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Included in Volume One, Issue Two of
AWi nnebago Communi t
examination of the policy identification
section of the Winnebago County Land
Use Survey. As was explained in Issue One, the survey was conducted
for three specific purposes: (1) identify a Winnebago County vision; (2)
identify desired implementation policy; and (3) identify citizen opinion
regarding how the County should proceed with the Wisconsin Farmland
Preservation Program.

The first issue examined responses given in the vision identification
portion of the survey. Answers revealed that much of the vision held by
Winnebago County citizens can be obtained in part through
implementation of an effective land use planning program. It must be
understood, however, that land use planning is not a magic bullet but only
one cog in the wheel.

In the policy identification portion, more detailed questions were asked to
better identify not only a vision but also how people desire to achieve this
vision. Questions attempted to obtain information beyond, for example,
wanting less traffic and a clean environment, to more specific information
regarding: (1) whether or not policy should be based on attributes defined
in the vision; (2) whether or not people would be willing to sacrifice private
property rights to achieve the desired outcome; and (3) whether or not
certain implementation policies are supported.

ExXtension




POLICIES???

The survey contained twelve questions inquiring about
implementation policy. The results to each question with a short
narrative summary are included throughout the remainder of the
newsletter. As in the vision section, respondents generally appear
pro-planning; however, the level of support is diminished in several
specific areas. In fact, some respondents appear pro-planning so
long as the rules do not apply to themselves, hence, a decreased
level of support for policy by these respondents. Despite a dip in support of land use planning,
survey respondents favor the completion of a Winnebago County Growth Management Plan and
are willing to pay $7.03 annually in increased property taxes ($1 million countywide) to fund a
compensatory regulation system.

NATURAL ENVIRONMENT MANAGEMENT

In the first issue of AWinnebago Communityo readers
effective land use planning program can alleviate the adverse impact

unplanned development can sometimes have on our natural

environment. Readers also learned that a majority of survey

respondents (81%) feel it is very important to manage the natural

environment for future generations. Because of the importance of the

natural environment in our everyday lives, we asked a question

regarding the use of the natural environment as a foundation of concern in making policy. In other words,
respondents wanted to see a clean and healthy environment in the future, but would they want the County

to base policy on this particular desire?

To what extent do you agree growth management decisions should
be based on the impact of growth on the natural environment?

Summary:
The same percentage of respondents

desiring natural environment
management as part of their vision (81%)
would also like to see the natural
environment used as a basis for policy
making (81%). This proved to be the
most desired policy making attribute,
ranking more important than both private
financial gains or losses and the ability of
the private landowner to do what they
want with their land (see pages 5 & 6).
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