 53%  64%
h. Other 5% 3% 5% 9% 5% 1% 0% 12% 859 75%
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Issues and Opportunities Town of Potosi

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS - COMMUNICATION

People living in Potosi have a large preferenceteive information about comprehensive plannirzg vi
direct mailing and newsletters rather than via nmasdia such as radio or newspapers.

Communication Preferences for Comp Plan Info

e. Other

d. Newsletters

c. Newspaper

b. Radio

a. Direct Mailing

0% 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90%

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — COMMUNICATIONS (COUNTY COMRRISON)

Compared to the County average, Potosi residents &atronger preference for receiving information
about comprehensive planning via direct mailing.

3. What are 2 most effective ways your jurisdictio could provide Comprehensive Planning informatiorto landowners
and residents?

Potosi Cnty
a. Direct Mailing 7% 70%
b. Radio 30% 21%
c. Newspaper 23% 44%
d. Newsletters 54% 56%
e. Other 4% 4%
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Issues and Opportunities

Town of Potosi

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

Residents of Potosi are quite supportive of puggtiie energy alternatives of wind, solar and ethtoro
economic development. Only ethanol developmerddaerious opposition, with about one in three

opposed to this economic development option.

Citizens in Potosi are overwhelmingly in favor ebedinating efforts within Grant County to recrogw

businesses and industry.

Strong majorities of people living in Potosi ageestrongly agree that all jurisdictions in the @Gou
should provide some land with infrastructure foblpzior private industrial and commercial developine
and to require developments at the edge of citidsvdlages to use municipal sewer and water sesvic

They have a stronger preference for manufactunimgpmmercial businesses that involve truck traffibe
located near existing villages or cities (79%) eatthan within an existing community (51%) and are
opposed to unrestricted freedom to locate thesestgp businesses anywhere in the County.

Economic Development Opinions

30c. Devel wind

30b. Devel solar

30a. Devel ethano *—j

.

27. Coordinate recruitmen

29. Require muni water/sew:
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|
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.
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]
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5
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ee
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Issues and Opportunities

Town of Potosi

As shown in the following chart, large majoritiSRotosi residents say that a wide variety of typles
business development are important for Grant CouAtloptions listed were rated as important orywe

important by at least 70 percent of respondents.

Support is particularly strong for agriculturalatdd businesses (95% important or very importard)far

commercial/retail (94%).

Importance of Business Development

a. Ag Related
Businesses

b. Commercial &
Retail

e.Ind &
Manufacturing

f. Tourism & Rec

c. Downtown
Devel

d. Home Based
Bus

B Unimportant + Very Unimportar

O Very Important + Importa

0% 25% 50%

75%

100%

Final Draft Page 31 of 137

Adopted July 6, 2009

=



Issues and Opportunities

Town of Potosi

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT (COUNT Y COMPARISON)
Compared to the County average, Potosi residents Vexy similar levels of support for the developmne
of wind, solar and ethanol for economic development
They are slightly less likely to strongly agreetthew development at the edge of an existing dityillage
should be required to connect to municipal water sewer service.

Strongly
Strongly Agree Agree Disagree Disagree No Opinion
Potosi | Cnty | Potosi| Cnty | Potosi| Cnty |Potosi| Cnty | Potosi | Cnty
26. Commercial or industrial
buildings and activities involving
truck traffic and manufacturing
should be located:
a. Inanexistingcityoravillage | 16% | 14% | 36%| 39%| 26% 28% 7% 7% 16% 12%
b. Near a city or village 15% | 16% | 64%| 63% 7% 8% 5% 3% 9% 10%%
c. Anywhere in Grant County 10% | 7% 15% | 19%| 36% 38% 24% 20p6 14% 16%
27. Coordinate business recruitment | 49% | 53% | 40%| 40% 6% 2% 1% 2% 494 3%
28. Provide land & infrastructure
for industry/commerce 16% | 16% | 45%| 43% 18% 19% 6% 7% 16% 15%
29. Required muni water & sewer 10%| 26% | 56% | 45% 12% 11% 7% 4% 15% 14%

30. Grant County jurisdictions should pursue the fdlowing energy alternatives as a form of economic

development:

Strongly
Strongly Agree Agree Disagree Disagree No Opinion
Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty
a. Ethanol Plants 20% 22% 35% 33% 27% 239 8% 9% 11% 13%
b. Solar Energy 36% 39% 49% 45% 6% 5% 2% 19 7% 10%
c. Wind Energy 49% 48% 44% 43% 2% 2% 3% 29 3% 6%
d. Other 36% 28% 18% 8% 5% 0% 0% 0% 41% 63

Potosi residents, like the County generally, vievagety of types of business as important to tbar@®y's

economy.

The level of support is slightly lower for industiriand manufacturing development; the proportiol wh
says it is very important is lower than the ove@dlunty average. On the other hand, the level ppst
for downtown “Main Street” development is slightigher among Potosi respondents.
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Issues and Opportunities

Town of Potosi

31. Rate the importance of the following:

Very Not

Very Important Important Unimportant Unimportant Applicable

Potosi [ Cnty | Potosi| Cnty | Potosi| Cnty | Potosi| Cnty | Potosi |Cnty
a. Ag Related Business 54% 59% 41% 38% 4% 2% 1% 0% 19 1%
b. Commercial & Retail 26% 33% 68% 59% 5% 7% 2% 1% 09 1%
c. Downtown Devel 42% 31% 42% 52% 12% 119 0% 29 4% 4%
d. Home-Based Bus 18% 17% 53% 54% 20% 229 3% 39 7% 4%
e. Ind & Manufacturing 29% 40% 58% 50% 9% 8% 2% 1% 29 1%
f. Tourism & Rec 34% 36% 51% 55% 14% 7% 0% 1% 1% 1%
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Issues and Opportunities Town of Potosi

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — DEMOGRAPHICS
The demographic profile of Potosi respondents negt¢hat of the County in most ways, with a few bla
differences.

Potosi has a smaller proportion of retirees thanGbunty average.
Compared to the County, Potosi has a higher peagerdf households with three adults and a higher
percentage of households with no dependents.

35. Gender
Male Female
Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty
54% 53% 46% 47%
36. Age
18-24 25-34 35-44

Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty | Potosi| Cnty
1% 0% 5% 7% 12%| 13%

45-54 55-64 65 and older
Potosi | Cnty | Potosi| Cnty | Potosi| Cnty
25% 23% 27% 22%| 31% 35%

37. Employment Status

Emp Part Self
Emp Full Time Time Employed
45% \ 44% 12%| 6% 130/4 10%
Unemployed Retired Other
1% \ 1% 29%| 37% 0%| 1%

38. Place of Residence

Oown Rent Other
Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty | Potosi| Cnty
99% 99% 1% 1% 0% 0%

39. Number of Adults (18+) in Household
0 1 2
Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty | Potosi| Cnty
21% 20% | 64%| 71%

3 4 5+
Potosi | Cnty | Potosi| Cnty | Potosi| Cnty
14% 7% 1% 2% 0% 1%

Final Draft Page 34 of 137 Adopted July 6, 2009



Issues and Opportunities

Town of Potosi

40. Number of Children (under 18) in Household

0 1 2
Potosi | Cnty | Potosi| Cnty | Potosi| Cnty
76% 67% 7% 14% 17%| 11%
3 4 5+
Potosi | Cnty | Potosi | Cnty | Potosi| Cnty
1% 7% 0% 1% 0% 0%
41. Household Income
$15K - $25K -
Under $15,000 $24,999 $49,999
Potosi | Cnty | Potosi| Cnty | Potosi| Cnty
5% 7% 15% 14% 29%| 339
$75K -
$50K - $74,999 $99,999 $100,000+
Potosi | Cnty | Potosi| Cnty | Potosi| Cnty
28% 25% 14% 15% 9% 6%
42. Years Lived in Grant County
Less than 1 1-4 5-9
Potosi | Cnty | Potosi| Cnty | Potosi| Cnty
0% 1% 6% 5% 5% 9%
10-24 25+
Potosi Cnty Potosi Cnty
12% 14% 77% 71%
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Issues and Opportunities Town of Potosi

Comments

Q32. Is there anything about living in Grant Couny that you don't like?
Transportation Issues (13)
- Not many sidewalks on main roads
Speed limit around Lancaster square needs to reatsm especially for elderly and children tryiogtoss roads!
Roads very poor.
State highway is in bad shape
Less acceptance of farm equipment on roads attbusg of the year. Farmers are forced to traveherroads
more and more (more traffic signs to warn of fagmipment)
Cars speeding day and night
The road in Grant County (the gravel road neecktalbseal coated)
Great river road floods sometimes/should be bigihér
Some of the roads are getting in need of repair.
No safe place to walk and bike along major roadways
I do not like the location of me and my neighboriselvays between Dickeyville and Potosi
Highway 61 is in need of repair. Lack of good jslswe have to go to Dubuque.
Township lines - Poris and Potosi end of west |&ha. home is in Potosi, all of road is in Porisd¢3djust does
nothing to help.
Economic Development (2)
| don't like to see businesses come into a towcitgrand then decide to build bigger buildings #alve their older
buildings sit empty. They should be made to crgaten space to replace the new green space theytdien over.
We need jobs and industry that can support its metmeeding free help then pull out after 10 yedrsen our
schools and communities will grow.
Taxes (23)
- Farm land use tax too low. Property tax to highrésident
Taxes too high (6X)
Taxes - we pay more per acre than most countikss ViR are in the top three poor counties in taeestWhen
something is needed - road repairs, school funditoy, We have referendums till no one goes to them down.
Taxes seem to go up every year.
The high taxes in real estate
Very high taxes (real estate). Gas is 5 to 10sckigher a gallon than neighboring lowa.
My property taxes go up every year
High property taxes (3X)
Taxes (2X)
Property taxes are high
My taxes
Taxes very high and unfair for the tax payers tast
Taxes on my home with 9.5 acres are $3600. Weyng on the vine. We need people to build newslesthere
to keep taxes down.
| think our taxes are terrible. We are one of tlghést R.E taxed country. It has to end somewhere
School taxes are getting high.
Taxes are too high for what we receive. Too muchegyavasted on government too much money spenton la
enforcement
Environmental/Cultural/Recreational Issues (3)
- Large animal confinements and odor, Hwy 61, padamd being plowed into crap ground and cattlediteqin
manure up to their bellies in feed lots.
Large hog/cattle farms (commercial) that smell drad have foreigners (cheap labor) who cannotfvatl speak
English
- Not enough bike trails, recreation.
Social Issues (1)
Immigrants, Mexicans, blacks
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Issues and Opportunities Town of Potosi

Job Issues (4)
Lack of job opportunities.
Not enough jobs available for young adults withexperience in certain fields like banking.
Aren't usually a lot of good paying job opportuedti | mean that pay a decent wage.
Not enough full time jobs, most kids move away rfftgh school because of this
Police/Safety Issues (1)
Housing, police force, etc. They drove everythdng of Potosi - and it's not the local force alone!
Too many drugs
No/Nothing (7)
No (4X)
None
Like It (1)
| love Grant County.
Shopping Issues (2)
Everything is a little far. A Wal-Mart or Costcoowid be nice a little closer to home.
Gas Prices
Medical Issues (1)
Lack of funding for the handicapped (Mentally ckajed) Have daughter on waiting list for nearlye@ng for
residential placement
School Issues (2)
- Public schools should be merged. Too many teacretsot enough students. Consolidate ALL schiooGrant
County. Taxes are way too high and they keep asing) every year. When a bond issue is turned ditwn
shouldn't have another vote in another 5 years.

Dysfunctional schools - | have encountered so np@aople who claim they have graduated from a higloaicin
this area who cannot read nor write. Fundamentahedge is missing. How can this be? There neetle @
shake up. | find this shocking.

Land Use Issues (9)
-l don't like the Big Hog Set up close to Grant Eomes

Zoning restrictions and requirements are not eefdiar followed (example: selling off an acreage wieu are
supposed to have 35 acres or more)

We have large hog operations going up around awf dpestions how this is affecting our waterways aad drops
the worth of choices owned by other. Large Hogratiens don't care about the effects on their nzogh, just $!

| think farmers that build hog or cattle setupsalags- should be built next to their own home.

I live in Potosi Township. People cannot buildhie country because of the agriculture Law proimgibuilding

on less than 30 acres. Taxes on my home with@dsan $3600. We are dying on the vine. We nesaple to
build new houses here to keep taxes down.

The 35 acres for residential change to 1 to 5 dores better tax base
Use of my own land

DNR too many regulations

Large farm expansions must be shut down.

Q33. If you could change one thing in your local jasdiction, what would it be?
Transportation issues (8)
- Semi's traveling out town roads with weight linmigrss posted
Allow snow plow operators to work overtime if nesasy during snowstorms
Better shoulders on roads (rural) especially soghngsian move over for vehicles. Afraid more Amish e killed

on our roadways! Would love to put up windmills @ur farm; very windy, high hills. Grants or moreyailable
to do this?

The gravel road out

Great river road floods sometimes/should be bigihér
Passenger railroad from town to town high speesiilkrope
More paved roads
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Township lines - Poris and Potosi end of west |&ha. home is in Potosi, all of road is in Porisd¢3djust does
nothing to help.
Governance (1)
Cut size government
Economic Development (2)
Bring back family owned businesses.
| don't like the Brewery Project, just becausdatifjes beer.
More downtown businesses and not made into apattmgidings
Promote and economic development package, to h&dfi and large farms start up, as they do for a besiness
in an industrial park. Low int. loans, property taveaks, starter buildings
- They need to finish the rebuild of the brewery otd3i. It has been too long.
Taxes (12)
- Taxes
Lower property taxes
Lower taxes! (4X)
Taxes
Reduced property taxes
Taxes are too high. Schools and township wastemoth money (try and save money).
Taxes lowered
Taxes should be lower.
- Decrease property tax
Environmental/Cultural/Recreational Issues (9)
More family events/activities
Get rid of the big smell or the hog set up
Make the Grant River (lower) have trail in it
Also should have more public hunting areas
More recreation programs, four wheeler/horse/hi&ést passenger railroad from town to town higbesplike
Europe
We need a swimming pool for the kids.
Pesticide/herbicide damage to water ways!
More recreation
- More conservation practices.
Job Issues (4)
Bring more industry to create decent paying jobetain people.
Create more job opportunities by incentivizeingibasses to locate there.
More jobs
More job opportunities to enable the town to grow
Police/Safety Issues (1)
Need a better police force. Living in the courimnyits their getting there quickly and unable tdv&osome crimes.
More police officers and stations.
No/Nothing (1)
None
Like It (1)
| like it because it is quiet small town.
Shopping Issues (5)
- More grocery stores.
Community own businesses would be subsidized. Rigconly grocery store" in Potosi closed dueit@ahcial
decisions. We need to keep restaurants, grocemgsstpharmacies, feed businesses, farm/hardwairesdions, gas
stations, and other local businesses thriving. WMa#rthese we have lost in the past 5 years. Wessupported
them with our business.
Help local people create and sustain businesgesvim We need a grocery store where the pricestaetigh that
it is feasible to drive to a larger town to shop.
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Local grocery store
The price of gas
School Issues (6)
- Combine the two schools public and catholic
Make renters pay to have children in public schools
The school administration
Innovation, especially in the schools. It needsngesand leadership and those who have actual th &epwledge
of math, science, foreign language, civics - themo excuse for this decline. They need people kvt the
subject matter and not those who read a subjectiand have a clue if they are teaching an errofufw

More state funding to keep our school in our comityun
- Consolidate school districts.
Land Use Issues (9)
- No new homes on farmable land!
Get rid of the Agricultural Zoning 35 acre minimum
More freedom for home based businesses
Eliminate large factory farms.
If it is zoned ag, etc then keep it that way - wbit the zoning board decides on a one to one.basis
Change the law so people can build in the townslitip a small acreage.
To allow gentlemen’s clubs to be here.
Allowing rural land to be divided into smaller pats
- Limit farm size.
Miscellaneous (1)
Watch where the local money goes

Q34. Other comments
Transportation issues (8)
Township does a very poor job of keeping up seatembroads. The town board is not doing their job.
The snow removal is excellent. The worker for ther is a very very hard worker and does a good job.
Taxes (2)
I'm selling out as soon as possible and buy somenlibere the taxes are lower.
Reduce taxes, through spending reductions. Sefind ten year goals approved by the districtaititra vote!
Environmental/Cultural/Recreational Issues (3)
Some farmers considered conservationists are flowiag conservation practices-taking out stripgkimg farm
ground extend right into stream beds and pastubes!they getting government money for conservatipractice
and not following the rules.
| also am surprised that young people do not hgsaae or places to socialize such as a skatirg Yithat do they
have?
Beautiful area- sitting/fishing facility at the pwion the river
School Issues (2)
They need to cut down spending in the school sysidrare are too many people working for the amadint
students
How schools are ran
Land Use Issues (3)
Keep Grant County in AG. Local ownership in ag,fkeeonomic development going in this ag county. yrfarms
generate more revenue than some businesses
Question 10 on page 2 needs another option. blk®n B but looks like we could not build nextdiseam. As
long as keep some trees should be able to
We have great neighbors who farm although we dd@ither ‘transplants' are quick to voice their apis of us, our
house, etc and are very closed minded.
Miscellaneous (1)
Look at the court house news - and the fines -ahtkut taking money out of the economy (fines asdiiance).
Look at what insurance money did Potosi, and agead or Bad?)
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