Issues and Opportunities Town of Woodman

1.0 [ISSUES ANDOPPORTUNITIES

1.1  CHAPTER SUMMARY

The purpose of this section is to provide basikfemind information for the comprehensive planrpngcess and
general demographic characteristics for the Towwwobdman. More specifically this section includ@®rmation
from the community survey and visioning sessionsymunity profile and projection data including ptation
trends, age distribution, and population projection

1.2  GoOALS, OBJECTIVES, PoLICY AND PROGRAM RECOMMENDATIONS
The following are the Issues and Opportunities gjaabjectives, policy, and program recommendatfons
Woodman. The essence of these recommendatioefiésted throughout the entire document.

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

2. Preserve and enhance the quality of life for the mdents of the Town of Woodman.
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 iofigetions 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 theré needs of
stakeholders: its citizens. The vision statenesdrporates the community’s shared understandiitg 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 formabuisitatement:

In the year 2027, the Town of Woodman will encourage residential and recreational
development of small parcels of rough land, maintain our family farming and heritage, and
create a climate for sustainable agriculture and forest management while providing an
environmentally safe place to live, work, and retire.

1.4  BACKGROUND AND PLANNING AREA

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

» Official Mapping

* Local Subdivision Regulations

» County, Town, Village or City zoning Ordinances
e 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 nements: Issues and Opportunities, Utilities and @amity
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Facilities, Agriculture/Natural/Cultural Resourcégusing, Transportation, Economic Development,
Intergovernmental Cooperation, Land Use, and Impletation. In addition, the Comprehensive Planning
legislation establishes fourteen planning goalguide planning efforts. The fourteen goals, alaiityy other
planning policies and objectives created duringala@ning process, appear throughout each chapthisi

document.

Grant County, together with thirty-six (36) juristibns, including the Town of Woodman, applied &dPlanning
Grant through the Wisconsin Department of Admiistm in the fall of 2006. In the spring of 20@fe thirty-
month Comprehensive Planning Grant was awardednt@ounty and the jurisdictions within it contetiwith
the Southwestern Wisconsin Regional Planning Cosiois(SWWRPC) to complete individual comprehensive
plans for each of the forty jurisdictions (Grantudity, Cities, Towns, and Villages) in accordancthwVisconsin
Statutes 66.1001. The only jurisdictions in Gr@otnty that did not participate under the multigdiction grant
were the towns of Beetown, Boscobel, Castle Roekpimore, Glen Haven, Marion, Millville, Mount Ida,
Muscoda, Paris, Patch Grove, and Platteville, thaeges of Livingston, Potosi, and Tennyson, araldhies of
Fennimore and Platteville. These jurisdictionbeaitchose to complete their comprehensive plamgywgther
resources or had already done so. The followiraliist of all of the jurisdictions participatingder 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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4 )

PARTICIPATING JURISDICTIONS m@;‘_\n@m

MUSCODA
- GRANT COUNTY, WISCONSIN -

WATTERSTOWN

MARION HICKORY GROVE CASTLE ROCK

WOODMAN
MILLVILLE
MOUNT HOPE MOUNT IDA ijm:a FENNIMORE WINGVILLE
i MoE ort
PATCH GROVE
WYALUSING
Patcl-brove
LITTLE GRANT :
B!D%h = NORTH LANCASTER LIBERTY CLIFTON Li un
BLOOMINGTON
7
L{n_c:jfr
GLEN HAVEN BEETOWN SOUTH LANCASTER|  ELLENBORO LIMA

PLATTEVILLE

POTOSI
HARRISON
WATERLOO
nmn
4

CASSVILLE

PARIS SMELSER
nic@iue

Legend chLuy

|:| Municipalities Participating In Grant Application

[] Municipalities With Current Smart Growth Plans SAMESTOWN HAZEL GREEN

|:l Municipalities Not Participating In Grant Application k% o

- J

According to state statute, Class 4 municipalitiage extraterritorial jurisdiction to the area nbBes outside of the
corporate limits. During the course of this pldnstarea shall be considered as part of the plgrariea.
Conversely, the extraterritorial area will alsodomsidered 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 caadjma (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 responsibiitof each entity involved in the comprehensianping process.

»  Southwest Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission {8NVRPC)
a. Provide staff services and project managenugrgrbcess.
b. Produce written plans and supplementary doctsnen
c. Plan, coordinate, and staff joint-jurisdictdmeetings.

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

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

e Town, Village, and City Planning Commissions
a. Provide feedback and direction to SWWRPC iretting plan policies, information, and implemeiuat
measures.
b. Hold meetings to discuss comprehensive planissugs.
c. Develop comprehensive plan and recommencdtita@overning 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 iretiging the plan information, policies, and
implementation measures.
b. Hold meetings to discuss comprehensive planissues.
c. Develop comprehensive plan and recommendtlite@overning body for adoption.
d. Represent the jurisdiction at joint-jurisdictal planning meetings.

» Town, Village, 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 impleon
measures via ordinance.

1.5 PuBLIC PARTICIPATION PLAN

As part of the Comprehensive Planning legislaterery community must develop a public participatpben at the
beginning of the planning process. The Town of an Planning Commission has developed guidelimres f
involving the public as part of the requirementstef Comprehensive Planning Process (Section 68(411@),
Stats.). The goal of a public participation plana promote awareness of the planning proces®ep the public
informed and educated, and to obtain input andgiation from the public in order to create a plahich reflects
the vision and goals of the community.

Southwest Wisconsin Regional Planning Commissi®i\\BRPC) and UW-Extension were involved in a variety
outreach activities throughout the planning proce38/WRPC conducted informational meetings on edc¢he
elements throughout the planning process. Thetyasfeoutreach methods either SWWRPC or UW-Extemsised
to publish the dates, times, and locations of mi&tional meetings are listed below under the apjatgp
organization.

SWWRPC

UW-Extension

. UW- Extension Newsletter

. UW-Extension Webpage

d Press releases to appropriate news mediums for
SWWRPC sponsored meetings.
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The Planning Committee will use the following medb@s a way for public participation throughout pkenning
process:

1. Post agendas and meeting minutesin local newspapers on week prior to meeting.

Both community planning meetings and SWWRPC fat#itl meetings served as the methods for public
participation throughout the entire Town of Woodn@mprehensive Planning Process. Methods of public
participation used to notify the primary audienass listed above along with any other community fers
including property owners and persons with a vestddasehold interest in property allowing therastion 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,Rrenning Commission adopts, by majority vote,sohation that
formally recommends the adoption of the comprehengian (and any future plan amendments) to thenTow
Board. CD copies of the recommended and adopgedwil be sent to the clerks of the towns of MariMount
Ida, Mount Hope, and Millville, the Village of Woothn, Grant County, and the Boscobel Area, the Rigge,
and the Fennimore Community School District Adnti@itors (Section 66.1001(4)(b), Stats.) In addit@ CD and
a paper copy of the plan will be sent to the Wisto®epartment of Administration and to the Puhligrary
serving the jurisdiction. Paper copies will alsotgdhe Planning Commission, Town Board, and ToweariC

In order to comply with Act 307 regarding nonmetathining, the Town of Woodman will also send a xop the
plan, per a written request, to any operator whodpplied for or obtained a nonmetallic reclamagiermit; a
person who has registered a marketable nonmetaifieral deposit; and any other property owner asédolder
who has an interest in property allowing the extoscof nonmetallic mineral resources.

Prior to adopting the plan, the Town of Woodman 8oaill hold at least one public hearing to disctiss
recommended plan (Section 66.1001(4)(d), Statslpaovide an opportunity for written comments bg fublic
and respond to such comments through review amdshfon at a Town Board meeting. At least 30 ghaiys to
the hearing, a Class 1 notice will be published toatains, at a minimum, the following:

» The date, time and location of the hearing

e A summary of the proposed plan or plan amendment

» The local government staff that can be contacteddditional information

*  Where to inspect and how to obtain a copy of tluppsal 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@vé be
sent to the distribution list. However, in thergpif 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 distribd a countywide survey to all property owners rar®
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 Falls\ilRF) Survey Research Center was responsible fotatibg
and analyzing the survey responses. (See Issued@mattunities Chapter Attachments for your jurgsidin’s
survey results.)
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1.7 COMMUNITY PROFILE AND PROJECTION

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

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

Town of Town of
Woodman Woodman Grant County  Grant County Wisconsin Wisconsin
Population Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total Population (1970) 196 100.0% 48,398 100.0% 4,417,933 100.0%
Total Population (1980) 216 100.0% 51,736 100.0% 4,705,767 100.0%
Total Population (1990) 182 100.0% 49,264 100.0% 4,891,769 100.0%
Total Population (2000) 194 100.0% 49,597 100.0% 5,363,675 100.0%
SEX AND AGE (2000) |
Male 104 53.6% 25,164 50.7% 2,649,041 49.4
Female 90 46.4% 24,433 49.3% 2,714,634 50.6
Under 10 years 14 7.3% 5,738 11.6% 721,824 13.5%
10 to 19 years 42 21.7% 8,490 17.1% 810,269 15.1%
20 to 34 years 22 11.4% 9,995 20.2% 1,063,460 19.8%
35 to 44 years 32 16.5% 7,096 14.3% 875,522 16.3%
45 to 59 years 37 19.0% 8,533 17.2% 985,048 18.4%
60 to 74 years 36 18.6% 5,918 12.0% 560,306 10.4%
75+ years 11 5.7% 3,827 7.7% 347,246 6.5%
100% 100% 100%
Median Age (2000) 42.0 35.9 36.0

Figure 1.1 Population Changes in the Town of Woodman
(Source: US Census)
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Figure 1.1 shows that the Town of Woodman expeedran overall population decrease from 1970 to 2000
1.0%.
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Figure 1.2 Age Distribution in the Town of Woodman
(Source: 2000 US Census)
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Figure 1.2 shows the population of the Town of Wad by age distribution for the year 2000. Thgdat group
is people ages 10 to 19 (42 people) making up Zilof the population. The second largest age grd4d do 59
contains 19.0% of the population with 37 peoplée Town’s median age is 42.0.

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 Woodman, Grant County, tred
State of Wisconsin.
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Age Group 2010 Low 2010 High 2020 Low 2020 High 2030 Low 2030 High
Less than 10 9 10 7 9 5 7
10to 19 Years 16 18 10 12 8 10
20 to 34 Years 35 39 18 22 8 10
35 to 44 Years 11 12 24 29 17 23
45 to 59 Years 40 44 15 17 21 28
60 to 74 Years 44 49 67 81 38 50
75+ Years 33 36 41 49 79 104
Total 188 207 183 220 177 232

Figure 1.4 Town of Woodman Population Projections
(Source: 2005 SWWRPC, Note: State Projections extend only to 2020)
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Figure 1.4 shows the projected populations foryéears 2010, 2020, and 2030. The red line indicafesure high
projection, while the blue line indicates a futlow projection. The State projection figure isntleng higher than
even the projected high.
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Table 1.3 Educational Attainments (Source: DP-1,DP-2. 2000 US Census

Educational Attainment

Town of
Woodman
Number

Town of
Woodman
Percent

Grant County
Number

Grant County
Percent

Wisconsin
Percent

Less than 9th Grade 3 2.7% 2,346 7.7% 5.4%
9th to 12th No Diploma 9 8.1% 2,713 8.9% 9.6%
HS Grad 41 36.9% 12,255 40.0% 34.6%
Some College 25 22.5% 5,828 19.0% 20.6%
Associate Degree 10 9.0% 2,230 7.3% 7.5%
Bachelor's Degree 14 12.6% 3,332 10.9% 15.3%
Graduate/Prof. Degree 9 8.1% 1,921 6.3% 7.2%
Percent High School Grad or

Higher 89.2% 83.5% 85.1%

Figure 1.5 Educational Attainment
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Table 1.4 Occupations (Source: DP-1,DP-2. 2000 US Census

Town of Town of Grant Grant
Woodman Woodman County County Wisconsin Wisconsin
Occupations Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Prod, Trans & Mat. Moving 25 25.5% 4,981 19.9% 540,930 19.8%
Const, Extraction & Maint. 5 5.1% 2,294 9.1% 237,086 8.7%
Farm, Fishing & Forestry 2 2.0% 753 3.0% 25,725 0.9%
Sales & Office 11 11.2% 5,524 22.0% 690,360 25.2%
Services 25 25.5% 4,025 16.0% 383,619 14.0%
Mgmt, Prof & Related 30 30.6% 7,511 29.9% 857,205 31.3%
Total 98 100% 25,088 100% 2,734,925 100%

Figure 1.6 Town of Woodman Labor Force Projections
(Source: 2000 US Census, SWWRPC)
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Figure 1.6 shows the projected labor force popatatifor the years 2010, 2020, and 2030. The nedifidicates a
high projection, while the blue line indicates tber projection. Labor data was not available f68Q or 1970.

1.8 |1SSUES ANDOPPORTUNITIES AGENCIES AND PROGRAMS

At the end of each chapter of this comprehensiga d a section that lists some of the state aseré agencies
and programs that exist to help communities: ftdsan exhaustive list. Many of these agencielspaagrams (a
brief program description and contact informatisigiven) can provide expertise or funding to helplement
some of the recommendations of this comprehensare prour community should contact the agencyntdriest to
obtain the most up-to-date information. Grants.(gme below) is one source that could be usedamadunding
for all types of projects.

GRANTS.GOV (Www.grants.goy

Grants.gov allows organizations to electronicatglfand apply for competitive grant opportunitiesnfi all Federal
grant-making agencies. Grants.gov is the singlesscpoint for over 900 grant programs offered ley2& Federal
grant-making agencies. The U.S. Department of Healtl Human Services is the managing partner fantSigov.
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Town of Woodman

During September and October of 2007 a total of qustionnaires were sent to households in the tdwn
Woodman. A total of 24 questionnaires were retdrioe a return rate of 14 percent. This numberetirned
surveys will provide estimates that expected tadmurate to within plus or minus 17 percent. Beeahe number
of returned surveys is so small and the resultonfidence interval so large, the results repontethis summary
should be viewed as impressions rather than caodsis

Key results of this survey include:

* Respondents seemed to value the natural beautyg @fréa, the small town atmosphere, being neahfami
and friends, and agriculture as their main reasmnshoosing to live in Grant County. They tended
place more value on living there for the agricudiuhe natural beauty, and for its recreationaboemities
compared to the County as a whole.

»  Slim majorities of Woodman residents rated snowaath street and road maintenance, park and
recreational facilities, fire protection, and thmkaulance service as excellent or good. Lower pttapts
of Town residents rated these services as goorocetlent compared to the County.

* A majority of Woodman residents felt that it is iorfant to protect all of the natural and cultuedaources
about which we asked. Respondents from the TowNafdman were more likely to rate rural character
very important compared with the County, whichas surprising as many residents said agriculture wa
important in their decision to live in Grant County

* Respondents from Woodman were less likely to atiraethere is a need for improvements in quality of
existing housing, and a need for affordable housifigey were more likely to disagree in the need fo
apartments compared to the County.

» Residents were more likely to prefer the clustesigie of houses on smaller lots with adjoining comityu
green space over the traditional design of lard@cent lots compared with Grant County as a whole.
This isn’t surprising considering their interestli® natural beauty of the area.

» ltis interesting that, compared to the County, \dfoan respondents appear to be more agreeable to
allowing land owners to develop their land any wagy want to. On the other hand, a majority opgdose
allowing productive farm land be used for non-agiticral purposes.

» Residents were more likely than the County as aevwoactively farm the land that they own, and enor
likely to feel that their land would be activelyffiaed 6-10 years in the future.

» Respondents from Woodman were more likely tharCiwenty to feel that biking and walking aren’t
important modes of transportation, and that them& a need for more biking and walking lanes ohljgu
roads.

Woodman residents more emphatically preferred tireglings as the primary form of communication on
comprehensive planning information compared with@ounty as a whole.

» Respondents from Woodman were more likely tharCitventy as a whole to agree that commercial or
industrial development should be placed in an ijstity or village, but less likely to agree thahd and
infrastructure should be provided by the city diagie to support this industry/commerce.

e Greater than 90% of residents felt that the devatant of ag-related businesses was important or very
important, but fewer than 70% felt that way aboomnie-based business development.
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* SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — QUALITY OF LIFE

* Respondents seemed to value the natural beauty @frea, the small town atmosphere, being neahfami
and friends, and agriculture as their main reasmnshoosing to live in Grant County.
* None of the Woodman respondents chose to live floelies historical significance or the appearaote

homes in the area.

Quality of Life Factors

g. Natural Beauty

n. Small Town Atmospher:

h. Near Family and Friend

a. Agriculture

m. Recreational Opportunitie

i. Near Job

f. Low Crime Rate

j. Property Taxes|

l. Quality Schools
k. Quality Neighborhood
d. Cost of Home

¢. Community Serviceg

e. Historical Significance

b. Appearance of Homes
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SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — QUALITY OF LIFE (COUNTY CONMARISON)

* Respondents from Woodman tended to place more ealliging in Grant County for the agriculture, the
natural beauty, and for its recreational opportasitcompared to the county as a whole.

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

Woodman County Woodman | County
a. Agriculture 38% 17% | i. Near Job 25% 40%
b. Appearance of Homes 0% 2% | j. Property Taxes 17% 6%
c. Community Services 4% 3% k. Quality Neighborhood 8% 10%
d. Cost of Home 4% 17% | I. Quality Schools 8% 18%
e. Historical Significance 0% 2% | m. Recreational Opportunities 29% 9%
f. Low Crime Rate 21% 20% | n. Small Town Atmosphere 42% 58%
g. Natural Beauty 54% 24% | 0. Other 4% 5%
h. Near Family and Friends 42% 56%
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SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SERVICES

« Slim majorities of Woodman residents rated snowaeah street and road maintenance, park and
recreational facilities, fire protection, and thekaulance service as excellent or good.
* Town respondents seemed more divided on the regypliogram, the public school system, police

protection and storm water management.

Rating Community Facilties and Services

k. Snow Removal_ |

m. Street & Road Maintenancj#

e. Park & Rec Facilitie;;qh

a. Ambulance Servicej—

|
b. Fire ProtectioS_
|

g. Public Libraw_

i. Recycling Program

|

h. Public School Syste

f. Police Protection

l.  Storm Water Manageme!
c. Garbage Collectio
j- Sanitary Sewer Servic

d. Municipal Water Syste
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SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SRVICES (COUNTY

2. Rate the following local services

COMPARISON)

» Compared to Grant County, substantially lower pridpns of Town respondents rated ambulance service,
park and recreational facilities, police protectithre public library, and the public school system.
» Street and road maintenance and snow removal \&tzé similarly to the County average.

Excellent Good Fair Poor Appw:g;ble
Wdn Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty
a. Ambulance Service 21% 54%| 33% 359 21% 6% (] 0P  25% 5%
b. Fire Protection 17% 54%| 38% 399 17% 4% () o 25% 3%
c. Garbage Collection 4% 39%| 17%| 399 25% 9% 0% 206 54% 11%
d. Municipal Water System 0% 23% 9%| 38% 5% 10% 0% 2% 86% 26%
e. Park & Rec Facilities 4% 30%| 52% 479 4% 13% 9% 206 30% 1%
f. Police Protection 9% 27%| 30%| 459 26% 20% () 4% 26% 4%
g. Public Library 9% 33%| 39% 469 17% 11% () 2%  35% 8%
h. Public School System 5% 30%| 36% 499 23% 13% () 2% 32% 6%
i. Recycling Programs 4% 31%| 38%| 519 25% 12% () 26 25% 3%
j- Sanitary Sewer Service 0% 25%| 13%| 429 4% 8% 0% 1% 83% 24%
k. Snow Removal 13% 27%| 50% 479 13% 17% 4% 2% 21% 1%
[. Storm Water Management 0% 16%| 26%| 439 13% 16% 13% 3% 48% 22%
m. Street & Road Maintenance 8% 16%| 50%| 469 25% 28% 4% 86 13% 2%
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SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — NATURAL AND CULTURAL RESOURES

« Air quality, rivers and streams, and groundwatereasd! considered important or very important mibran
95% of the time, while scenic views and undeveldpledfs, historic and cultural sites, and wetlandse
considered important or very important less thavh @ the time.

Importance of Protecting Natural & Cultural Res@src

a. Air Quality b

g. Rivers and Stream

d. Groundwate*

h. Rural Characte;h

|
|
|
|
c. Forested Land$ I
|
|
|

b. FarmlandF

f. Open Spac

k. Wildlife Habitat h

i. Scenic Views and Undevel Bluﬁh I
e. Historic and Cultural SiteH—\

j- Wetlands

| B Unimportant + Very Unimportant
O Very Important + Importa

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

Town of Woodman

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — NATURAL AND CULTURAL RESOURES (COUNTY

COMPARISON)

» Respondents from the Town of Woodman tended tonatieral and cultural resources similarly to the
County, but they were more likely to rate rural refzder very important compared to the average fanG
County. This echoes sentiments from the firstisaaif the survey were they rated agriculture as an
important reason they chose to live in Grant County

4. Itis important to protect the following:

. Very Not
Very Important Important Unimportant Unimportant Applicable
Wdn Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty
a. Air Quality 67% 68% 29% 29% 4% 2% 0% 19 0% 19
b. Farmland 52% 59% 35% 37% 9% 3% 0% 19 4% 19
c. Forested Lands 61% 54% 30% 40% 4% 3% 0% 19 4% 29
d. Groundwater 74% 73% 22% 25% 4% 1% 0% 09 0% 09
e. Historic and Cultural Sites 17% 27% 52% 57% 26% 139 49 19 0% 24
f. Open Space 39% 34% 43% 53% 13% 109 09 19 4% 29
g. Rivers and Streams 70% 64% 26% 34% 4% 2% 0% 09 0% 09
h. Rural Character 65% 39% 26% 47% 9% 129 0% 19 0% 29
E SB‘}‘:E? Views & Undevel 57% | 46% | 17%| 42%| 179 9% 4% 29 4% 19
j- Wetlands 48% 40% 17% 41% 22% 129 49 29 9% 44
k. Wildlife Habitat 57% 47% 26% 43% 9% 7% 9% 19 0% 29
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Issues and Opportunities Town of Woodman

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — HOUSING

»  Slim majorities of respondents agreed that thexe avneed for single family and elderly housing in
Woodman, and a majority disagreed that there waeed for apartments.

» Residents seemed most divided on the need fordaftibe housing.

With the exception of single family homes, at lemsfuarter of all respondents disagreed with the

proposition that additional units of housing (elgeaffordable, duplexes, etc.) are needed.

Housing Needs

6a. Need single
family

8. Need elderly
housing

9. Need starte
homes

7 Need aﬁordable——\ W Disagree + strongly disagree

O Strongly agree + agr

5. Improve Existing

6b. Need duplexe

6¢c. Need
apartments

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

Town of Woodman

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — HOUSING (COUNTY COMPARISON)

* Respondents from Woodman were less likely to atiraethere is a need for improvements in quality to
existing housing, and a need for affordable housifigey were more likely to disagree in the nead fo

apartments compared to the county.

* Residents were much more likely to prefer the eludesign of houses on smaller lots with adjoining
community green space over the traditional desfgarger adjacent lots compared with Grant Couistaa
whole. This isn't surprising considering theira@rgst in the natural beauty of the area.

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

OPTION A

Traditional Design

Cluster Design

Woodman

County

Woodman

County

| 17% |

39%

83%

61%
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Strongly Strongly

Agree Agree Disagree Disagree No Opinion

Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty
> 'gl‘g(i’t‘;e existing housing 23% | 24% | 23%| 44%| 279 16% 0% 3%  27%  13%

6. Need following housing types:

a. Single Family Housing 22% | 19% | 43%| 40% 9% 159 0% 59 26%  21%
b. Duplexes (2 units) 5% 8% 20% | 33%| 30%| 25% 15% 99 30%  25%
c. Apartments (3 or more units) | 5% 7% 10% | 24%| 35%| 31% 25% 12% 250 @ 26%
7. Need affordable housing 18% | 31% | 32%| 36%| 36% 14% 09 6% 14%  13%
8. Need elderly housing 29% 20% 29% 43% 29% 19% 09 4% 14% 14%
9. Need starter homes 23% 19% 27% 37% 27% 23% 09 4% 23% 16%



Issues and Opportunities

Town of Woodman

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS-AGRICULTURE AND LAND USE

» Strong majorities of Woodman respondents agredditieeways should meet emergency services
standards, and that visual impacts should be cereidvhen developing land. This again echoes their
interest in the natural beauty of the area. Ressdended to be more divided on whether or not

landowners should be able to develop land any Wway twvant.

* A majority agreed that large scale farms involvingre than 500 animals should be located at leaste?
away from a city or village. A majority disagretint large scale farms should exist no where in the
county, but an even larger majority disagreed tiatfarms should be allowed to expand anywhere.

*  96% of respondents agreed, and no one disagresdghicultural land should be used for ag purposes
Majorities disagreed that ag land should be usedefidential, commercial or any other purposegaiA,
the respondents show their agricultural preferencésese responses.

* Respondents tended to prefer lot sizes of 1-1Gsaarel were most likely to own greater than 10saicre

the county.

Land Use Opinions

14. Consider visual impacP

15. Driveways meet emergency servi

standards
13. Develop land any way want

12c. Large scale farms 2+ miles o

12h. Large scale farms nowhe

12a. Large scale farms anywhe

11a. Use ag land for a

11b. Use ag land for residenc
11d. Use ag land for any u

11c. Use ag land for commerci

M Disagree + strongly disagree
O Strongly agree + agr

0% 25% 50%

75%

100%
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Issues and Opportunities Town of Woodman

Preferred Minimum Lot Size

no limits

41+ acres

11- 40 acres

6 - 10 acres

1-5acres

<1 acre

l”ll'

0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%

Acres Owned in Grant County

101+ acres

11 - 100 acres

1-10 acres

I‘E

<1 acre

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

Town of Woodman

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS—-AGRICULTURE AND LAND USE (COUNTY COMPARISON)

» ltis interesting that, compared to the County, \dfoan respondents appear to be more agreeable to
allowing land owners to develop their land any wagy want to. On the other hand, a majority opgdose
allowing productive farm land be used for non-agjtizral purposes.

* Residents were more likely than the county as devtwoactively farm the land that they own, and enor
likely to feel that their land would be activelyifiaed 6-10 years in the future.

Strongly
Strongly Agree Agree Disagree Disagree No Opinion
Wdn Cnty | Wdn Cnty | Wdn Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty
1la. Use ag land for ag 83% 76% 13% 21% 0% 1% 0% 0% 4% 2%
11b. Use ag land for residences| 4% 4% 22% 28% 39% 44% 26% 17% 9% %
11c. Use ag land for commerciall 4% 3% 8% 19% 46% 45% 33% 26% 8% 7%
11d. Use ag land for any use 9% 4% 4% 8% 39% 40% 26%  36% 22%  12%
12. Expand Ig farms (500+ an.
units):
a. égm;‘ere In Grant 13% | 9% | 9% | 17%| 350  42%| 35% 23% 9% 8
b. Nowhere in Grant County 14% 12% 19% 14% 33% 44% 24% 19% 106 12%
c. 2 miles outside inc areas 23% 23% 36% 39% 9% 17% 18% 99 14% 12%
13. Dvi‘;fl't‘;% land any way 30% | 11% | 17% | 17%| 2694 52% 26% 18% 0% 2%
0 0 0 0 0 0 qQ (¢ o 0
14 Considervisualimpacts of | a505 | 289 | 48%| 57%| 9%| 9% | 0% 24 9% 5
15. brveways meet EMS 30% | 38% | 39%| 52%| 1794  6%| 0% 0% 4% 4%

16. There should be a minimum lot size on resideti development in rural areas.

Strongly Agree Agree Disagree Strongly Disagree No Opinion
Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty Wdn | Cnty
42% 24% 42% 48% 13% 16% 4% 5% 0% ‘ 8%

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 tbakres 41 or more acres No Limitation
Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty
8% 19% 33% 49% 29% 13% 17% 5% 8% 4% 49 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
Wdn Cnty Wdn | Cnty Wdn | Cnty Wdn | Cnty
0% 60% 22% | 17% 35% | 10% | 43% | 13%
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Issues and Opportunities

Town of Woodman

19. Do you actively farm the land you own?

Yes

No

Not Applicable

Wdn

Cnty

Wdn

Cnty

Wdn Cnty

50%

14%

46%

55%

4% 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
Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty
17% 10% 33% 6% 8% 6% 21% 13% 339 749
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Issues and Opportunities Town of Woodman

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS-TRANSPORTATION

» Solid majorities of respondents agreed that theadvmad network in Grant County was adequate, and
that the condition of the roads is acceptable. oMtégs disagreed that biking and walking were imgiot
modes of transportation and that there was a reandre biking and walking trails in the county.

» Greater than half of respondents considered thityjoathe roads to be excellent or good. Venyfe
respondents reported having opinions on railroaidgorts bike trails and sidewalks.

« Of the few respondents who recorded opinions oreshiade van and bus services, they tended to rate
them fair or poor.

Transportation Opinions

21. Overall road
network adequat

22. Condition of

roads OK
| H Disagree + strongly disagree
O Strongly agree + agr
24. Need more
bike/walk trails on
public roads
23. Biking &
walking imp modes
trans

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

Transportation Quality in Local Jurisdiction

o oo —

g. Railroads
d. Airports
c. Bike Trails M Fair + Poor
O Excellent + Goo
b. Sidewalks

f. Shared Ride Va
Services

e. Bus Service

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

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS—-TRANSPORTATION (COUNTY COMPARISON)

« Respondents from Woodman were more likely tharCitwenty to feel that biking and walking weren’t
important modes of transportation, and that theasnit a need for more biking and walking lanes on
public roads.

» They were also less likely than the County to feat sidewalks, bike trails, and airports were eale
transportation resources in the county.

21-24. Transportation issues

Strongly Strongly
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree No Opinion
Wdn | Cnty Wdn Cnty [ Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty [ Wdn | Cnty
21. Road network meets
needs 30% 14% 52% 74% 4% 9% 9% 2% 4% 1%
22. Condition of roads
adequate 22% 11% 57% 64% 9% 20% 9% 3% 4% 1%
23. Biking & walking imp
modes trans 0% 18% 9% 44% 39% 22% 35% 5% 17%  11%
24. Need more bike & walk
lanes on pub roads 0% 24% 13% 34% 48% 23% 30% 9% 9% 10P%

25. Rate the following for your local jurisdiction

Excellent Good Fair Poor AppITligf't\ble
Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty | Wdn Cnty | Wdn | Cnty

a. Roads 13% 12% 48% 59% 13% 22% 26% 69 0% 0po
b. Sidewalks 4% 6% 4% 39% 4% 28% 4% 6% 83% 22%
c. Bike Trails 5% 3% 5% 17% 5% 19% 5% 169 82%  44%
d. Airports 5% 6% 9% 30% 9% 16% 5% 4% 73% A43%
e. Bus Service 0% 1% 5% 4% 5% 3% 18% 20% 73% 72%
f. Shared Ride Van

Services 0% 0% 5% 9% 9% 11% 14% 169 73% 64%
g. Railroads 5% 2% 9% 11% 9% 10% 9% 139 68% 64%
h. Other 20% 3% 0% 9% 0% 1% 20% 129 60% 75%
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Issues and Opportunities Town of Woodman

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS - COMMUNICATION

» Greater than 90% of Woodman respondents would prefeceive information on comprehensive
planning through direct mailings.

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%  100%

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — COMMUNICATIONS (COUNTY COMRRISON)

* Woodman residents were more likely than the cotmiyefer direct mailings as the primary form of
communication on comprehensive planning information

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

Woodman County
a. Direct Mailing 92% 70%
b. Radio 13% 21%
c. Newspaper 38% 44%
d. Newsletters 50% 56%
e. Other 0% 4%
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Issues and Opportunities

Town of Woodman

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

» Large majorities of Woodman respondents agreewhat and solar energy should be pursued as forms of
economic development. They seemed to be moreativith the development of ethanol plants in the
county. There was no disagreement that the cahtduld coordinate efforts to recruit commercial and

industrial development.

* Majorities agreed that these new commercial andstréil developments should be developed in or aear
city, and should be required to use municipal watet sewer services. However, majorities disagtiestd
the municipalities should have to provide land witliter/sewer access for these new developments and
that the developments could be placed just anywhere

» Greater than 90% of residents felt that the devekig of ag-related businesses was important or very
important, but fewer than 70% felt that way abonnle-based business development.

Economic Development Opinions

30c. Devel wind

30b. Devel solar

30a. Devel ethano

27. Coordinate recruitmen

29. Require muni water/sewe_

28. All provide Iand/services#

26b. Ind devel near city

26a. Ind devel in city

26c¢. Ind devel anywherﬁ

M Disagree + strongly disagr
O Strongly agree + agr

ee

0%

25% 50%

75%

100%
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Issues and Opportunities

Town of Woodman

Importance of Business Development

a. Ag Related
Businesses

e. Ind &
Manufacturing

b. Commercial &
Retail

f. Tourism & Rec

c. Downtown
Devel

d. Home Based
Bus

B Unimportant + Very Unimportant
O Very Important + Importa
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Issues and Opportunities

Town of Woodman

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT (COUNTCOMPARISON)
» Respondents from Woodman were more likely tharCitventy as a whole to agree that commercial or
industrial development should be placed in an ixjstity or village, but less likely to agree thahd and
infrastructure should be provided by the city diagie to support this industry/commerce.

Strongly
Strongly Agree Agree Disagree Disagree No Opinion
Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty

26. Commercial or

industrial buildings and

activities involving truck

traffic and

manufacturing should

be located:

a. In an existing city or

a village 19% 14% 57% 39% 14% 28% 0% 7% 10% 12%

b. Near a city or village | 24% 16% 67% 63% 0% 8% 0% 39 10% 10%

c. Anywhere in Grant

County 18% 7% 9% 19% 41% 38% 23%  20% 9% 16%
27. Coordinate business

recruitment 41% 53% 50% 40% 0% 2% 0% 29 9% 39
28. Provide land &

infrastructure for

industry/commerce 9% 16% 14% 43% 36% 19% 23% 7% 18% 15%
29. Required muni water &
sewer 36% 26% 41% 45% 18% 11% 0% 4% 5P 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
Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty
a. Ethanol Plants 26% 22% 26% 33% 17% 239 17% 9% 13%  13%
b. Solar Energy 52% 39% 30% 45% 9% 5% 0% 19 9% 10%
c. Wind Energy 52% | 48% 39% 43% 0% 2% 0% 29 9% 6%
d. Other 50% 28% 0% 8% 0% 0% 0% 0% 50% 63%
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Issues and Opportunities

Town of Woodman

31. Rate the importance of the following:

Very Very Not
Important Important Unimportant Unimportant Applicable
Wdn | Cnty Wdn Cnty Wdn | Cnty [ Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty
a. Ag Related Business 71% 59% 25% 38% 0% 2% 4% 0% 0% 1%
b. Commercial & Retail 25% 33% 58% 59% 17% 7% 0% 1% 0% 1%
c. Downtown Devel 17% 31% 54% 52% 13% 11% 49 2% 13% 4po
d. Home-Based Bus 21% 17% 46% 54% 21% 22% 49 3% 8% A%
e. Ind & Manufacturing 29% 40% 58% 50% 8% 8% 494 1% 0% 1%
f. Tourism & Rec 35% 36% 43% 55% 22% 7% 0% 1% 0% 1%
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Issues and Opportunities Town of Woodman

SUMMARY OF KEY POINTS — DEMOGRAPHICS
* The demographics of the 24 respondents from thenTafwVoodman were similar to those from the

county.
35. Gender
Male Female
Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty
58% 53% 42% 47%
36. Age
18-24 25-34 35-44

Wdn Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty
0% 0% 0% 7% 8% 13%

45-54 55-64 65 and older
Wdn Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty
33% 23% 33% 22%| 25% 35%

37. Employment Status
Emp Part Self
Emp Full Time Time Employed

Wdn | Cnty de‘ Cnty | Wdn ‘ Cnty
48% ‘ 44% 4%| 6% 17%| 109

Unemployed Retired Other
Wdn | Cnty | Wdn ‘ Cnty | Wdn ‘ Cnty
0% ‘ 1% 30%| 37% 0%| 1%

38. Place of Residence
Oown Rent Other
Wdn Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty
100% | 99% 0% 1% 0% 0%
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Issues and Opportunities Town of Woodman

39. Number of Adults (18+) in Household

0 1 2
Wdn Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty
13% 20% | 75%| 71%

3 4 5+
Wdn Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty
13% 7% 0% 2% 0% 1%

40. Number of Children (under 18) in Household
0 1 2

Wdn Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty

60% 67% 30% 14%| 10% 11%

Wdn Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty
0% 7% 0% 1% 0% 0%

41. Household Income

$25K -
Under $15,000 | $15K -$24,999 $49,999

Wdn Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty
4% 7% 17% 14%| 22% 339

$50K - $74,999| $75K - $99,999| $100,000+
Wdn Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty
26% 25% 13% 15%| 17% 6%

42. Years Lived in Grant County
Less than 1 1-4 5-9
Wdn Cnty | Wdn | Cnty | Wdn | Cnty
4% 1% 13% 5% 4% 9%

10-24 25+
Wdn Cnty Wdn Cnty
22% 14% 57% 71%
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Issues and Opportunities Town of Woodman

Comments

Q32. Is there anything about living in Grant Countythat you don't like?
Transportation
» Roads north side of County K not kept up as we@sgh side. Not enough guard rails along 133but
Woodman. Bad corner by boat landing not markeficserfitly on 133 near Woodman.
* Noise generated by jake braking un-mufflered trumk€ounty and township roads.
* It seems that any kind of development or improvemsiend at Highway 18. Between 18 and the WI River,
we are treated like unwanted stepchildren. Théesecially true of roads, especially County C leetw
133 and 18. We've heard all the excuses abouicseEtdway to the latest report of our endangered
flower. Hundreds of people are using a road fipat holes, with no shoulders and just generally
dangerous. For over 50 years, no main work has tese on this road.
* Road maintenance on Highway 132. Bad.
» Drive time to jobs is too long.

Taxes
e "Taxes too high"
e Taxes

Environmental/Cultural/Recreational Issues
« Indiscriminant spraying on county and township o#tat has eliminated most indigenous plants, thus
allowing unwanted invasion species to thrive.
» Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations (CAFO’sheyi'smell, they are eye sores and cruel to livéstoc
and post a serious risk of surface and ground vipatiéution.
Social Issues
e The prejudicial attitude toward Amish farmers.
*  Wish they had more activities
Job Issues
» Better employment choices with benefits.
Police/Safety Issues
 Too many cops.
Housing Issues
*  More family apartments
Utilities
*  We do not get our mail till 4:00 or 5:00 pm
Miscellaneous
*  Winter

Q33. If you could change one thing in your local jrsdiction, what would it be?
Transportation
» Blacktop more side roads-way too many gravel roadsd to keep nice vehicles.
»  County C-badly need of repair!
Governance
» Communication between our townships and US andtG@aanty and US
Economic Development
» Draw in more businesses.
Environmental/Cultural/Recreational Issues
» Enforcing environmental point source rules and k&tipns and protect the Green River from largeydair
and feeder confinement operations, the runoff framch pollutes the tributaries. This has goneam f
years. Local officials just look the other way.
* YMCA, more theaters

Job Issues
* More jobs
No
* Not really anything. Our town board has done adgob overall during the forty plus years we haved
in it.
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Issues and Opportunities Town of Woodman

Utilities
»  Faster snow removal
Land Use
» Prohibit new nonmetallic quarrying operations pegdhe reclamation of existing/abandoned quaréed,
restrict the size and location of new quarries.
Miscellaneous
* That they would have a barking ordinance in Woodihawnship.

Q34. Other Comments
Transportation
»  Stop "making work projects" that put men to worlktitly tree branches to the fence line along coanty
township roads. We need more trees as CO2 sirtkesm We need better infrastructure, not better
mowed roadways. Start roadside ditch construction.
*  When is 133 Woodman to HWY 18 going to be fixed2Keas more informed. Lost Hollow Rd does not

need a $250,000 bridge - 35 MPH - this is a wakfarals no one should drive more than 20 MPH ortLos
Hollow.

Economic Development
» | disagree on having ethanol plants here until twye up with a more efficient way of getting etblaout
of corn.
Environmental/Cultural/Recreational Issues
» The comprehensive plan for our part of the countigtnfiocus first and foremost on preserving our
farmland, forests, fish, and wildlife, and protagtiour groundwater and surface water resourcesgiiilg
Little Green Rivers, Lower Wisconsin River).

Land Use
»  Be careful when trying to put planning into effedtou may find yourselves in a situation(s) you dat
anticipate.

Final Draft Page 36 of 129 Adopted July 14, 2009



