
 
 

Town of Oregon 
1138 Union Road, Oregon, WI 53575 
Phone: (608) 835-3200 townoforegonwi.gov 

 
 

MEETING DATE TIME LOCATION 

Town Board Agenda Tuesday, March 10, 
2026 6:00 PM 

Oregon Town Hall 
1138 Union Road 

Oregon, WI  53575 
 
Join the meeting from your computer 
https://us02web.zoom.us/j/81370736737?pwd=cC9oVE9XS2xwanhNbjltTDV4V3lzUT09  
To Call In: 1-312-626-6799 Meeting ID: 813 7073 6737 Passcode: 1138  

Administrative 
1. Call meeting to order 
2. Roll call 
3. Approval of minutes 
4. Approval of Financial Report, Loan Update and Payment Vouchers 
a. Update on Payne & Dolan Invoice of $ 11,254.17 
b. Consolidation of bank accounts; designation of park donations 

Public Input & Presentations 
5. Public Comment - No formal action will be taken during this meeting, although issues raised may 

become part of a future agenda. Participants are allotted a 3-minute speaking period for comment.  
6. Appearance by Jesse Straubhaar re: property adjacent to Bicentennial Park 

Action/Discussion Items 
7. Discussion and possible Action re: Land Division/Rezone/CSM Petition #DCPREZ-202-12255; Parcel 

#0509-164-1001-2; 930 Hillcrest Lane, Oregon, WI  53575.  This request is to divide existing residential 
lot into two lots, rezone 4.6 acres from RR-4 to RR-2.  Applicant/Owner is Scott Templeton, 930 
Hillcrest Lane, Oregon, WI  53575.  Public Hearing and PC Recommendation on 2/27/26.  

8. Discussion and possible Action re: Dane County submitting blanket rezone petition to correct zoning 
errors from the conversion to new zoning code adopted in 2019 

9. Discussion and possible Approval re: Intergovernmental Agreement; Sugar River Emergency Medical 
Services District 

10. Discussion and possible Action re: Resolution 01-2026, Resolution Accepting Vision 2040 Summary 
Results and Vision Survey Results 

11. Discussion and possible Action re: 2026 Road Bid Paperwork; set date to open road bids 
12. Discussion and possible Approval re: 2026 Small Structures Engineering Contract; Hofmeister 

Engineering 
13. Discussion and possible Action re: town hall furnaces and air conditioning replacement (1994) 
14. Discussion and possible Action re: 2026-2027 DOT State Salt Contract 
15. Discussion and possible Action re: employee handbook create town administrator, and land use 

coordinator positions 60.37(3), job description 
Reports 

16. Oregon Area Fire & EMS District 
17. Brooklyn Fire & EMS District 



a. Grant Application 
18. Belleville Fire & EMS District 
19. Plan Commission 
20. Road & Traffic Safety Committee 
21. Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) 
a. New Employee  

22. Park Committee 
23. Building Committee  
24. Emergency Management Committee 
a. Signed Agreement 

25. Monthly Building Inspections  
26. Public Work Department 
a. Update on Windridge Road gravel 

27. Business Office 
Communications 

28. Board Communication  
29. Future Agenda Items 
30. Meetings Scheduled:  

Tuesday, March 17 Plan Commission Meeting 6:30pm 
Thursday, March 19 Road & Traffic Safety Committee Meeting 9:00am 
Wednesday, March 25 Park Committee Meeting 6pm 
Tuesday, April 7 Spring Election 7am-8pm 
Tuesday, April 14 Town Board Meeting 6pm 
Tuesday, April 21 Annual Meeting 6pm 
Tuesday, April 28 Plan Commission Meeting 6:30pm 
Wednesday, April 29 Park Committee Meeting 6pm 
Tuesday, May 5 Business Office Closed 
Tuesday, May 12 Meeting to Adjourn Board of Review 6pm 
Tuesday, May 12 Town Board Meeting 6pm 
Tuesday, May 19 Plan Commission Meeting 6:30pm 
Wednesday, May 27 Park Committee Meeting 6pm 
Tuesday, June 9 Town Board Meeting 6pm 
Tuesday, June 16 Plan Commission Meeting 6:30pm 
Wednesday, June 24 Park Committee Meeting 6pm 
Monday, July 6 2pm-4pm Open Book via phone ONLY – appointments accurateacessor.com 
Tuesday, July 14, Town Board Meeting 6pm 
Tuesday, July 21 Plan Commission Meeting 6:30pm 
Thursday, July 23 Board of Review 12pm-2pm  
Wednesday, July 29 Park Committee Meeting 6pm 
Wednesday, July 29 Joint Meeting of OAFED 6:30pm-Village of Oregon Community Room 

Adjournment 
31. Adjournment 

NOTE: Any item listed on the agenda is subject to discussion and action.   
Public Notice: Agendas are posted in the following locations: Town Hall bulletin board & Town website townoforegonwi.gov  
Special Accommodations: Requests from persons with disabilities who need assistance to participate in this meeting should be 
made to the clerk’s office at 608-835-3200 with at least three business days advance notice.  
Possible Quorum: A quorum of members of other town governmental bodies may be present at this meeting for the purpose of 
gathering information and possible discussion.  Unless noted, no official action by other town governmental bodies will be taken. 
Posted:03/06/26 

 



Town of Oregon  
Town Board Meeting Minutes 
Tuesday, February 10, 2026 
 

1. Call Town Board Meeting to order 
Town Board Chair Carl Walser called the meeting to order at 6:00pm on Tuesday, February 10, 2026. 
 

2. Roll Call 
Clerk Hanson called roll.  Present: Carl Walser, Laurie Fitzgerald, Arlan Kay, and Steve Jernegan.  Also 
Present: Clerk Jennifer Hanson. 
 

3. Approval of minutes 
Walser approved by unanimous consent the Town Board minutes from Tuesday, January 13, 2026.  
Walser moved to agenda item 11a. 

 
4. Approval of Financial Report, Loan Update and Payment Vouchers  

Motion by LeBrun to approve the January 2026 financial report, loan update and payment vouchers 
of $3,758,396.65 which does not include the $11,254.17 payment to Payne & Dolan.  Second by Kay.  
Motion carried 5-0.   
 

5. Public Comments 
There were no public comments. 
 

6. Discussion and possible Action re: employee handbook, create town administrator and land use 
coordinator positions 60.37(3), job descriptions 
The updated format for job descriptions was presented, and the board approved the new formatting.  
The job description for the TORC Attendant position was also presented.  Discussion followed 
regarding reimbursement for employee cellphones.  It was noted that the Public Works job 
descriptions will vary, as each position will have different responsibilities.  The board agreed that the 
job description should follow a functional layout rather than a task-oriented format. 
 
Chair Walser called for a recess at 7:30pm.  Chair Walser reconvened the meeting at 7:35pm. 
 

7. Discussion and possible Approval re: 2026 WI DOT Equipment Rates 
Motion by Kay to approve 2026 WI DOT Equipment Rates.  Second by Fitzgerald.  Motion carried 5-0. 
 

8. Fire & EMS Report (Oregon, Brooklyn, & Belleville) 
Belleville: Town of Oregon Representative Mike Grochowski gave an update on the Belleville Fire & 
EMS District.  The fire and EMS meetings are separate but right after each other on the same night and 
will now be held monthly.  The fire department had 299 calls last year with 31 employees.  The new 
ambulance is in service.  The roof of the fire department building needs replacement.  The EMS 
department had 1,125 calls last year with 80 employees.  The EMS district was asked to cover the town 
and village of New Glarus.  The EMS staff will have use of a building in New Glarus.  There is a grant 
opportunity for eligible consolidation that will be pursued.  Walser moved to Agenda Item 4. 
Oregon: LeBrun discussed the Oregon Area Fire & EMS district continuing to address both space needs 
and safety issues.  Representatives are meeting with adjoining landowners near current fire station for 
possible additional land.  They are focusing on safety issues such as decontamination.  The Village of 
Oregon is meeting with City of Fitchburg about fire & EMS consolidation and other joint ventures such 
as joint business park and water/sewer expansion.  Other communities may also want to be included in 



Town Board Meeting Minutes  
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the consolidation discussions. 
Brooklyn: Jernegan said Brooklyn Fire & EMS district did not have a meeting in January but there is a 
meeting in February. 

 
9. Town of Oregon Refuse (TORC) Report 

Fitzgerald said the cold weather has affected the number of residents using TORC.  TORC hours and 
electrical wiring of the on-site office were discussed. 

 
10. Plan Commission Recommendation and Report 

Kay said they are working on Conditional Use Permit language and Comprehensive Plan formatting.  
The plan commission is working on reviewing the properties within the blanket rezone request from 
Dane County Zoning and Planning. 
 

11. Road & Traffic Safety Committee Report 
a. Update Payne & Dolan Overage Raven Oaks 

There was lengthy discussion on the Payne & Dolan invoice of $11,254.17 remaining from the 
2025 Ravenoaks roadwork.  The board reviewed the January 12th email from Dustin Ronforf at 
Payne & Dolan regarding the remaining balance.  The town board agreed to not pay the invoice 
and have Supervisor Kay draft a letter to Payne & Dolan that the board will review.  Walser 
added a note to the payment voucher approval signature page that the payment to Payne and 
Dolan is excluded.  Walser moved to Agenda Item 8 Belleville Fire & EMS District. 

b. 2026 Road Work Bids – LRIP project 
Clerk Hanson reported that the LRIP application for Judd Road will require Town of Montrose to 
bid their portion of Judd Road separately from the Town of Oregon portion of Judd Road.  The 
towns will have to coordinate timing of bids.  The LRIP reimbursement requires an engineering 
certification which can come from any licensed engineer.  The town should consider who will do 
this for the town.   

c. Right of Way (ROW) Application 
Kay said the Road & Traffic Safety Committee will review the ROW applications as their meeting 
this week. 

 
12. Public Works Report 

a. Update on salt shed door 
Clerk Hanson said the fascia around the roof of the salt shed is falling off because the wood 
underneath is rotting.  That will need to be addressed when the parts for the door arrive.  The 
public works office trailer was delivered today. 
 

13. Park Report 
a. Alliant Underground Line – Kennedy Park 

Park Chair Frankson and Eugene Lewis were looking at where the underground line was to be 
buried at Kennedy Park.  The next park meeting is in March.  There was question if the Town of 
Rutland decided to participate in the funding of new park equipment at Kennedy Park. 
 

14. Vision Statement Report 
a. Set date of report presentation 

Walser reached out to Sharon Lezberg to see if she wanted to present the final summary, but 
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she has retired.  Walser will combine the summary and survey results for the town board to 
review and approve by resolution at the March town board meeting.   

 
15. Building Committee Report  

a. Town Hall Rood Leak 
Clerk Hanson reported that the leak in the town hall was looked at by Helmer Construction.  It 
appears to not be a roof leak but condensation.  There is one spot on the roof that will require 
black jacking.  The leak will continue to be monitored. 

b. Future Needs: 
i. Plugged Garage Floor Drains 

Kay explained that the garage floor drains are plugged and not immediate concern but 
add to next year maintenance. 

ii. Additional Garage Bay for Equipment Maintenance 
Kay mentioned the possibility of adding a garage bay for equipment maintenance.  
This would require approval at an electoral meeting. 

iii. Town Hall front door accessibility/drop-off, water fountain 
Clerk Hanson said that the front door accessibility can be addressed with future 
building maintenance and updated with electronic opening for handicap.  The current 
water fountain is broken and decision for replacement or alternative is water cooler. 

c. Current Town Hall Location Life Expectancy  
The board discussed the current life expectancy the town staying in the current town hall 
building.  The town board would like to find land that might be suitable for a new town hall. 

 
16. Building Inspections Report 

Clerk Hanson said the building inspections were with the payment vouchers. 
 

17. Board Communication and Future Agenda Item(s) 
Jernegan discussed the Wisconsin Towns Association meeting held in Barneveld and communication 
shared by someone representing Ron Johnson.  There was lengthy discussion on association allowing 
partisan commentary.  Fitzgerald will reach out to the Dane County Towns Association.    

 
a. Future Meeting Dates:  

Wednesday, February 11 Road & Traffic Safety Committee Meeting 9am 
Tuesday, February 17 Spring Primary 7am-8pm 
Tuesday, February 24 Plan Commission Meeting 6:30pm  
Wednesday, February 25 Park Committee Meeting 6pm 
Tuesday, March 10 Town Board Meeting 6pm 
Tuesday, March 17 Plan Commission Meeting 6:30pm 
Wednesday, March 25 Park Committee Meeting 6pm 
Tuesday, April 7 Spring Election 7am-8pm 
Tuesday, April 14 Town Board Meeting 6pm 
Tuesday, April 21 Annual Meeting 6pm 
Tuesday, April 28 Plan Commission Meeting 6:30pm 
Wednesday, April 29 Park Committee Meeting 6pm 
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18. Clerk’s Report 

a. End of Year Audit 
Clerk Hanson and Treasurer Goth will have a kick-off meeting with the auditors next week. 

b. Annual Meeting 
Clerk Hanson gave an overview of the draft Annual Meeting agenda.  The town should recognize 
Rachel Brickner for all her years of service with the Oregon Senior Center.  The board discussed 
amending board salaries, so the chair and the supervisor positions were more aligned by 
decreasing chair salary and increasing supervisor salary.  The board discussed creating numbered 
town board seats to help with candidates interested in running and for voters looking at a ballot.   

19. Adjournment 
Walser approved by unanimous consent the adjournment of the town board meeting on February 10, 
2026, at 9:10pm. 

 
Respectfully Submitted,  
 
 
 
Jennifer Hanson, Clerk   



Account Balances

Title 1/31/2026 2/28/2026

1-10001 Cash - SBCP Checking 197,659.48               181,301.58        
1-10003 SBCP General Tax Account 3,892,913.06            705,491.50        
1-10004 LGIP Bi-Centenial Park 190,581.66 191,180.86        
1-10008 LGIP General 569,638.24               571,413.71        
1-10009 LGIP - Lamont Park 40,442.19                  40,569.34           
1-10010 SBCP Bi-Centennial Park *1 12,766.19                  12,802.96           
1-10014 SBCP Park Fund *1458 41,632.83                  41,752.73           
1-10019 LGIP Capital Outlay 54,169.99                  54,340.30           
1-10020 LGIP Cultural & Recreation 2,365.37                    2,372.81             
1-10021 LGIP Hwy Equipment 48,245.74                  48,397.43           

Total Cash 4,764,991.88$          1,563,317.33$   

Total  Park Funds 285,422.87$             286,305.89$      

Total Cash 5,050,414.75$          1,849,623.22$   
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Town of Oregon Payment Approval Report Page:     1
Report dates: 3/1/2026-3/31/2026 Mar 09, 2026  02:47PM

Vendor Invoice Number Description Invoice Date Net Amount Paid Date Paid Voided
Invoice Amount

Belleville, Exeter & Montrose Fire Assoc
75 2026009 2026 Levy Amount-Capital Budget 02/20/2026 10,367.00 .00

Blaser Pest Control
1026 128241 Pest Control 02/11/2026 270.00 .00

Bucky's Portable Toilets
120 WB107285 Solid Waste Expense 02/07/2026 150.00 .00

Cintas
968 4260623732 Uniforms, Rugs 03/03/2026 672.55 .00

Computer Magic, Inc.
159 13734 Moving Cable for Public Work Office 02/17/2026 1,247.65 .00
159 13764 Computer Support; Office 365 02/26/2026 760.50 .00

Coverall North America, Inc.
169 1000516495 Cleaning Town Hall 03/01/2026 150.00 .00

Dane County Treasurer
192 47792 Tax Envelopes 02/17/2026 45.73 .00
192 47871 Danecom Costs 02/23/2026 1,376.00 .00

Gordon Flesch Company
312 IN15530584 Copy Machine 02/28/2026 202.76 .00

Kwik Trip
439 5794598 Fuel for Town Vehicles 02/28/2026 777.94 .00

Monroe Truck Equipment-Monroe
547 5662000 Repairs and Supplies 02/28/2026 4.58 .00

Murphy & Desmond SC
559 8215041 Legal Fees 03/01/2026 336.00 .00

Oregon Area Fire & EMS Dist.
580 530 Budget Payment - 1st Installment 01/30/2026 177,463.00 .00

Pellitteri Waste Systems
606 6720615 Solid Waste Expense 02/28/2026 479.67 .00
606 6720615 Residential Recycling 02/28/2026 5,087.25 .00
606 6720615 Residential Trash 02/28/2026 12,065.76 .00
606 6720615 Solid Waste Disposal Residential Landfill 02/28/2026 371.07 .00
606 6720615 Fuel Surcharge 02/28/2026 275.31 .00

SAFEbuildt, LLC.
700 3397508 Building Inspections 02/28/2026 2,726.38 .00

US Bank
842 02252026 Amazon 02/25/2026 399.00 .00
842 02252026 Amazon 02/25/2026 35.96 .00
842 02252026 Hyvee 02/25/2026 213.86 .00
842 02252026 Amazon 02/25/2026 107.29 .00
842 02252026 Pitney Bowes 02/25/2026 206.00 .00
842 02252026 Pitney Bowes 02/25/2026 103.00 .00
842 02252026 Costco 02/25/2026 194.46 .00
842 02252026 Costco 02/25/2026 46.96 .00
842 02252026 Alliant 02/25/2026 120.15 .00
842 02252026 Alliant 02/25/2026 817.65 .00
842 02252026 Alliant 02/25/2026 350.42 .00
842 02252026 Adobe 02/25/2026 253.07 .00
842 02252026 Frontier 02/25/2026 133.62 .00
842 02252026 WMCA 02/25/2026 65.00 .00
842 02252026 Pitney Bowes 02/25/2026 206.00 .00
842 02252026 Costco 02/25/2026 74.69 .00
842 02252026 Spectrum 02/25/2026 326.48 .00
842 02252026 Kriete Truck Center 02/25/2026 202.75 .00
842 02252026 Dorn Ace 02/25/2026 173.99 .00
842 02252026 Dorn Ace 02/25/2026 11.99 .00
842 02252026 Stoughton Lumber 02/25/2026 31.08 .00
842 02252026 Dorn Ace 02/25/2026 36.36 .00



Town of Oregon Payment Approval Report Page:     2
Report dates: 3/1/2026-3/31/2026 Mar 09, 2026  02:47PM

Vendor Invoice Number Description Invoice Date Net Amount Paid Date Paid Voided
Invoice Amount

842 02252026 Dorn Ace 02/25/2026 96.46 .00
842 02252026 NAPA Auto Parts 02/25/2026 67.98 .00
842 02252026 Sloan Implement 02/25/2026 315.56 .00
842 02252026 Dorn Ace 02/25/2026 61.67 .00

US Cellular
843 0788767905 Cell Phones for Public Works 02/10/2026 176.77 .00

Grand Totals: 219,657.37 .00

                           Dated: ______________________________________________________

Town Board Chairperson: ______________________________________________________

Town Board Supervisors: ______________________________________________________

                                     ______________________________________________________

                                     ______________________________________________________

                                     ______________________________________________________

                                     ______________________________________________________

                                     ______________________________________________________

                   Town Clerk: _____________________________________________________



Town of Oregon Check Register - For Board Review Page:     1
Check Issue Dates: 3/1/2026 - 3/31/2026 Mar 09, 2026  02:53PM

Check Issue Date Check Number Payee Amount

03/09/2026 24564 Belleville, Exeter & Montrose Fire Assoc 10,367.00
03/09/2026 24565 Blaser Pest Control 270.00
03/09/2026 24566 Bucky's Portable Toilets 150.00
03/09/2026 24567 Cintas 672.55
03/09/2026 24568 Computer Magic, Inc. 2,008.15
03/09/2026 24569 Coverall North America, Inc. 150.00
03/09/2026 24570 Dane County Treasurer 1,421.73
03/09/2026 24571 Gordon Flesch Company 202.76
03/09/2026 24572 Kwik Trip 777.94
03/09/2026 24573 Monroe Truck Equipment-Monroe 4.58
03/09/2026 24574 Murphy & Desmond SC 336.00
03/09/2026 24575 Oregon Area Fire & EMS Dist. 177,463.00
03/09/2026 24576 Pellitteri Waste Systems 18,279.06
03/09/2026 24577 SAFEbuildt, LLC. 2,726.38
03/09/2026 24578 US Cellular 176.77
03/09/2026 99917829 US Bank 4,651.45

Grand Totals: 219,657.37

M = Manual Check, V = Void Check



Town of Oregon Payment Vouchers 
March 10, 2026 Town Board Meeting

Paychecks 25,699.26$     

Payroll Liabilities 12,975.96$     

Monthly Vouchers 219,657.37$     

Total 258,332.59$     



Outlook

Re: State Report Comp

From Eisen, Jen <Jen.Eisen@bakertilly.com>
Date Fri 2/27/2026 7:57 AM
To Jennifer Hanson <jhanson@townoforegonwi.gov>; Stephanie Goth <sgoth@townoforegonwi.gov>

Hi Jennifer,

Park dona ons are typically externally restricted (as they are donated by an individual/business who
says they need to be used for a speci c purpose). The Town can always consolidate park accounts and
then just track the restricted por ons internally via an excel document or do this within your accoun ng
system.

I agree that the Lamont Park CD sounds like it would be externally restricted.

Let us know if you want to talk through this further and Jus n and I can jump on a call with you.

Jen

From: Jennifer Hanson <jhanson@townoforegonwi.gov>
Sent: Thursday, February 26, 2026 1:32 PM
To: Eisen, Jen <Jen.Eisen@baker lly.com>; Stephanie Goth <sgoth@townoforegonwi.gov>
Subject: Re: State Report Comp

Hi Jen,

I wanted to ask about the town's actual bank accounts and how they appear on the Calcula on of
Various Cash Balances.  As we discussed at the pre-audit mee ng, the Externally Restricted are for funds
designated for a certain use.  For example, Impact Fees had allowable state mandated uses (we have
used all of those funds in 2025).

In that discussion we talked about Park dona ons.  Are Park Dona ons meant to be externally restricted
or internally restricted?  I ask because we are considering consolida ng some of our park accounts.
There are many accounts across di erent banks and bringing them together may make more sense.

For example, the Lamont Park CD was a dona on.  We have since received more dona ons.  We thought
about renaming this Dona ons and then would that be considered Externally restricted?  As that is a
true park use only fund?

Thanks,
Jennifer

From: Jennifer Hanson <jhanson@townoforegonwi.gov>
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2026 6:02 PM



Held for
Internally Externally Overlying

Account Title Total Designated^^ Restricted Taxing Districts Undesignated

SBCP Checking 89,310$                -$                   -$                 -$                      89,310$             
SBCP General Tax 3,828,435             -                     -                   3,300,035         528,401             
LGIP Bi-Centennial Funds 181,892                181,892         -                   -                        -                         
LGIP Town Park Funds 41                          41                  -                   -                        -                         
SBCP Impact Fee Svgs. 26,210                  -                     26,210         -                        -                         
LGIP Money Market 397,328                -                     -                   -                        397,328             
Settlers Lamont (Park) CD 38,598                  38,598           -                   -                        -                         
SBCP Bi-Centennial Park 12,179                  12,179           -                   -                        -                         
SBCP Park Fund 39,717                  39,717           -                   -                        -                         
LGIP Capital Outlay 51,700                  51,700           -                   -                        -                         
LGIP Cultural & Recreation 2,258                    2,258             -                   -                        -                         
LGIP Hwy Equipment 46,046                  46,046           -                   -                        -                         

Totals: 4,713,714$           372,432$       26,210$       3,300,035$       1,015,038$        

^^Internal designations can be changed at the discretion of the Town Board.

TOWN OF OREGON

CALCULATION OF VARIOUS  CASH BALANCES - UNAUDITED
December 31, 2024



Form Version 04.00.00

Dane County Rezone Petition Application Date Petition Number

02/09/2026
DCPREZ-2026-12255Public Hearing Date

05/05/2026
                        OWNER INFORMATION

OWNER NAME
SCOTT TEMPLETON

PHONE (with Area 
Code)
(608) 220-5079

BILLING ADDRESS (Number & Street)
930 HILLCREST LN 
(City, State, Zip)
OREGON, WI 53575
E-MAIL ADDRESS
stempleton2942@gmail.com

                        AGENT INFORMATION
AGENT NAME
ROBERT TALARCZYK

PHONE (with Area 
Code)
(608) 527-5216

ADDRESS (Number & Street)
517 2ND AVENUE 
(City, State, Zip)
New Glarus, WI 53574
E-MAIL ADDRESS
bob@talarczyksurveys.com

        ADDRESS/LOCATION 1         ADDRESS/LOCATION 3         ADDRESS/LOCATION 2

ADDRESS OR LOCATION OF REZONE ADDRESS OR LOCATION OF REZONE ADDRESS OR LOCATION OF REZONE

930 Hillcrest Lane
TOWNSHIP

OREGON
SECTION

16
TOWNSHIP TOWNSHIPSECTION SECTION

PARCEL NUMBERS INVOLVED

0509-164-1001-2
PARCEL NUMBERS INVOLVED PARCEL NUMBERS INVOLVED

REASON FOR REZONE

DIVIDE EXISTING RESIDENTIAL LOT INTO TWO LOTS

FROM DISTRICT: TO DISTRICT: ACRES

RR-4 Rural Residential District RR-2 Rural Residential District 4.6

C.S.M REQUIRED? PLAT REQUIRED? DEED RESTRICTION 
REQUIRED?

INSPECTOR'S
INITIALS

SIGNATURE:(Owner or Agent)

PRINT NAME:

DATE:

RUH1
Applicant Initials_________

Yes Yes YesNo No No

Applicant Initials_________ Applicant Initials_________











12255 Legal Description 
 
RR-4 to RR-2 
 
Lot 1 of Windridge, being in the Northeast ¼ of the Southeast ¼ of Section 16, Town 5 North, 
Range 9 East, Town of Oregon, Dane County, Wisconsin. 
 
 
 



Outlook

Cleaning Up Zoning errors stemming from the 2019 ZO rewrite

From Van Belleghem, Bridgit <VanBelleghem.Bridgit@danecounty.gov>
Date Wed 11/19/2025 4:42 PM
To Stephanie Goth <sgoth@townoforegonwi.gov>; Jennifer Hanson <jhanson@townoforegonwi.gov>

3 attachments (603 KB)
Oregon Blanket Rezone 2025_ Proposed.xlsx; Oregon Blanket Rezone 2025_ Proposed.pdf; Oregon_2025_BRZ.pdf;

Hi Stephanie and Jennifer:

The planning and zoning teams have come together to review the zoning in the town with the objec ve of
correc ng errors that may have stemmed from the conversion to the new zoning code adopted in 2019. Mostly,
these are size mismatches. However, there are a few RH proper es that may have been converted to RM-16
(many allowances like mineral extrac on, livestock) because of their size. But given that they are in the middle of
subdivisions they are likely intended to be RR zoning. If the town wants to change these, I will pull out the ve or
so speci c parcels and add them to this list. Let me know.

Please nd the proposed list, with accessdane links and a place for the town to put their decision. The parcels
should be pre y straight forward. I also included a crude map.

If the town could take a rst look at these. Make an ini al decision on them ( I can discuss these with them if
needed, but most towns have just loosely approves the list). Then I make an o cial zoning app, send a targeted
le er to the land owners, formal town ac on occurs. Once town ac on occurs, updates are taken up and the ZLR
public hearing will occur.

Can you please add this to the next PC mee ng and share these material with the members? Can you remind me
who the OC Chair is? Eek.

Thank you,
Bridgit
________________________
Bridgit Van Belleghem
Senior Planner, Department of Planning and Development
VanBelleghem.Bridgit@danecounty.gov
608.225.2043
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Outlook

Sugar River EMS District Agreement

From Josh Wescott <jwescott@bellevilleems.com>
Date Thu 3/5/2026 12:13 PM
To Kelsey Jenson <administrator@newglarusvillage.com>; Gabe Altenbernd <GAltenbernd@bellevillewi.gov>;

Steve Miller <1skeeter@litewire.net>; cnarveson@townofnewglaruswi.gov
<cnarveson@townofnewglaruswi.gov>; cnarveson@greencountywi.org <cnarveson@greencountywi.org>;
tedfaheym3@gmail.com <tedfaheym3@gmail.com>; Mark Pernitz <mpernitz@gmail.com>;
Montrose@chorus.net <Montrose@chorus.net>; customcowcare@yahoo.com <customcowcare@yahoo.com>;
Jennifer Hanson <jhanson@townoforegonwi.gov>; Kevin Hendrickson
<kevin.hendrickson@newglarusfd.com>; Jim Moldenhauer <jim.moldenhauer@newglarusfd.com>; Chris
Backes <cbackes@bellevilleems.com>; Roger Truttmann <rtruttmann@newglarusvillage.com>; Mike Zirbes
<MZirbes@bellevillewi.gov>; mike1953821@yahoo.com <mike1953821@yahoo.com>

1 attachment (58 KB)
SUGAR RIVER EMS DISTRICT AGREEMENT.docx;

Good afternoon friends and colleagues:

The attached reflects your much good work together. We appreciate your thoughtful insights and
continued collaboration on a finished product we believe is truly a template for how folks can work
together to improve public services.

Together - you are leading the way! We appreciate your continued collaboration and support of
innovative and effective emergency medical services.

Please keep us posted as you review and act on this agreement.

In partnership,

Josh
Deputy Chief
Belleville Area EMS



              

 

 

Intergovernmental Agreement 

Sugar River Emergency Medical Services District 
June 30, 2026 – December 31, 2036 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Village of Belleville 
Village of New Glarus 
Town of New Glarus 
Town of Exeter 
Town of Montrose 
Town of Brooklyn 
Town of Oregon 
 
Adopted: ______________ 
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Agreement 

 
 Pursuant to Section 66.0301 of the Wisconsin Statutes and in consideration of the mutual 
covenants hereinafter set forth, the Villages of Belleville and New Glarus and the Towns of New 
Glarus Exeter, Montrose, Brooklyn and Oregon, hereinafter referred to individually as a 
“Municipality”, and collectively as the “Municipalities”, hereby agree as follows:  
 

      Section I: Emergency Medical Service District Created 
 
1.1 Creation. The Sugar River Emergency Medical Services District, hereinafter referred to as 

the “District”, shall consist of all lands within the Villages of Belleville and New Glarus 
along with the Towns of New Glarus, Exeter and Montrose and partial lands in the Towns 
of Brookyln and Oregon is hereby created.  
 
(A) Village of Belleville. All the area within the corporate limits of the Village of 

Belleville, Dane and Green Counties, Wisconsin 
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(B) Village of New Glarus. All the area within the corporate limits of the Village of 

New Glarus, Green County, Wisconsin 
 
(C) Town of New Glarus. All the area within the corporate limits of the Town of New 

Glarus, Green County, Wisconsin 
 
(D) Town of Montrose. All the area within the corporate limits of the Town of Montrose, 

Dane County, Wisconsin 
 
(E) Town of Exeter. All the area within the corporate limits of the Town of Exeter, 

Green County, Wisconsin  
 
(F) Town of Brooklyn. The South 1/2 of Section 7 and the whole of Section 18 in the 

Town of Brooklyn, Green County, Wisconsin 
 
(G) Town of Oregon. Section 18, 19 and 30 in the Town of Oregon, Dane County, 

Wisconsin 
 

1.2 Purpose. The District shall provide for the administration of Emergency Care Procedures, 
and to provide transportation for sick, disabled, and injured person(s) to institutions 
providing health services. The provision of services shall be guided and governed by Wis. 
Stat §§ 60.23(1), 60.565, 61.34(1), 61.64, and 66.0301.  

 
Section II: Management of the District 

 
2.1 Board. The Sugar River Emergency Medical Services District Board, hereinafter referred 

to as the “Board”, is hereby created to set policy and provide direction for the District.  
 

(A) Appointment. The Board shall consist of seven (7) board members, one from each 
municipality, with each member having equal voting authority. Municipalities that 
decide to contract with this district for emergency medical services are not entitled 
to a board seat unless they are formally added to the District as an official member. 
See section 6.2 
 

(B) Term. Each municipal appointed board member shall be appointed to serve a term 
as designed by the respective Municipality.  

 
(C) Removal. Any municipal appointed board member may be removed by the 

appointing Municipality.  
 

(D) Vacancies. Vacancies shall be filled for the remainder of the term. A Municipality 
must fill any vacancy in the Board created by death, relocation outside of the 
Municipality where appointed, resignation, or removal of its appointee within forty-
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five (45) days of the creation of such vacancy. In the event that the Municipality is 
unable to fill the vacancy within this time-period the Village President, Town 
Chairperson or their designee shall serve until a replacement is appointed by the 
Municipality.  
 

(E) Compensation. Board members shall receive no compensation from the District for 
attendance at Board meetings or for any time spent on Board business.  

 
(F) Officers. The Board shall annually elect a Chairperson, Vice Chairperson, 

Secretary, and Treasurer to serve in that position starting at the first regular meeting 
in June. 

 
(1) Chairperson. The Chairperson shall represent a municipality whose full 

territorial area is part of the District. The Chairperson shall preside at all 
meetings of the Board; ensure that all the actions of the Board are 
effectuated; execute all documents authorized by the Board; and do all the 
things prescribed from time to time by the Board.  
 

(2) Vice Chairperson. The Vice Chairperson shall represent a municipality 
whose full territorial area is part of the District. The Vice Chairperson shall 
perform the duties of the Chairperson in the event of the absence or 
disability of the Chairperson. The Vice Chairperson shall perform such 
other duties as may be prescribed from time to time by the Board.  

 
(3) Secretary. The Secretary may be a non-Board member. If the Secretary is a 

member of the Board, they shall have voting rights and will not receive 
compensation. If the Secretary is selected from outside the Board, they shall 
not have voting rights and may receive compensation. The Secretary shall 
keep a complete record of the transactions and proceedings of the District 
and shall have other responsibilities prescribed by the Board from time to 
time.  

 
(4) Treasurer. The Treasurer may be a non-Board member. If the Treasurer is a 

member of the Board, they shall have voting rights and will not receive 
compensation. If the Treasurer is selected from outside the Board, they shall 
not have voting rights and may receive compensation. The Treasurer shall 
establish and act as custodian of one or more segregated funds that shall be 
used solely for receipts and disbursements relating to emergency medical 
services. The Treasurer shall see that all monies allocated to the District 
shall be properly received, deposited, segregated, applied and accounted for. 
The Treasurer shall have such additional duties as may from time to time be 
prescribed by the Board.  

 
(G) Meetings. 
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(1) Open Meetings. Board meetings shall be open to the public. A notice of 

date, time, location, and agenda will be published in the official 
publication(s) of each Municipality and/or posted at the prescribed locations 
in the municipality.  
 

(2) Closed Meetings. If needed, the Board may hold a closed session, per 
applicable Wisconsin Statutes.  

 
2.2 Duties of the Board. Decisions of the Board shall be made by a simple majority vote of the 

Board members attending a meeting.       
 

The Board, by using its best efforts and by working in cooperation with the EMS Chief 
shall:  

 
(A) Develop, review and approve an annual budget for operations and capital 

expenditures.  
 

(B) Approve the budget for the succeeding fiscal year on or before September 30th of 
each calendar year for review and approval by the municipalities 

 
(C) Host two annual budget hearings, one each in New Glarus and Belleville, to review 

operating and capital budget needs of the Emergency Medical Services department. 
 

(D) Make rules and regulations for its own proceedings and establish policy, operating 
procedures, and providing general direction of the EMS District, and make 
adequate provision for the enforcement of such rules and regulations.  
 

(E) Maintain books of account. The District shall: (a) have charge and custody of and 
be responsible for all funds of the District; and (b) receive and give receipts for 
monies due and payable to the District from any source whatsoever, and ensure 
deposit of all such monies in the name of the District in such banks, trust companies, 
or other depositaries as shall be selected by the Board.  

 
(F) Review the following:  
 

(1) Reports summarizing the affairs of the District; 
(2) Monthly fiscal reports; and 
(3) Annual audit  

 
(G) Make provision for the management of the District. 

 
(H) Make provision for the control, maintenance, acquisition, and placement of all real 

and personal property acquired by the District.  
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(I) Establish user fees for the services provided by the District and see that all charges 

therefore are duly made, collected, and deposited into the account(s) of the District. 
 
(J) Obtain all necessary liability and property damage insurance, not otherwise 

provided by other agreements or contracts.  
 
(K) Obtain such licenses as may be required by the District to operate as an ambulance 

service provider. 
 
(L) Should any member of the Board request the Board to forward an issue to legal 

counsel for review, the Board shall forward the issue to counsel for a review not to 
exceed two (2) billable hours. The Board, by a majority vote of the voting members, 
may authorize legal counsel to exceed the two (2) hour limitation for a specific 
question. Should counsel deem additional time is necessary to review the issue, 
counsel will be instructed to provide an initial report to the EMS Chief and advise 
the EMS Chief of what additional work may be necessary to completely review or 
opine on the issue. The Board may by a majority vote of the voting members 
authorize additional review by legal counsel. 

 
(M) Keep records of each Municipality’s equity interest in the assets of the District, in 

the manner provided by Section 5.2. 
 
(N) The Board shall review and base decisions on staffing and/or operational resource 

allocation based on the following:  
 

(1) Monthly and annual call volumes; 
(2) Vehicle performance, with review of maintenance either completed or 

needed; 
(3) Percentage of calls requiring mutual aid response;  
(4) Percentage of time at least one unit remains available in the system; 
(5) District wide membership updates 
(6) Chief, Assistant Chief and Primary officer group updates, which should 

include information from the training division, training center, special 
events, and overall District highlights.  
 

 (O)           Audit District finances annually and make these findings publicly available 
 

2.3 Powers of the Board. 
 

(A) The Board shall have the power to:  
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(1) Subject to compliance with Wis. Stat §§ 60.47 and 62.15, enter into 
contracts or agreements in the name of and for the benefit of the District 
with approval of all the Municipalities. 
 

(2) Establish and maintain, in a bank of its choice, an EMS Fund.  
 

(3) Hire/terminate and conduct performance reviews of the department Chief 
and Assistant Chief(s). 

 
(4) Ensure that all District policies and procedures align with County, State, and 

Federal guidelines and regulations.  
 

(5) Delegate authority to the EMS Chief (who shall serve at the pleasure of the 
Board) to manage the day-to-day operations of the District and carry out the 
powers enumerated in subjections (4) and (5) of this section.  

 
(B) The Board shall not have the authority to levy taxes, issue bonds, or borrow money; 

or to enter contracts or commit funds in excess of the budget without approval of 
all the Municipalities.  

 
Section III: Board Meetings 

 
3.1 Regular Meetings. The Board shall have a regular monthly meeting. Attendance of a 

majority of the voting members shall constitute a quorum for the purpose of transacting all 
business. The notice given for any meeting shall state the purpose, date, time, and place for 
the meeting. The chair of the Board can forego hosting a monthly District meeting in the 
event there are no pending action items or matters to review/discuss. 

 
3.2 Special Meetings. Special meetings of the Board may be held for the purpose of transacting 

any business of the District upon the request of the Chairperson and/or two (2) Board 
members. Notice of a special meeting shall be given at least twenty-four (24) hours prior 
to the commencement of such meeting, unless for an emergency, in which case shorter 
notice may be given, but in no case may the notice be provided less than two (2) hours in 
advance of the meeting. Attendance of a majority of the voting members shall constitute a 
quorum for the purpose of transacting all business with the exception of voting for 
operating or capital expenditures. The notice given for any meeting shall state the purpose, 
date, time, and place for the meeting.  

 
3.3 Who to Preside. The Chairperson of the Board shall preside at the meeting when present, 

but if absent, the Vice Chairperson shall preside. If both the Chairperson and Vice 
Chairperson are absent, the Board shall select one of the Board members present to preside. 

 
Section IV: Expenses of the District 
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The District and Board will maintain its year-to-year level of monetary effort as required by 2023 
Wisconsin Act 12 to avoid reduction of county and municipal aid payments. 
 
4.1 Budget Increase Cap. The annual District budget increase over the previous year shall not 

exceed the Consumer Price Index (CPI) plus two percent (2%). CPI shall be determined by 
the U.S. Bureau of Labor Statistics as of August 1st of the current year.  

 
4.2 Operating Expenses. 
 

(A) Defined. The term “operating expense” shall mean and include any expense paid 
or accrued during the fiscal year which is attributable to the actual day-to-day 
operations of the District including but not limited to expense for salaries, rent, 
utilities, repairs or equipment, fuel and insurance. If any questions arise regarding 
whether any expenditure or expense is an “operating expense” or a “capital 
expenditure” the matter shall be resolved by the application of generally accepted 
accounting principles. Notwithstanding the foregoing, any single expenditure of 
less than $5,000 shall be an “operating expense”. 
 

(B) Payment. All operating expenses shall be paid from the income of the District. If 
the District income is not sufficient to meet the operating expenses, each 
municipality shall pay their fair share of the operating expenses, which is 
determined by same calculation used for the budget apportionment.  

 
 
 
4.3 Capital Expenditures. 
 

(A) Defined. The term “capital expenditure” shall mean all expenses for acquisition of 
physical assets not included as operating expenses, and includes any expenditure 
made or liability accrued in the amount of $5,000 or more for a physical asset which 
has a useful life in excess of one (1) year or which extends the life of a physical 
asset more than one (1) year beyond its current useful life.  
 

(B) Non-Budgeted Capital Expenditures. Any non-budgeted capital expenditure shall 
require a majority vote of the Board, and a unanimous vote of the Municipalities.  

 
(C) Apportionment. Each municipality’s proportion of a capital expenditure shall be 

determined at the time of approval of purchase. Proportion shall be determined with 
percentage rounded to the nearest two decimal points.  

 
(D) Bid Requirement. All capital expenditure items above $100,000 may not be 

approved without a bid. Where possible, multiple bids are preferred for review  
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(E) Ten-Year CIP. The District must maintain a 10-year capital improvement plan, that 
will be prepared by the EMS administration and modified as needed annually   

 
4.4 Annual Budget Process. The EMS Chief shall submit their annual recommended operating 

and capital budget by September 1st. The Board shall review and recommend for approval 
the Emergency Medical Services operating and capital budget requests by September 30th.  

 
 There shall be a joint meeting of the Board and the Municipalities on or before October 

30th for final approval of the operating and capital budget. The annual operating budget and 
capital expenditures will be deemed to have passed when it has been approved by a 
majority of the Board.  

 
If the Municipalities have not passed the proposed budget by December 1st, the previous 
year’s budget less capital expenditures will be used, except that budget increases previously 
approved by all Municipalities for salaries and benefits, may increase in accordance with 
the previous year’s approval.  

 
4.5 Budget Amendments. No changes in the amounts of the various appropriations and the 

purposes of such appropriations as stated in the budgets finally approved shall be made 
unless approved unanimously by the Board. 

 
4.6 Undesignated Funds. The EMS Fund shall have its own undesignated fund. Monies not 

expended by the end of the fiscal year shall be placed into the individual undesignated 
fund. The Board may utilize the excess funds for operating budget shortfalls or for cash 
deposits for capital expenditures. The use of the undesignated fund must be approved 
unanimously by the Board.  

 
4.7 Budget Apportionment. For the first three years of the term of this agreement, each 

municipality shall contribute funds to the approved District operating budget in the 
proportion of that municipality’s current population within the District, to the current 
population of the District, by using the most recent population figures as provided by the 
Wisconsin Department of Administration (DOA) as determined for purposes of state tax 
sharing and Wis. Stat. Ch. 79.  

 
Beginning in the fourth year and extending through remaining duration of this agreement, 
cost apportionment will be determined by a formula consisting of a rolling average of the 
previous three years of EMS call volume, equalized value, and the population of each 
participating municipality. Each municipality’s portion of the budget is determined by an 
apportionment percentage derived from the average of population percentage, share of 
equalized value plus EMS calls for service in that respective township/village. 

 
For Example: If a municipality has 30% of the population of the district, 40% of the 
equalized value of the district and 50% of the call volume, it would pay 40% of the 
District’s annual budget.  
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4.8 Time for Payment. The Municipalities shall pay their proportionate share of each operating 

budget, as billed, to the District Treasurer in two (2) installments: (a) fifty percent (50%) 
shall be paid by February 15th of each year; and (b) fifty percent (50%) shall be paid by 
September 15th of each year.  

 
4.9    Application of Innovation Fund Monies. All participating municipalities of this EMS 

District agree to dedicate any grant revenues awarded related to this EMS project via the 
Wisconsin Innovation Fund directly to EMS related expenses. 

 
Section V: Ownership of Assets 

 
5.1 District Owns. The title to all property whether real or personal and regardless of how it is 

obtained shall vest in the District.  
 
5.2 Equity of Previous EMS District/Municipalities. Each Municipality shall be deemed to 

have an equity interest in the assets of the District. The value of assets obtained prior to the 
creation of this new district, as previously acquired by the Belleville, Montrose, Exeter Fire 
and EMS District, shall remain solely with those member municipalities. An appraisal of 
the Belleville EMS Station at 480 River Street shall be completed prior to the effective date 
of this agreement. Equity of assets acquired by this new district will be determined by 
multiplying the current value of each asset by the appropriate budget apportionment at the 
time the asset was purchased. Equity interests shall be reduced to reflect depreciation of 
the assets on the straight-line basis. The Municipalities shall have no equity interest in 
assets of the District acquired by gift or donation except in the event that the District is 
terminated.  

 
5.3 Earned Equity of Newly Added Municipalities. Any municipality joining the District after 

the effective date of this Agreement shall only be eligible for equity interest of an asset if 
the municipality participated in the purchase of said asset or provides assets when joining.  

 
5.4 Start-up costs of Newly Added Municipalities. Start-up costs to a new municipality 

entering into this Agreement and the District will be determined through negotiations at 
the time of entry and are subject to unanimous approval by all District Municipalities.  

 
5.5 Disposition of EMS District Property. The Municipalities acknowledge that this Agreement 

will dissolve the EMS District previously created by the Municipalities in order to create a 
new EMS District. All property owned by the previous EMS District located at 480 River 
Street, Belleville, WI 53508 (the EMS facility location) shall be transferred to the new 
Sugar River EMS District created by this Agreement upon executing this Agreement. The 
real property in which the current EMS facility is located (Dane County parcel 
050834187551) shall be conveyed to the EMS District upon executing this Agreement. 

 
Section VI: Contracting with Third-Party Municipalities 
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6.1 Contracted Services. Upon request of a third-party municipality, the District may enter into 

agreements providing emergency medical services to non-member municipalities. The 
contract shall be negotiated between the non-member municipality and Board. Approval of 
the contract shall require a two-thirds vote by members of the Board. A third-party 
municipality solely contracting for service shall not have any equity interest in the assets 
of the District.  

 
6.2 New District Membership. A portion or entirety of any city, village, or township may 

petition to join the District at any time. New members shall adhere to the provisions 
outlined in this agreement, including having representation on the District Board and 
expense sharing as outlined in this agreement. Approval of any new participating member 
is subject to approval by member municipalities. 

 
6.3 Budget Apportionment. Any future contract to provide emergency medical services to a 

non-member municipality shall require that the third-party municipality pay the District 
based on the funding formulas described in Section 4.4, except that the Board, when it 
determines that it is in the best interest of the public, may use a different funding formula 
with the third-party municipality.  

 
Section VII: Withdrawal from the District 

 
7.1 Notice Required. A Municipality may only withdraw from the District at the end of a fiscal 

year (the District’s fiscal year shall be the calendar year) only if the withdrawing 
Municipality has provided written notice to the Board and each participating Municipality 
prior to January 1st of that fiscal year. Any municipality providing this one-year notice of 
intent to withdraw will continue to receive EMS service from the district while still being 
responsible for its share of costs to provide that service consistent with the formula outlined 
in this agreement. If all Municipalities or all but one Municipality provides a notice to 
withdraw, then at the end of the fiscal year provided by the first notice, the District shall 
terminate as provided in Section VIII.  

 
7.2 Distribution to Withdrawing Municipality.  
 

(A) Definitions. 
 
(1) For the purposes of this section, the generally accepted accounting 

principles in place at the end of the fiscal year shall govern all calculations.  
 

(2) The term “assets” shall include, but not be limited to, cash, accounts 
receivable, and equipment.  

 
(3) The term “equipment” shall include all tangible property. The value of 

equipment at the time of withdrawal will be calculated.  
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(B) Audit. 

 
(1) Upon withdrawal, the previous year’s audit shall be used to determine the 

assets and liabilities of the District. 
 

(C) Calculations. 
 

(1) Equipment will be valued at the existing value as of the date of the 
withdrawal. Equipment shall be calculated as the purchase price of the 
equipment and less depreciation using straight line deprecation as 
determined by the auditors.  
 

(2) Any item listed with an anticipated useful life of less than one (1) year will 
be considered an operating expense.  

 
(D) Commencing on the date of withdrawal and continuing for twelve (12) months after 

withdrawal, cash and accounts receivable attributable to the withdrawing 
Municipality, for periods prior to the date of the withdrawal, shall be held in a 
separate bank account.  
 
When the audit has been concluded, the amount due and owing the withdrawing 
Municipality shall be finalized shall be based on its equity in the District determined 
pursuant to Section 5.2.  
 
The District will then have the option to pay out the value of the equipment either 
in five (5) equal annual payments with the first payment to be paid one (1) year 
after withdrawal or as a single lump sum to be paid within three (3) years after 
withdrawal.  

 
 
7.3 Liability of Withdrawing Municipality. 
 

(A) In the event that the liabilities of the District exceed its assets at the time of 
withdrawal, the withdrawing Municipality shall pay that percentage of the deficit, 
which is determined by the withdrawing Municipality’s budget apportionment 
calculated in the most recent year. The withdrawing Municipality shall have the 
option of making such payment to the District in a lump sum or in annual 
installments over a period not in excess of five (5) years from the date of the 
withdrawal. Election of the installment method shall not entitle the District to earn 
interest on the unpaid balance. 
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(B) The withdrawing Municipality shall remain liable for its percentage of any adverse 
claim asserted against the District which occurred during the time the withdrawing 
Municipality was a member of the District.  

 
Section VIII: Term and Termination of District 

 
8.1 Term. This Agreement, as amended from time to time, shall remain in force and effect until 

December 31, 2036 
 
8.2 Termination of District. The District may be terminated by the unanimous written consent 

of the Municipalities and shall be terminated if its membership drops to one (1) 
Municipality.  

 
8.3 Distribution of Assets upon Termination. Should the district be terminated, its assets, 

including those acquired by gift or donation, shall be liquidated and the money remaining 
after payment of all the District’s obligations shall be distributed to the Municipalities 
which are then members of the District. Each Municipality shall receive that percentage of 
the money, which is equal to its equity in the District determined pursuant to Section 5.2. 
In the event of dissolution, an appraisal will determine the value of the Belleville EMS 
Station at 480 River District (unless the District sold this asset throughout the course of 
this agreement). The difference in value between this appraisal and the one obtained at the 
effective date of this agreement shall inform the share of equity from this asset to members 
of the District.  

 
 
 

Section IX: Dispute Resolution 
 

9.1 Informal Dispute Resolution. If any municipality has a dispute concerning any of the 
matters in this Agreement, the Municipality asserting the dispute shall first seek to have 
the matter resolved informally by providing each other Municipality with a written notice 
stating the nature of the dispute.           

 
 If informal resolution is not reached within sixty (60) days from the date of the notice, the 

Municipalities agree to mediate the dispute. 
 
9.2 Mediation. 
 

(A) The Municipalities agree to name a mediator within fourteen (14) days of the 
expiration of the time period to reach informal resolution. If no mediator is agreed 
upon within said fourteen (14) days, each Municipality shall name a third party and 
the third-parties so named shall pick a mediator within ten (10) days. The 
Municipalities shall present their dispute to the mediator within sixty (60) days of 
the mediator being named. Nothing in this provision shall preclude any 
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Municipality from filing a notice of claim or taking other action required by statute 
to preserve its rights under applicable notice of claim statues.  
 

(B) The mediator shall not have the authority to add, change, alter or modify any of the 
terms or provisions of this Agreement.  

 
(C) The expense of the mediator shall be divided equally between the Municipalities.  
 

9.3 Arbitration. Arbitration is to follow any unsuccessful mediation unless the Municipalities 
agree to forego mediation and proceed directly to arbitration. If any of the terms, duties, 
obligations, or responsibilities of this Agreement cannot be resolved via mediation, or if 
any Municipality believes that a provision is unenforceable or that there have been a 
material breach of this Agreement, the Municipalities agree that they will timely notify the 
others, or their successors or assigns, of any intent to seek arbitration for a final and binding 
declaration concerning such dispute or breach of this Agreement.  

 
 A determination of disputed matters described in this Agreement and/or whether there has 

been a material breach of this Agreement, will be conducted via arbitration hearing, that 
the arbitrator’s decision to be final and binding upon the Municipalities. The Municipalities 
shall agree upon a single arbitrator to decide the dispute, or if no agreement on selection of 
an arbitrator can be reached within five (5) business days of notice of arbitration, any party 
may petition the Dane County Circuit Court for appointment of the arbitrator. Each 
Municipality shall bear equal costs of any arbitration proceeding. All other provisions of 
the arbitration and the conduct of the hearing shall be pursuant to Wis. Stat. Chapter 788, 
or its successor, unless otherwise ordered by the arbitrator or agreed by the Municipalities.  

 
9.4 Authority of Arbitrators Limited. The arbitrators shall not have the authority to add to, 

change, alter, or modify any of the terms or provisions of this Agreement.  
 

Section X: Miscellaneous Provisions 
 
10.1 Severability. If any section, subsection, sentence, clause, or phrase of this Agreement is 

held to be invalid by reason of a decision of any court of competent jurisdiction, such 
decision shall not affect the validity of any other section, subsection, sentence, clause or 
phrase thereof.  

 
10.2 Non-Integration. Beginning on the Effective Date, this Agreement shall supersede any and 

all agreements previously made between the parties relating to the subject matter of this 
Agreement. Beginning on the Effective Date, all previous agreements are hereby rescinded 
and repealed.  

 
10.3 Effective Date. This Agreement shall become effective June 30, 2026 (the “Effective 

Date”).  
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10.4 Amendments. Amendment(s) to this Agreement shall require a majority vote of all board 

members, and unanimous approval by each Municipality.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the municipalities have caused this Agreement to be executed by their 
duly authorized officers.  
 
Village of Belleville  Village of New Glarus  

 

Village President  Village President 
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Village Clerk  Village Clerk 
 

Date  Date 
 
 

Town of Exeter  Town of Montrose   
 

Town Chair  Town Chair 
 

Town Clerk  Town Clerk 
 

Date  Date 
  
 

Town of Oregon  Town of Brooklyn   
 

Town Chair  Town Chair 
 

Town Clerk  Town Clerk 
 

Date  Date 
Town of New Glarus 
   

Town Chair 

Town Clerk 
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Date 
 

 



RESOLUTION OF THE TOWN BOARD OF 
THE TOWN OF OREGON 

RESOLUTION 01-2026 

RESOLUTION ACCEPTING THE TOWN OF OREGON VISION 2040 SURVEY 
REPORT AND THE VISION 2040 SUMMARY 

WHEREAS the Town of Oregon, Dane County, Wisconsin, by this resolution, adopts 
the Town of Oregon Vision 2040 Survey Report and the Vision 2040 Summary, 

WHEREAS the Town of Oregon contracted with the Survey Research Center of UW-
River Falls (SRC) to administer the survey to 1,152 households online and 108 
landowners via mail, 

WHEREAS the Town of Oregon received expert guidance from Community 
Development Educator at UW-Madison Extension Dane County to conduct the visioning 
process,  

WHEREAS the Town of Oregon held a community input meeting on September 16, 
2025, which 36 residents attended, 

WHEREAS the SRC collected mail survey responses and online survey responses for an 
overall 39% response rate, and a sample size indicating a smaller margin of error than 
the statistical standard margin of error and therefore greater accuracy in the report.   

NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED the Town Board of Oregon, Dane County, 
Wisconsin, hereby adopts this resolution accepting the Vision 2040 Survey Report and 
the Vision 2040 Summary. 

Adopted by the Town Board on the 10th day of March 2026. 

 

      ______________________________________ 

      Carl Walser, Town Chair 

Attest: 

_______________________________________ 

Jennifer Hanson, Clerk 

 

 

 
 





 

ii 
 

THE SURVEY RESEARCH CENTER 
 
The Survey Research Center (SRC) is a research organization at the University of Wisconsin – 
River Falls in River Falls, Wisconsin. Since 1990, the SRC has provided statistically sound, low-
cost information gathering services for academics, local units of government, non-profit groups, 
school districts, and other organizations. The SRC conducts surveys on a wide variety of topics 
including customer satisfaction, resident experience, business climate, equity and inclusion, labor 
needs, and other areas, completing about 25 to 30 survey projects per year. In alignment with its 
mission of strengthening communities and supporting education, all SRC projects have the goal 
of improving the welfare and quality of life for community residents, along with furthering the 
advancement of scientific research. 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The Town of Oregon Vision 2040 survey aimed to gauge residents’ opinions on the future direction 
of the Town. The SRC distributed the survey in mail and online formats. The printed mail survey 
was sent to 108 landowners with 35 or more acres. The online survey was distributed to 1,152 
households through a postcard with a QR code and URL. The SRC collected a total of 489 
responses, including 48 responses from the mail survey and 431 responses from the online survey, 
for an overall 39% response rate. The sample size received exceeded the minimum sample size 
needed (329 responses) and led to a 3.9% margin of error, much smaller than the statistical standard 
of 5% margin of error. Therefore, the estimates presented in this report have greater accuracy than 
estimates that follow the statistical standard. 
 
Key findings from the survey are as follows: 
 
Community and Quality of Life 
 
 About 91% of residents are satisfied with the quality of life in Town of Oregon, including 40% 

who are “very satisfied” and 51% who are “satisfied.” Only 2% are dissatisfied. 

 The top three reasons for why residents chose to live in the Town of Oregon are small-town 
atmosphere and the rural lifestyle of the area, natural features and open space, and the quality 
of the school system. The least popular reasons are property taxes, cost of housing, and 
recreational opportunities. 

 In terms of factors that impact the quality of life, there is widespread agreement among 
residents that the Town of Oregon is a good place to raise a family, the overall character of the 
Town should continue to be much like it is today, and that seniors can live safely, 
independently, and comfortably in the Town. The majority of residents disagree that the Town 
should grow to accommodate more businesses and commercial lots, or more homes and people. 

 
Facilities and Services 
 
 The facilities and services with the highest “good” and “excellent” ratings by a large majority 

of residents include fire protection and EMS/ambulance, Town government, garbage and 
recycling, parks and recreation, street and road plowing and treatment, and police. The lowest 
ranked facilities and services include cell service, street and road maintenance, and airstrips. 

 The facilities and services that residents consider to be most important are fire protection and 
EMS/ambulance, cell service, and street and road plowing/treatment and maintenance. Among 
these, residents are highly satisfied with fire protection and EMS/ambulance, but many are 
dissatisfied with cell service and street and road maintenance. 

 Almost two-thirds of the residents prefer the bi-weekly (current) recycling pickup service and 
only about one-in-five residents would like a more frequent weekly service. 
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Natural and Cultural Resources 
 
 When asked about which natural and cultural resources are most important for the Town to 

preserve, by a wide margin residents ranked groundwater quality at the top. Other highly 
ranked resources include wildlife habitat and existing natural corridors, air quality, lakes, 
rivers, and streams, and open space. Hunting and fishing areas, historic and cultural sites, and 
cemetery space were ranked at the bottom.  

 Over three-quarters of residents feel that it is important for the Town of Oregon to seek 
agreements with the City of Fitchburg, Village of Brooklyn, and the Village of Oregon on 
future land use and growth. 

 Regarding land use and planning activities, the top four activities that residents placed the 
highest importance on all relate to either discouraging new development or alleviating the 
potential impacts of new development on local infrastructure and resident quality of life.  

 A large majority of residents agree that marketing agricultural products locally is consistent 
with the Town’s agricultural and rural character. More residents agree than disagree that 
conflicts between farms, commercial operations, and neighbors (dust, noise, traffic, odors) are 
common in the Town, and that converting farmland to non-farm uses is consistent with the 
Town's agricultural and rural character. 

 Residents have a high level of concern about potential annexation of Town property by the 
Village of Oregon. Over two-thirds of residents are more than somewhat concerned about the 
annexation. Two-thirds feel that the Town should consider mechanisms to avoid annexation, 
but half of all residents would support only those mechanisms that do not lead to higher 
property taxes for Town residents. 

 Over half of the residents who responded own 2 acres or less of land, including 28% who own 
less than an acre and 26% who own between 1 and 2 acres. Only 3% own 100 acres or more. 

 One-quarter of the residents own farmland in the Town. Less than half of these residents farm 
themselves, while the rest contract out the farming. 

 
Future Vision for the Town 
 
 About 62% of the residents stated with certainty that they expect to be living in the Town of 

Oregon by 2040. 

 When envisioning the Town in the year 2040, both statements that received the highest support 
relate to natural and agricultural resources. An overwhelming majority of residents project that 
the natural areas will be preserved and enhanced, and agricultural lands will be used for a 
variety of farming purposes. The prospects of more development or higher-density housing 
(e.g. greater tourism-related businesses and multi-generational housing) received much less 
support, with one-quarter or more of the residents expressing opposition to them. 

 Statements about the future of Town facilities and services were somewhat polarizing, as a 
tangible proportion of residents agreed and disagreed with each statement. More residents 
agree than disagree that the Town should reduce use of salt on roads based on protocols 
recommended by the Wisconsin Saltwise program, expand and improve yard waste 
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composting facilities, and purchase land to build a new Town Hall and Garage to be proactive 
about a potential annexation of land that current facilities are on. However, more residents 
disagreed than agreed that the Town should increase taxes to pay for increased services and 
facilities. 

 Community initiatives that received the highest support all relate to better communication or 
education, and agriculture. Residents feel that the Town should arrange periodic informational 
sessions for residents on topics including taxes, zoning, and other topics, develop its 
communication networks to maximize the exchange of information between the Town 
government and residents, honor its farming history and the farm families actively farming, 
and celebrate the diversity of farm, rural, and neighborhood residents. 

 The top three community strengths that residents feel should be preserved include natural 
areas, farmland, and low population density. The top three aspects of the community that 
residents feel that Town should address include farmers actively farming, population density, 
and businesses located in the Town. 

 
Housing 
 
 Virtually all respondents own a single-family home and reside in the Town of Oregon. Only 

15% own a farm residence, and 3% own property in but do not live in Town. 

 Over half of the residents feel that residential growth should occur near the Village of Oregon 
boundaries. About one-third feel that it should be in new subdivisions adjacent to current 
subdivisions. One quarter said that no residential growth should occur in the Town of Oregon. 

 Two-thirds of the residents prefer the cluster design of housing (smaller lots with preserved 
open spaces) while one-third prefer the traditional design (larger lots with no open space). 

 Most residents are opposed to new housing development in the Town of Oregon. A large 
majority of residents feel that housing development should occur primarily in the Village of 
Oregon, not in the Town, and that the Town should restrict new housing development. 

 
Transportation 
 
 Residents generally agree that more bike paths should be created in the Town, albeit with 

different levels of agreement in terms of how the paths are built. There is strongest support for 
building designated bike paths to connect to the Oregon Rotary Trail and the Badger State 
Trail, followed by creating bike lanes when streets are being repaved and by creating bike lanes 
on existing streets with signage and striping. 

 Only small proportions of residents oppose increasing taxes for the maintenance or 
improvement of existing roadways. There is substantially more opposition to increasing taxes 
for biking infrastructure. One-third or more residents oppose using tax increases to expand the 
bike trail network or developing new bike lanes. 

 

 



 

4 

Open-Ended Feedback 
 
A total of 345 text-entry comments were received in response to an open-ended question that asked 
residents to share additional feedback on the Vision 2040 project. The following themes emerged 
from these comments: 

 About 15% of the comments emphasized the need for preserving the Town’s rural character 
and avoiding rapid growth. These residents noted that the Town’s strengths are open space, 
farmland, and low population density, and that dense housing and commercial expansion 
should be avoided. 

 Another 15% of comments voiced concerns about encroaching residential and commercial 
development. While most residents feel that growth is inevitable and that more housing is 
needed, they want to ensure that it does not occur at the expense of the small-town feel and 
rural character of the Town. 

 Thirteen percent of comments related to Town facilities and services. A common theme was 
TORC, with residents complaining about the recent changes. Residents expressed support for 
expanding TORC hours and establishing a 24/7 drop-off facility. Residents also commented 
on road maintenance, snow removal, and winter services. 

 Nine percent of residents commented on biking paths, and a majority stated that improved 
biking infrastructure and connectivity with other areas is needed.  

 Eight percent of the comments included calls for better infrastructure, including roads, walking 
paths, equestrian and hiking trails, parks, and shelters. 

 Seven percent of residents expressed dissatisfaction with rapid increases in property taxes in 
recent years. These residents feel that the Town should avoid making costly investments and 
support increasing the tax base through modest development to reduce the tax burden on 
residents. 

 Five percent of residents emphasized the importance of preserving the Town’s agricultural 
identity by supporting farmers and agribusinesses. These residents feel that vibrant agriculture 
is essential to preserving the town’s rural character. 

 Five percent of residents commented on the Town government. These comments were split 
between appreciation for the work of the Town staff and complaints about excessive spending, 
misaligned priorities, and lack of communication. 
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SURVEY PURPOSE AND METHODS 
 

The goal of the Town of Oregon Vision 2040 survey was to gauge residents’ opinions on the future 
direction of the community. Along with Sharon Lezberg, Dane County Community Development 
Educator at UW-Madison Division of Extension, and the Town of Oregon Board and staff 
members, the SRC developed a survey instrument in two formats: mail (paper) and online.  
 
Below, we present the definitions of statistical terms that will aid in the subsequent discussion 
regarding the sampling strategy:  

1. Population: the population is the universe of all subjects that are relevant for a survey. For our 
study, the population was all residents of the Town of Oregon.  

2. Sample: A sample is a subset drawn from the population for surveying. A sample is used to 
make an inference about the population by using statistical analysis. 

3. Margin of Error: The margin of error indicates the accuracy of a survey’s results. The smaller 
the margin of error, the greater the accuracy of the results. For example, a margin of error of 
5% at a 95% confidence level means that there is a 95% probability that if the opinions of 
everyone in the population were measured, the result would fall within 5 percentage points of 
the survey result.  

4. Statistical Significance: Statistical significance indicates the reliability of an estimate. If the 
differences between statistics are labeled as “statistically significant,” this indicates that there 
is a 95% probability that the differences are not the result of some random chance.  

 
Survey Distribution 
Two methods of distribution were used. The printed mail survey was distributed to the 108 
landowners with 35 or more acres through postal mail. A QR code and a URL for an online version 
of the survey were also included on the cover letter. A postcard reminder was sent to non-
respondents 3 weeks after the initial mailing, and a second copy of the survey was sent to non-
respondents about 2 weeks after the postcard reminder. A total of 48 responses were received from 
these residents, for a response rate of about 47%. The online survey was distributed to 1,152 
households through printed postcard invitations which included a QR code and a URL and were 
sent through postal mail. A reminder postcard was sent to non-respondents about 4 weeks after the 
initial postcard mailing. Responses that were less than 50% complete were dropped from the 
analysis. The SRC received 431 complete or near-complete responses from the online survey, for 
a response rate of about 37%.  
 
Overall Sample Size and Response Rates 
The survey was live for about 8 weeks, with data collection concluding on May 5. The SRC 
collected an overall sample of 489 responses, including 48 responses from the mail survey and 
431 responses from the online survey, for an overall 39% response rate. Given an estimated 2,284 
residents of age 18 or older (US Census Bureau, 2023), a sample size of 329 responses was needed 
for statistical validity (5% margin of error and 95% confidence interval). The actual sample size 
(489 responses) far exceeded the minimum sample size needed (329 responses), leading to 
estimates with a 3.9% margin of error. Therefore, the estimates presented in this report have a 
much higher level of accuracy than the statistical standard of 5% margin of error would provide. 
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Demographic Analysis 
In addition to summarizing the response to each survey question, the SRC conducted statistical 
analysis to assess the statistical significance of differences between residents in discrete 
demographic groups. We analyzed the following demographic groups:  

 Female: Female residents, compared to residents of other genders. About 41% of residents in 
the sample selected their gender as “woman.”  

 Seniors: Residents aged 65 years or older. We compared these residents to residents of age 64 
years or younger. Senior residents are less likely to be in the workforce, are often more engaged 
in their community, and have different priorities regarding housing, development, recreation, 
land use, etc. than their counterparts. About 43% of residents in the sample are senior citizens.  

 Households with Children: We compared residents who live with children with those without 
children in the household. Residents with children tend to have larger household budgets, a 
shared perspective on the school system, and be longer term residents of their locale. Those 
without children may include residents who do not have any children, or residents with children 
who do not live in the same household (e.g. adult children who have moved out).  

 Household Income Under $150k: Residents who have a household income of less than 
$150,000. We compared these residents to residents with higher household incomes ($150k+). 
For reference, the median household income in the Town of Oregon is $143,056 (U.S. Census 
Bureau, 2023). In other words, residents with household incomes under $150,000 represent 
roughly 50% of the Town population.  

 Farmland Owners: Residents who own farmland, including those who farm the land 
themselves and those who contract the farming to others. Given the Town of Oregon’s robust 
agricultural history, these residents are likely to have shared opinions on agriculture, land use, 
natural resources, etc. About 25% of residents in the sample are owners of agricultural land. 

 
Survey Report 
The survey report is organized in the following way: 

1. Responses to each survey question are summarized using a figure or a table. 

2. A categorization of open-ended (text-entry) comments is presented, including a summary of 
common themes that emerged from the comments. The full list of open-ended comments is 
given at the end of the report. 

3. A demographic snapshot of the survey sample compared with estimates from the U.S. Census 
Bureau is provided, including a discussion of how well the survey sample represents the 
population of the Town. 

4. Results of statistical analysis comparing different demographic groups are described, with 
accompanying tables showing statistically significant differences in bold font and highlighted. 
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SURVEY RESULTS

Community and Quality of Life

Overall Quality of Life
Residents were asked about their level of satisfaction with the quality of life in the Town of 
Oregon. Figure 1 summarizes the results. Residents are highly satisfied with their quality of life in 
the Town of Oregon. About 91% of the residents expressed satisfaction with the quality of life, 
with 40% indicating that they are “very satisfied” and 51% indicating that they are “satisfied.”
Only 2% indicated that they are at all dissatisfied.

Why Residents Choose to Live in the Town of Oregon
Residents were asked to select the three most important reasons, in no particular order, for why 
they chose to live in the Town of Oregon. Figure 2 shows the results. 

The most popular reason for living in the Town was the small-town atmosphere and the rural 
lifestyle of the area, selected by 44% of residents. The second most popular reason was natural 
features and open space (41%). Around one-third of the residents selected the quality of the school 
system (32%) and one-quarter selected proximity to the urban center (25%). These results align 
with the top three reasons selected by the residents of other rural and suburban communities in 
Wisconsin for which the SRC has conducted similar surveys.

The least popular reasons for choosing to live in the Town were selected by about one-in-ten or 
fewer residents. They include property taxes (11%), cost of housing (7%), and recreational 
opportunities (4%). Agriculture, while a recurring theme in the survey results, was selected by 
only 15% of residents.

40%

51%

7%
1% 1%

Very
Satisfied

Satisfied Neither
Satisfied Nor
Dissatisfied

Dissatisfied Very
Dissatisfied

Figure 1. Overall Quality of Life in Town of Oregon
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Factors That Impact Quality of Life
The survey asked residents about their level of agreement with six statements regarding the quality 
of life in the Town of Oregon. Figure 3 on the next page summarizes the results.

Residents were asked to rank each statement on a scale of “strongly disagree” to “strongly agree.”
The ranking of each statement was based on weighted scores. For each statement, the “strongly 
agree” response was assigned a score of 3, the “agree” response a score of 2, “neither agree nor 
disagree” a score of 1, “disagree” a score of -1, and “strongly disagree" a score of -2. The scores 
were then multiplied by the number of residents that selected that response. For example, for the 
statement “Seniors can live safely, independently, and comfortably in the Town of Oregon”:

114 residents selected “strongly agree” for a weighted score of 342 (114 × 3)

216 residents selected “agree” for a weighted score of 432 (216 × 2)

84 residents selected “neither agree nor disagree” for a weighted score of 84 (84 × 1)

25 residents selected “disagree” for a weighted score of -25 (25 × -1)

4 residents selected “strongly disagree” for a weighted score of -8 (4 × -2)

44%

41%

32%

25%

22%

18%

16%

15%

15%

15%

15%

13%

11%

7%

4%

Small town atmosphere or rural lifestyle

Natural features and open space

Quality of the school system

Proximity to urban center

Quality of the local natural environment

Availability of land parcels of 5+ acres

Near family and friends

Near job or employment opportunity

Quality of neighborhoods

Low crime rate

Agriculture

Born and raised here

Property taxes

Cost of housing

Recreational opportunities

Figure 2. Reasons for Choosing to Live in the Town of Oregon
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The total score was 829 (342 + 432 + 84 – 25 – 8), which was the third highest score among all 
the statements listed in Figure 3. This approach is replicated throughout the report in all the 
opinion-based ranking questions using the five-point scale described above.

Virtually all residents agree that the Town of Oregon is a good place to raise a family. About 93% 
of residents selected “agree” (45%) or “strongly agree” (48%) for this statement. There was also 
widespread agreement with the second- and third-highest ranked statements in Figure 3. Almost 
three-quarters of residents agreed (“agree” or “strongly agree”) that the overall character of the 
Town should continue to be much like it is today (74%) and that seniors can live safely, 
independently, and comfortably in the Town of Oregon (74%). 

Statements that suggest that the Town of Oregon should experience growth that results in greater 
development or more people received substantial opposition from the residents, and more residents 
disagreed than agreed with each of these statements. About half or more residents disagreed 
(“disagree” or “strongly disagree”) that the Town should grow to accommodate more businesses 
and commercial lots (50%) or more homes and people (55%). Less than one-third of the residents 
agreed with each statement.

These results indicate that residents would like to preserve their current quality of life in the Town 
and would like to avoid growth that results in more development (commercial or housing) or a 
larger population. A similar sentiment has been echoed by residents in other parts of the report.

26%

25%

7%

6%

8%

24%

30%

7%

17%

19%

41%

23%

24%

45%

41%

49%

36%

20%

16%

48%

33%

26%

14%

7%

5%

The Town of Oregon is a good place to raise a
family.

The overall character of the Town of Oregon
should continue to be much like it is today.

Seniors can live safely, independently, and
comfortably in the Town of Oregon.

Preserving and celebrating our community's
history is important to my quality of life.

The Town of Oregon should grow to
accommodate more businesses and

commercial lots.

The Town of Oregon should grow to
accommodate more homes and people.

Figure 3. Factors That Impact Quality of Life in the Town of Oregon

Strongly Disagree Disagree Neither Agree nor Disagree Agree Strongly Agree
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Facilities and Services

Quality of Town Facilities and Services

The survey asked residents to rate the quality of the facilities and services that are available to the 
Town of Oregon residents. Figure 4 summarizes the results. The ranking is based on the same 
scheme used in Figure 3 and described in the previous section. Residents who selected “don’t 
know/no opinion” were excluded from the analysis.

The highest ranked services, rated as “good” or “excellent” by over three-quarters of residents 
include fire protection and EMS/ambulance (92%), Town government (91%), garbage/recycling 
(86%), parks and recreation (86%), street and road plowing and treatment (79%), and police (81%). 
Less than 5% of residents selected “poor” for any of these facilities/services. The rest of the 
facilities and services in Figure 4 were rated as “good” or “excellent” by less than two-thirds of 
residents and over 10% rated each as “poor.” The lowest ranked facilities and services include cell 
service, street and road maintenance, and airstrips.

2%

4%

3%

4%

3%

13%

17%

12%

12%

16%

8%

8%

10%

11%

17%

16%

24%

20%

28%

30%

20%

61%

54%

51%

60%

54%

63%

48%

42%

46%

49%

53%

31%

36%

35%

26%

25%

18%

15%

21%

13%

9%

11%

Fire protection & EMS/ambulance services

Town Government: Clerk's office, voting,
permits, etc.

Garbage and recycling service

Parks and recreation

Street & road plowing and treatment

Police and law enforcement services

Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC)

High speed internet and broadband service

Cell service

Street & road maintenance and repair

Airstrips

Figure 4. Quality of Town Facilities and Services

Poor Fair Good Excellent
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Importance of Town Facilities and Services

Residents were asked to select the level of importance of the Town’s facilities and services on a 
four-point scale from “very important” to “not at all important.” Figure 5 summarizes the results. 
The ranking scheme used in Figure 5 is the same as Figures 3 and 4.

The highest ranked category is fire protection and EMS/ambulance services, rated as “important” 
or “very important” by 96% of residents. Encouragingly, this service is also ranked at the top in 
terms of the quality of services as shown in Figure 4. However, for several other facilities and 
services, there are large discrepancies in the importance residents place on them and their quality 
according to residents. For example, 95% of residents feel that cell service is “important” or “very 
important”, while only 59% feel that cell service in the Town is “good” or excellent. Other such 
facilities and services include street and road plowing and treatment (96% feel it is important, only 
79% feel it is at least “good”), street and road maintenance and repair (95% vs. 58%), and high 
speed/broadband internet (90% vs. 63%). These are all areas in which residents feel that the Town 
of Oregon should prioritize making improvements.

7%

9%

10%

4%

4%

3%

4%

9%

8%

12%

14%

23%

24%

23%

25%

30%

30%

27%

29%

40%

36%

33%

36%

73%

71%

67%

65%

63%

61%

46%

43%

35%

29%

Fire protection & EMS / Ambulance Services

Cell service

Street & road plowing and treatment

Street & road maintenance and repair

High speed internet / Broadband service

Police and law enforcement services

Town government services (Clerk's office,
voting, permits, etc.)

Garbage and recycling pick up

Parks and recreation

Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC)

Figure 5. Importance of Town of Oregon Services

Not At All Important Somewhat Important Important Very Important
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Preference for Frequency of Recycling Pickup Service

Residents were asked to indicate whether they prefer the recycling pickup to be bi-weekly (current 
frequency) or weekly (more frequent), or if they do not have a preference for the frequency of 
garbage pickup. The question informed residents that the current garbage pickup is weekly, while 
recycling pickup is bi-weekly. Figure 6 shows the results. 

Almost two-thirds of the residents indicated that they prefer the current bi-weekly schedule for 
recycling pickup. Among the remaining 34% of residents, 21% prefer more frequent recycling 
pickup, while 13% have no preference.

Prefer Weekly 
(More Frequent)

21%
Prefer Bi-Weekly 

(Current)
66%

No Preference
13%

Figure 6. Frequency of Recycling Pickup Service
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Natural and Cultural Resources 

Importance of Preserving Natural and Cultural Resources 

Residents were asked to select the level of importance of preserving natural and cultural resources 
on a four-point scale from “very important” to “not at all important.” Figure 7 on the next page 
summarizes the results. The ranking scheme used in Figure 7 is the same as Figures 3 and 4 and is 
based on a system of weighted scores. 
 
By a wide margin, residents place the greatest importance on preserving groundwater quality. 
Almost all (98%) residents indicated that it is important to preserve groundwater quality, with 86% 
rating it as “very important.” No resident selected “not at all important.”  
 
About nine-in-ten or more residents rated the next four highest ranked resources as “important” or 
“very important.” These include wildlife habitat and existing natural corridors (91%), air quality 
(90%), lakes, rivers, and streams (90%), and open space (91%). Only a handful (3% or fewer) of 
residents selected “not at all important” for each of these resources. 
 
Albeit less emphatically, residents consider it important (“important” or “very important”) to 
preserve an environmentally sustainable community that meets current needs without 
compromising the needs of future generations (84%), wetlands (85%), reduced stormwater runoff 
and flooding (86%), and good farmland (82%). Again, only 4% or fewer residents selected “not at 
all important” to each of these resources.  
 
Resources that residents place the least importance on include hunting and fishing areas, historical 
and cultural sites, and cemetery space. Each was rated as “important” or “very important” by about 
half or fewer residents. Greater than 10% of residents selected “not at all important” for hunting 
and fishing areas (17%) and historical and cultural sites (12%). A large proportion (42%) of 
residents indicated that preserving cemetery space is “not at all important.” 
 
Not surprisingly, the natural and cultural resources that received the greatest support from residents 
include those that a large proportion of residents are either directly impacted by or are exposed to 
on a frequent basis. Examples include groundwater quality, air quality, and open space. 
Conversely, resources that smaller proportions of residents are impacted by received much less 
support. For example, only a subset of the wider population visits hunting and fishing areas, 
historical and cultural sites, and cemeteries frequently. 
 
One exception is good farmland, rated as important by about 82% of the residents. As shown in 
Figure 14, only about 25% of the residents own agricultural land in the Town. Yet, a wide majority 
of residents feel that preserving farming is important for the Town of Oregon. 
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2%

3%

2%

2%

4%

3%

2%

1%

17%

12%

42%

2%

6%

7%

8%

6%

12%

12%

12%

17%

29%

33%

35%

12%

27%

26%

31%

33%

28%

33%

41%

36%

34%

42%

18%

86%

64%

64%

59%

58%

56%

52%

45%

46%

20%

14%

5%

Groundwater quality

Wildlife habitat and existing natural corridors

Air quality

Lakes, rivers, and streams

Open space

An environmentally sustainable community
that meets current needs without

compromising the needs of future generations

Wetlands

Reduced stormwater runoff and flooding

Good farmland

Hunting and fishing areas

Historic and cultural sites

Cemetery space

Figure 7. Importance of Preserving Natural and Historical Resources

Not At All Important Somewhat Important Important Very Important
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Land Use and Growth

Importance of Agreements with Neighboring Communities

Residents were asked how important it is for the Town of Oregon to seek agreements with the City 
of Fitchburg, Village of Brooklyn, and the Village of Oregon on future land use and growth. Figure 
8 summarizes the results. About three-quarters (76%) of residents feel that it is important to seek 
such agreements, with 43% indicating that it is “very important” and 33% indicating that it is 
“important.” Only 8% selected “not at all important.” In other words, there seems to be strong 
support among residents for the Town to seek agreements with neighboring communities.

Land Use and Planning Activities

Residents were asked to indicate the importance of a series of land use and planning activities on 
a four-point scale ranging from “very important” to “not at all important.” Figure 9 summarizes 
the results. 

There is widespread support among residents for the five highest ranked activities in Figure 8, as 
over eight-in-ten residents rated each of these activities as “important” or “very important”, and 
well over half indicated that each activity is “very important.” Notably, the top four activities all 
relate to either discouraging new development or alleviating the potential impacts of new 
development on local infrastructure and resident quality of life. Addressing the effects of 
encroaching development on the Town of Oregon seem to be a top priority for residents. Consistent 
with these results, a much smaller proportion of residents feels that decisions regarding 
development should be left to the landowners or that new commercial enterprises should be 
encouraged to locate in the Town.

43%

33%

16%

8%

Very Important Important Somewhat
Important

Not At All
Important

Figure 8. Importance of Agreements with Neighboring 
Communities
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Town of Oregon’s Agricultural and Rural Character

Residents were asked to indicate their level of agreement with a series of statements regarding the 
Town’s agricultural and rural character. Those who selected “not applicable” to each statement 
were excluded from the analysis. Figure 10 on the next page shows the results.

Over three-quarters (78%) of residents agree that marketing agricultural products locally is 
consistent with the Town’s agricultural and rural character. Hardly any (2%) residents selected 
“disagree” or “strongly disagree” to this statement. In addition, large proportions of residents 
“agree” or “strongly agree” that quarry operations (45%) and solar farming (43%) are consistent 
with the Town’s agricultural and rural character. 

More residents disagree than agree with the two bottom ranked statements. Over one-third (34%) 
of residents disagree (“disagree” or “strongly disagree”) that conflicts between farms, commercial 
operations, and neighbors (dust, noise, traffic, odors) are common in the Town. Less than one-in-
five (19%) agreed with this statement. Moreover, almost half (48%) disagreed that converting 
farmland to non-farm uses is consistent with the Town's agricultural and rural character, and only 
about one-quarter (27%) agreed with this statement.
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services associated with that development

Protecting resident quality of life and property
values from impacts of activities or
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Using or developing land is determined by
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Figure 9. Importance of Land Use and Planning Activities
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Concerns about Annexation of Town Property

Residents were asked to state whether they are concerned about the Village of Oregon annexing 
the Town of Oregon’s property and whether the Town of Oregon should consider mechanisms to 
avoid Town property being annexed. Figures 11 and 12 show the results. Residents who selected 
“no opinion” were excluded from the analysis.

Figure 11 shows that residents have a high level of concern about potential annexation of Town 
property. Over two-thirds (69%) of residents are either “very concerned” (43%) or “concerned” 
(26%) about the annexation, with another 21% stating that they are “somewhat concerned.” Only 
10% of residents selected “not at all concerned.”

This sentiment has also been echoed by residents in other parts of the survey. However, concerns 
about annexation vary by demographic group. As discussed in the section Survey Results by 
Demographic Attributes, senior residents (ages 65+) are much more concerned about annexation 
than younger residents, and residents who live with children are much less concerned about it.
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Marketing agricultural products locally is
consistent with the Town's agricultural and

rural character.

Quarry operations are consistent with the
Town's agricultural and rural character.

Solar farming is consistent with the Town's
agricultural and rural character.

Conflicts between farms, commercial
operations, and neighbors (dust, noise, traffic,

odors) are common in the Town.

Converting farmland to non-farm uses is
consistent with the Town's agricultural and

rural character.

Figure 10. Importance of Town's Agricultural and Rural Character

Strongly Disagree Disagree Neither Agree nor Disagree Agree Strongly Agree
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Town of Oregon property owners can apply for annexation of their property that is contiguous to 
either the City of Fitchburg, Village of Brooklyn, or Village of Oregon. Residents were asked to 
indicate whether the Town of Oregon should consider mechanisms to avoid annexation, and if yes, 
even if it comes at the cost of higher property taxes. Figure 12 shows the results.

Exactly two-thirds (67%) of residents support the Town of Oregon considering mechanisms to 
avoid annexation; however, 46% of residents support the initiative only if it does not increase 
residents’ property taxes. The remaining 21% support the initiative even if it leads to higher 
property taxes. One-third (33%) of residents do not support finding ways to avoid annexation. 
Among this group, 22% feel that annexation is the property owners’ decision to make and another 
11% feel that more housing and commercial development is needed but it should be located in the 
Village of Oregon.

43%

26%
21%

10%

Very Concerned Concerned Somewhat
Concerned

Not at all
Concerned

Figure 11. Concerns That the Village of Oregon May 
Annex Town of Oregon Property

11%

21%

22%

46%

No, we need more housing and
commercial development, and it should

be in the Village.

Yes, even if it increases residents'
property taxes.

No, it is the property owners' decisions
to make.

Yes, if it does not increase residents'
property taxes.

Figure 12. Opinions on Whether the Town of Oregon Should 
Consider Mechanisms to Avoid Annexation
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Ownership of Land in the Town of Oregon

The survey asked residents to indicate whether they own any land in the Town of Oregon, the 
acreage of the land they own, and whether they own any farmland. Figure 13 shows that over half 
(54%) of the residents own 2 acres or less of land. About 28% own less than an acre and 26% own 
between 1 and 2 acres. Almost one-third (31%) own between 3 and 20 acres of land, and 12% own 
between 21 and 100 acres. Only 2 residents indicated that they do not own any land in the Town 
of Oregon, so the SRC excluded them from Figure 12.

Figure 14 shows the proportion of residents who own agricultural land in the Town of Oregon and 
whether owners of farmland actively farm the land themselves or lease/rent the land for farming.
One-quarter (25%) of the residents indicated that they own agricultural land. About 10% of the 
residents farm on the land they own, while 15% contract the land to others for farming.

28% 26%

15% 16%

12%

3%

Less than 1
acre

1–2 acres 3–5 acres 6–20 acres 21-100
acres

100+ acres

Figure 13. Land Ownership in Town of Oregon

Do Not Own 
Farmland

75%

Own and Farm
10%

Own and Contract 
Out
15%

Figure 14. Ownership of Agricultural Land in the 
Town of Oregon
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Future Vision for the Town

Plans for Continuing to Reside in the Town of Oregon

Residents were asked to indicate their future as a resident of the Town. Figure 15 shows the results. 
About 62% of residents stated that they anticipate living in the Town over the next 15 years. In 
other words, well over one-third (38%) of residents either plan to move or are not sure if they will 
continue to live in the Town in the next 15 years. About 13% of residents stated that they plan to 
move elsewhere, 9% are considering a move but are still undecided, and 17% of residents selected 
“not sure.”

Future Directions for the Community
Residents were asked to consider what the Town of Oregon will look like in the year 2040 and 
indicate their level of agreement regarding the future state of the Town. Figure 16 on the next page 
summarizes the results.

The two statements with the highest level of agreement from residents both relate to the Town’s 
natural and agricultural resources. Over eight-in-ten residents agreed (“agree” or “strongly agree”) 
that the Town’s natural areas will have been preserved and enhanced (88%) and that agricultural 
lands will have been used for a variety of farming purposes (82%). Only a few residents disagreed 
with either statement. Over two-thirds of residents agreed with statements that relate to improved 
quality of life for residents and the preservation of the small-town character. While a tangible 
proportion of residents disagreed with these statements, the proportion of residents who agreed far 
outweighed the proportion who disagreed. These statements relate to improved recreational 
opportunities (72% selected “agree” or “strongly agree”), fiber-to-premises broadband internet 
(71%), bike routes and paths connecting to neighboring communities (67%), availability of 
housing (65%), and the existence of small, local businesses that operate in the Town (66%).

9%

13%

17%

62%

I am considering a move elsewhere, but
have not decided.

I anticipate moving elsewhere between
now and 2040.

Not sure.

I anticipate still living in the Town of
Oregon in 2040.

Figure 15. Future of Residence in the Town of Oregon
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Statements that hinted at more development or higher-density housing received much less support 
from residents. About a quarter or more residents disagreed that there will be housing for first-
time homebuyers (23% selected “disagree” or “strongly disagree”) or multi-generational housing 
will be available (25%). Similarly, over a quarter disagreed with the prospect of greater tourism 
and recreation-oriented businesses (26%) and larger agricultural businesses (34%) in the Town.
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enhanced.

Agricultural lands are used for a variety of
farming enterprises.

There are recreational opportunities available
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broadband internet for all households.

The Town has increased in population.

There is a network of bike routes and paths
connecting the Town to neighboring…

There is housing available for young families.

There are a variety of small, local businesses
operating within the Town.

There is housing that allows aging in place.

There is housing available for first-time
buyers.
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oriented businesses in the Town.
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Larger agricultural businesses have chosen to
locate in the Town.

Figure 16. State of the Town in 2040
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Future of Town Facilities and Services

Residents were asked to indicate their level of agreement with statements regarding the Town of 
Oregon services over the next 15 years. Figure 17 summarizes the results.

Just under two-thirds (64%) of residents agreed that the Town should reduce use of salt on roads 
based on protocols recommended by the Wisconsin Saltwise program. However, almost one-in-
five (18%) of residents also disagreed with this statement. About half (52%) of residents agreed 
that the Town should expand and improve yard waste composting facilities.

There is considerable polarization among residents regarding the last two statements in Figure 17. 
Almost half (47%) of residents agreed while about one-quarter (24%) disagreed with the statement 
regarding the annexation of land by the Village of Oregon that may require the Town to build a 
new Town Hall and Garage. On the other hand, almost half (49%) of the residents disagreed, while 
about one-quarter (24%) agreed that the Town should increase taxes to pay for increased services 
and facilities.
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The Town should reduce use of salt on roads
for winter de-icing, based on protocols

recommended by the WI Saltwise program.

The Town should expand and improve yard
waste composting facilities.

Because current facilities are on land that may
get annexed, the Town should purchase land

to build and own a new Town Hall and
Garage to accommodate staff offices, resident

services, and Town operations.

The Town should increase taxes to pay for
increased services and facilities.

Figure 17. Facilities and Services over the Next 15 Years
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Future of Community Initiatives

Figure 18 shows residents’ level of agreement with a series of statements regarding community 
initiatives and projects in the Town of Oregon over the next 15 years. The four highest ranked 
statements have agreement from over two-thirds of all residents. Only a handful of residents (6% 
or fewer) disagreed with each statement. It is noteworthy that all four statements relate to better 
communication/education for residents or agriculture. About three-quarters or more residents 
agreed that the Town should arrange periodic informational sessions for residents on topics 
including taxes, zoning, and other topics (82%) and develop its communication networks to 
maximize the exchange of information between the Town government and residents (74%). Over 
two-thirds of residents agreed that the Town should honor its farming history and the current farm 
families actively farming (69%) and celebrate the diversity of farm, rural, and neighborhood 
residents (69%).
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Town.

The Town should allow ATV/UTV traffic on
Town roads.

Figure 18. Community Initiatives over the Next 15 Years
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Community Strengths That Should Be Preserved

Residents were asked to select, in no particular order, the three most important strengths of the 
community that should be preserved or built upon. No more than three selections were allowed. 
Figure 20 summarizes the results.

By a wide margin, the most popular selection among residents was natural areas (71%). The next 
two most popular community strengths were selected by over half of all residents. About 56% of 
residents selected farmland and low population density each. Less than half of the residents 
selected any of the other community strengths among their top three. Local cemeteries (5%) 
received the lowest number of votes. 

Aspects of Community That the Town Should Address
Residents were asked to select, in no particular order, the three most important aspects of the 
community that the Town of Oregon should address or support. No more than three selections 
were allowed. Figure 21 on the next page shows the results.

Consistent with the results discussed in other parts of the report, residents expressed their support 
for farming in the community. Almost two-thirds (65%) of the residents indicated that the Town 
should support farmers who are actively farming, the most popular selection by a wide margin. 
The next popular aspect, population density, has also been one of the common themes throughout 
this report. About 46% of residents selected population density among their top three and only 
15% voted for the Town supporting attractions to bring people to the Town. 
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Local cemeteries

Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC)
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Figure 20. Most Important Strengths of the Town of Oregon
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Lack of downtown area, commercial
district

Community gathering facilities

Businesses located here
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Figure 21. Most Important Aspects That the Town of Oregon 
Should Address
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Housing

Current Residential Status of Residents

Residents were asked to indicate their current residential status, with the option to make multiple 
selections. As shown in Figure 22, a large majority (81%) of respondents stated that they own a 
single-family house that is a non-farm residence. About 15% of residents reside in a single-family 
house on a farm that they own. Only 3% of respondents (or 16 respondents) indicated that they 
own property but do not live in the Town of Oregon. There were virtually no renters in the survey 
sample. Only 1 respondent selected “rent home.” No respondent stated that they live with parents, 
family, or friends who are owners.

Where Residential Growth Should Occur

The survey asked residents about where they prefer residential development to occur in the Town. 
Residents were allowed to make multiple selections for this question. Figure 23 (on the next page) 
summarizes the results.

The results indicate that over half (52%) of the residents want residential development to occur 
near the Village of Oregon boundaries. About a third (35%) of the residents indicated that they 
would like to see residential development in new subdivisions adjacent to existing subdivisions. 
The third most popular response, selected by about one-quarter (26%) of residents, was that 
residential growth should not occur in the Town. Other responses were selected by less than one-
in-five respondents.
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81%

Live with parents, family, or friends who
are the owners

Rent home

Own property but do not live in the Town
of Oregon

Own single-family house — farm 
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Own single-family house — non-farm 
residence

Figure 22. Residential Status of Respondents
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Design of New Housing Development

Residents were asked to indicate their preference between two designs for new housing 
development: a traditional design with larger individual lots and no open space, or an open 
space/cluster design with smaller individual lots and an open space that is permanently preserved.
Both options would contain the same number of housing lots. Figure 24 shows that about two-
thirds (67%) of residents prefer the cluster design of housing and one-third (33%) prefer the 
traditional design.
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No opinion
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Figure 23. Where Residential Growth Should Occur

Traditional Design
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Figure 24. Preference for Design of New Housing
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Residential Growth over the Next 15 Years

The survey asked residents about their level of agreement with statements regarding residential 
growth in the Town over the next 15 years. Figure 25 summarizes the results.

Results imply that most residents are squarely opposed to new housing development in the Town 
of Oregon, as evidenced by the two statements that received the highest level of agreement from 
residents. About two-thirds (67%) of residents agreed (“agree” or “strongly agree”) that housing 
development should occur primarily in the Village of Oregon, not in the Town of Oregon. About 
62% of residents also agreed that the Town of Oregon should restrict new housing development.

In the same vein, a greater proportion of residents disagreed than agreed that the Town of Oregon 
should encourage housing development as a way to increase tax revenue (42% disagreed vs. 32% 
agreed) and increased density and smaller lots to expand housing availability (53% disagreed vs. 
25% agreed).
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Figure 25. Residential Growth over Next 15 Years
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Transportation

New Bicycle Routes

Residents were asked about their level of agreement with statements concerning bicycle routes. 
Figure 26 shows the results. At least about half of the residents agreed, with more residents 
agreeing than disagreeing, with all three statements. Residents generally agree that more bike paths 
should be created in the Town, albeit with different levels of agreement in terms of how the paths 
are built. There is strongest support for building designated bike paths to connect to the Oregon 
Rotary Trail and the Badger State Trail, with over two-thirds of residents (68%) expressing support 
for this initiative. Similarly, there is greater support for creating bike lanes when streets are being 
repaved than creating bike lanes on existing streets with signage and striping.

Tax Increases for Transportation Infrastructure

Residents were asked if they would support a tax increase for the development or maintenance of 
transportation infrastructure. Figure 27 shows the results. Almost half or more expressed support 
for increasing taxes for the maintenance of existing roadways (55%) and improving existing 
roadways (49%). Less than one-in-five opposed each initiative.

There was less support and more opposition to tax increases for bike-related infrastructure. Just 
under half (46%) of residents support increasing taxes to expand the bike trail network while one-
third (33%) oppose it. In addition, over one-third (36%) support increasing taxes to develop new 
bike lanes while 40% oppose it. Notably, the opposition to each bike-related tax increase is 
expressed by well under half of the residents.
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Figure 26. Opinions on Bicycle Routes
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OPEN-ENDED FEEDBACK 
 
In an optional open-ended question with a text-entry response, residents were invited to provide 
additional feedback to the Town regarding the Vision 2040 project. Residents were instructed to 
consider what the Town would look like in 2040 in their responses. A total of 345 comments were 
received. The SRC categorized these comments based on common themes. The table below shows 
themes on which 5% or more residents commented on and is followed by a summary of each 
theme. A comprehensive list of comments is given in a separate section at the end of the report. 
 

Themes Frequency Perc. (%) 
Growth and Rural 
Character 53 15% 

Housing and Development 51 15% 
Facilities and Services 44 13% 
Biking Paths 31 9% 
Town Infrastructure 28 8% 
Property Taxes 23 7% 
Agriculture 17 5% 
Town Government 16 5% 

 

Growth and Rural Character (15%) 
Residents strongly value the Town’s rural character, citing open space, farmland, large lots, and 
low population density as key to the community’s appeal. Many expressed concerns about high-
density housing, large subdivisions, and commercial development, which they believe would erode 
the Town’s identity and quality of life. There is broad support for maintaining the Town’s rural 
nature through careful planning, limited growth, and the preservation of agricultural and natural 
areas. Most prefer small subdivisions with large lots over dense housing or commercial expansion. 
Similarly, residents feel that growth should be directed primarily to the Village of Oregon, with 
the Town focusing on open space, connectivity, and maintaining its quiet, community-oriented 
atmosphere. Many stress the importance of balancing future growth with environmental protection, 
infrastructure improvements, and maintaining a high quality of life. Overall, residents feel that 
maintaining the Town’s rural identity is essential to its future. 
 
Housing and Development (15%) 
About 5% of residents commented specifically on housing, and 9% provided more general 
comments on development (including residential development). While many residents voiced 
concerns about rapid growth, high-density subdivisions, and environmental impacts, others 
emphasized the need for thoughtful expansion to accommodate future generations. There is 
significant support for low-density, eco-conscious development that includes larger residential 
lots, preservation of farmland, and integration with green space, bike paths, and existing 
infrastructure. Several residents advocated for allowing secondary homes on large parcels to 
support multi-generational living and aging in place. Affordable housing, senior living options, 
and assisted living facilities were identified as important future needs, alongside strategic zoning 
for commercial areas. Residents called for growth that avoids sprawl and maintains the rural 
character that defines the Town. 
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Facilities and Services (13%) 
Residents expressed a strong desire for improvements to core municipal services, particularly 
enhanced access to high-speed internet and reliable cell service. Many respondents voiced 
concerns about the transition from the TORC drop-off site to curbside garbage and recycling 
collection, citing increased costs, inflexibility, and negative environmental impacts, such as 
roadside litter. There is broad support for expanding TORC hours, including the establishment of 
a 24/7-yard waste drop-off facility, as well as offering greater flexibility in waste and recycling 
service options. Some residents also advocated for a pay-per-use waste system that incentivizes 
sustainability, rather than a flat-fee model. Road maintenance, snow removal, and the need for 
timely and efficient winter services were recurring themes. 
 
Biking Paths (9%) 
There is a high level of interest in improving biking infrastructure that emphasizes both safety and 
connectivity. Many supported the creation of dedicated bike paths—separated from traffic—that 
connect neighborhoods, parks, and neighboring communities such as Fitchburg, Madison, and the 
Village of Oregon. Specific areas like Sun Valley Parkway and Sayles Trail were repeatedly cited 
as dangerous for cyclists due to narrow shoulders, hills, and high-speed traffic. While some 
residents voiced skepticism about the utility and cost of bike lanes on rural roads, the majority 
favored expanded trails and paved shoulders. Residents also advocated for investments in 
infrastructure for non-car transport, and the integration of green spaces to support safer and more 
environmentally friendly transportation options.  
 
Town Infrastructure (8%) 
These residents desire improved infrastructure focused on road maintenance, safety, and 
connectivity. Numerous roads, especially Sun Valley Parkway, Hillcrest Lane, and Purcell Road, 
were cited as being in poor condition, with concerns about dangerous curves, heavy truck traffic, 
and high speed limits posing safety risks to drivers, bikers, and pedestrians. Many called for better 
enforcement of speed limits and improvements to intersections and signage to enhance pedestrian 
and cyclist safety. Several respondents supported expanding public access infrastructure, including 
equestrian and hiking trails, natural path networks, and small-scale shelters in parks. There was 
also support for public transit connections to the Village of Oregon and Madison. While opinions 
varied, a significant number supported basic infrastructure investments such as safer walking 
routes, better parking at recreational areas, and accessible trailheads, with an emphasis on 
maintaining the rural and natural identity of the Town. There was limited support for costly 
infrastructure additions like UTV access, solar or wind farms, or new park developments. 
 
Property Taxes (7%) 
Many residents are concerned about rapidly rising property taxes, which they say have nearly 
doubled in recent years and are making it increasingly difficult for families, especially seniors and 
those on fixed incomes, to afford to stay in their homes. There is strong sentiment that the Town 
must take action to reduce the tax burden, either by managing spending more effectively, attracting 
smart growth that broadens the tax base, or reassessing budget priorities like unnecessary services. 
Some suggest that larger lots or modest development could help offset tax increases without 
compromising the Town’s rural character. Overall, maintaining affordability is seen as key to the 
Town’s livability and appeal. 
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Agriculture (5%) 
Residents commented on the importance of preserving farmland and agricultural activities. 
Residents support protecting productive agricultural land from residential development and favor 
encouraging small-scale, sustainable farming, including agribusiness and local farmers markets. 
Some residents suggested allowing housing only on non-tillable or marginal land, while strictly 
limiting or banning rezoning of farmland for subdivisions. There is also support for development 
in less agriculturally viable areas to minimize land use conflicts. Some concerns were raised about 
farming practices, including chemical applications, and these residents advocated for the 
enforcement of environmental protections.  
 
Town Government (5%) 
Many residents expressed gratitude for the work of the Town Board, clerk, and public works staff, 
and feel their voices are heard. However, others criticized perceived financial mismanagement, 
wasteful spending, and decisions that seem out of step with rural values. These residents want the 
Town to be more fiscally conservative, especially regarding projects like bike lanes or sports 
facilities. Concerns were raised about lack of adherence to the existing Land Use Plan. Residents 
also called for maintaining the Town’s rural identity in decision-making and land use policy, 
greater transparency, more public involvement, and flexibility in land parcel regulations. Some 
residents stated that they hope the Vision process will lead to a plan that reflects the community’s 
long-term goals and is revisited regularly. 
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DEMOGRAPHIC ATTRIBUTES 
 
Table 1 shows the demographic attributes of the survey sample juxtaposed with the 2023 estimates 
for the Town of Oregon from the U.S. Census Bureau American Community Survey (ACS) where 
possible. The survey asked residents to provide their gender, age, employment status, number of 
adults and children in the household, annual household income, and number of years in the Town 
of Oregon. 
 
Some notable observations from Table 1 include, 

 The gender distribution in the sample was remarkably similar to the ACS estimates for the 
Town of Oregon. Note that the U.S. Census does not include the “non-binary” and “prefer to 
self-describe” categories. When excluding the proportion of respondents who selected “prefer 
not to say” or “prefer to self-describe”, about 53% of the survey sample identified as “man” 
and 47% identified as “woman.” 

 The survey sample overrepresents seniors (age 65+) and underrepresents the younger 
population. About 43% of residents in the sample selected their age as 65 or older while, 
according to the ACS, only 23% of the Town of Oregon residents are in that category. 
Similarly, only 16% of the residents in the survey sample are younger than 45 years old 
compared to 28% of residents in the ACS. This outcome is consistent with other such surveys 
in communities like the Town of Oregon conducted by the SRC, and this discrepancy is partly 
due to the greater tendency of older populations, particularly those 65 and over, to respond to 
community surveys. 

 About 51% of the residents in the sample indicated that they were employed (full-time, part-
time, or self-employed). This estimate is somewhat lower than the ACS estimates which show 
that 66% of the area’s population is employed. About 44% of the residents in the sample 
selected “retired”, corresponding to the 43% of residents in the sample who are 65 or older. In 
other words, similar to the age distribution, the survey sample overrepresents the retired 
population of the Town of Oregon. 

 About 60% of residents in the sample live in a household with two adults (including the 
respondent), while 15% live in a single adult household. One-quarter (25%) of the residents 
live in a household with more than two adults, likely including adult children or the elderly.  

 Over three-quarters (78%) of residents do not have any children in the household. Note that 
this could represent residents who are living alone, are married/cohabiting without children, or 
have adult children who live separately. The survey sample somewhat overrepresents this 
population as, according to the ACS, 72% of the population in the region do not have children 
in the household. 

 About 59% of the residents have annual household incomes of under $150,000. This threshold 
is roughly equivalent to the median household income of $143,056 in the Town of Oregon 
according to the ACS. Compared to the ACS, the survey sample somewhat overrepresents the 
households with incomes under $150,000, as about 51% of the residents in the ACS reported 
having a household income in that category. This result is not unexpected because residents 
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with less than a $150,000 household income likely include a disproportionate number of senior 
or retired residents who are no longer in the workforce. As discussed above, these residents 
generally have a higher response rate relative to other age groups.  

 Most residents have been long-time residents of the Town. Well over half (54%) have lived in 
the Town for over 20 years, and another 17% for more than 10 years. About 13% of the 
residents can be considered “new residents” as they have lived in the Town for 5 years or less. 
Three percent indicated that they own property but do not reside in the Town. 
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SURVEY RESULTS BY RESPONDENT ATTRIBUTES 
 
In this section, we compare the responses of residents from different demographic groups. The 
demographics we considered include gender, age, presence of children in the household, household 
income, and farmland ownership status. Tables 2 through 6 present the differences in responses to 
each survey question. Differences that are statistically significant are denoted in bold font and shaded 
blue. Each table is preceded by a short summary of the results. 
 
Female Residents vs. Residents of Other Genders 

We compared the survey responses of residents who identified their gender as “woman” with 
residents who selected another gender, including “male”, “non-binary”, and those who self-
described a gender. About 41% of residents in the sample identified their gender as “woman.” Tables 
2.1-2.7 on the next few pages show the results. 
 
Community and Quality of Life 

 Among the top three reasons for choosing to live in the Town of Oregon, female residents are 
10% less likely to select “near job or employment opportunity” and 8% more likely to select 
“proximity to urban center” than residents of other genders. 

 Compared to residents of other genders, female residents are less likely to agree that seniors can 
live safely, independently, and comfortably in the Town (-12%), preserving and celebrating the 
community’s history is important to their quality of life (-10%), the overall character of the Town 
of Oregon should continue to be much like it is today (-8%), and that the Town should grow to 
accommodate more homes and people (-11%). 

 

Facilities and Services 

 Female residents are more likely to consider street/road maintenance and repair (4%), street/road 
plowing and treatment (3%), and parks and recreation (10%) to be important Town services than 
residents of other genders. 

 Female residents have a higher preference for a more frequent weekly pickup service (8%) than 
the current recycling pickup service (-12%) than residents of other genders. 

 

Natural and Cultural Resources 

 Female residents place higher importance on preserving natural and cultural resources than 
residents of other genders in several instances. These include air quality (11%), environmental 
sustainability (7%), good farmland (8%), lakes, rivers, and streams (7%), and open space (8%). 

 

Agriculture, Land Use, and Growth 

 Female residents are less likely to agree that quarry operations (-10%) and converting farmland 
to non-farm uses (-16%) is consistent with the Town’s agricultural and rural character. 
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Future Vision for the Town of Oregon 

 Female residents are less likely to indicate that they are considering a move elsewhere but are 
still undecided (-7%) and agree that in 2040, the Town’s agricultural lands would be used for a 
variety of farming enterprises (-7%). 

 Female residents are 16% more likely to agree that the Town should support residents' attempts 
to adapt to the local effects of climate change than residents of other genders. 

 

Housing 

 Female residents are 11% more likely to agree that the Town should allow building a second 
home on a property. 
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Table 2.1. Difference between Female Residents and Residents of Other Genders 

Variable Indicator Female Other 
Genders Difference 

COMMUNITY and QUALITY OF LIFE 

Overall Satisfaction with Quality of Life Satisfied/V. Satisfied 90% 93% -3% 
Reasons for Choosing to Live in Town:         

Agriculture Selected 13% 16% -2% 
Availability of land parcels of 5+ acres Selected 16% 20% -5% 
Born and raised here Selected 13% 13% 0% 
Cost of housing Selected 7% 8% -2% 
Low crime rate Selected 15% 15% 0% 
Natural features and open space Selected 44% 38% 7% 
Near family and friends Selected 17% 15% 2% 
Near job or employment opportunity Selected 11% 21% -11% 
Property taxes Selected 11% 12% -1% 
Proximity to urban center Selected 29% 21% 8% 
Quality of the local natural environment Selected 26% 19% 7% 
Quality of neighborhoods Selected 16% 15% 1% 
Quality of the school system Selected 30% 32% -2% 
Recreational opportunities Selected 6% 2% 3% 
Small town atmosphere or rural lifestyle Selected 44% 45% -1% 

Factors That Impact Quality of Life:         
The Town of Oregon is a good place to raise a 
family. Agree/Strongly Agree 88% 91% -3% 

Seniors can live safely, independently, and 
comfortably in the Town of Oregon. Agree/Strongly Agree 62% 74% -12% 

Preserving and celebrating our community's history 
is important to my quality of life. Agree/Strongly Agree 44% 54% -10% 

The overall character of the Town of Oregon should 
continue to be much like it is today. Agree/Strongly Agree 70% 78% -8% 

The Town of Oregon should grow to accommodate 
more homes and people. Agree/Strongly Agree 15% 27% -12% 

The Town of Oregon should grow to accommodate 
more businesses and commercial lots. Agree/Strongly Agree 25% 30% -5% 

          

FACILITIES and SERVICES 

Quality of Town Facilities and Services:          
Airstrips Good/Excellent 12% 15% -3% 
Cell service Good/Excellent 63% 54% 8% 
Fire protection and EMS/ambulance services Good/Excellent 76% 77% -1% 
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Table 2.2. Difference between Female Residents and Residents of Other Genders 

Variable Indicator Female Other 
Genders Difference 

Garbage and recycling service Good/Excellent 87% 83% 4% 
High speed internet and broadband service Good/Excellent 59% 65% -6% 
Parks and recreation Good/Excellent 81% 81% 0% 
Police and law enforcement services Good/Excellent 67% 72% -4% 
Street and road maintenance and repair Good/Excellent 57% 58% -1% 
Street and road plowing and treatment Good/Excellent 77% 80% -3% 
Town Government: Clerk's office, voting, etc. Good/Excellent 86% 87% -1% 
Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) Good/Excellent 51% 56% -5% 

Importance of Town Services:         
Fire protection and EMS / Ambulance Services Important/V. Import. 97% 95% 2% 
Police and law enforcement services Important/V. Import. 90% 88% 2% 
Street and road maintenance and repair Important/V. Import. 97% 93% 4% 
Street and road plowing and treatment Important/V. Import. 98% 95% 3% 
Parks and recreation Important/V. Import. 73% 62% 10% 
Garbage and recycling pick up Important/V. Import. 80% 77% 3% 
Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) Important/V. Import. 65% 62% 3% 
High speed internet / Broadband service Important/V. Import. 90% 88% 2% 
Cell service Important/V. Import. 96% 93% 3% 
Town government services  Important/V. Import. 88% 83% 4% 

Preference for Frequency of Recycling Pickup:         
Prefer Weekly (More Frequent) Selected 25% 17% 8% 
Prefer Bi-Weekly (Current) Selected 60% 72% -12% 
No Preference Selected 15% 10% 5% 
          

NATURAL and CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Importance of Preserving Resources:         
Air quality Important/V. Import. 93% 82% 11% 
An environmentally sustainable community… Important/V. Import. 86% 79% 7% 
Cemetery space Important/V. Import. 18% 16% 2% 
Good farmland Important/V. Import. 82% 75% 8% 
Groundwater quality Important/V. Import. 99% 97% 2% 
Historic and cultural sites Important/V. Import. 50% 53% -4% 
Hunting and fishing areas Important/V. Import. 46% 50% -3% 
Lakes, rivers, and streams Important/V. Import. 92% 85% 7% 
Open space Important/V. Import. 95% 87% 8% 
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Table 2.3. Difference between Female Residents and Residents of Other Genders 

Variable Indicator Female Other 
Genders Difference 

Reduced stormwater runoff and flooding Important/V. Import. 87% 81% 6% 
Wetlands Important/V. Import. 86% 81% 5% 
Wildlife habitat and existing natural corridors Important/V. Import. 93% 88% 5% 
          

AGRICULTURE, LAND USE, and GROWTH 

Importance of Seeking Agreements with 
Neighboring Communities Important/V. Import. 71% 75% -4% 

Land Use and Planning Activities:         
Maintaining the Town's rural, agricultural landscape Important/V. Import. 86% 86% 0% 
Community planning and zoning to guide where and 
how development should occur Important/V. Import. 90% 88% 2% 

Using or developing land is determined by 
landowners Important/V. Import. 53% 56% -3% 

Protecting resident quality of life and property values 
from impacts of activities or development on 
neighboring properties 

Important/V. Import. 91% 88% 3% 

Requiring new development to pay fees to help defray 
costs of roads, parks, and other public services 
associated with that development 

Important/V. Import. 88% 88% 1% 

Encouraging new commercial enterprises within the 
Town to increase the tax base and local jobs Important/V. Import. 44% 46% -2% 

Ensuring that proposed developments consider the 
look and feel of the neighborhood Important/V. Import. 84% 89% -5% 

Agricultural and Rural Character:        
Quarry operations are consistent with the Town's 
agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 38% 48% -10% 

Converting farmland to non-farm uses is consistent 
with the Town's agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 19% 35% -16% 

Marketing agricultural products locally is consistent 
with the Town's agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 78% 74% 4% 

Conflicts between farms, commercial operations, and 
neighbors (dust, noise, traffic, odors) are common in 
the Town. 

Agree/Str. Agree 15% 20% -5% 

Solar farming is consistent with the Town's 
agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 38% 46% -9% 

Concerns about Annexation of Property by the 
Village of Oregon 

Concerned/V. 
Concerned 65% 63% 1% 

Whether the Town of Oregon Should Consider 
Mechanisms to Avoid Annexation:         

Yes, if it does not increase residents' property taxes. Selected 37% 42% -5% 
Yes, even if it increases residents' property taxes. Selected 19% 17% 2% 
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Table 2.4. Difference between Female Residents and Residents of Other Genders 

Variable Indicator Female Other 
Genders Difference 

No, we need more housing and commercial 
development, and it should be in the Village. Selected 10% 10% 0% 

No, it is the property owners' decisions to make. Selected 18% 20% -2% 
Amount of Land Owned by Residents in the Town 2 acres or less 56% 52% 4% 
Ownership of Farmland:         

Do Not Own Farmland Selected 75% 73% 2% 
Own and Farm Selected 10% 8% 1% 
Own and Contract Out Selected 13% 17% -3% 
          

FUTURE VISION FOR THE TOWN 

Future of Residence in the Town of Oregon:         
I anticipate still living in the Town of Oregon in 
2040. Selected 63% 61% 2% 

I anticipate moving elsewhere between now and 
2040. Selected 12% 13% -1% 

I am considering a move elsewhere, but have not 
decided. Selected 6% 12% -7% 

Not sure. Selected 20% 14% 6% 
Future Directions for the Community:         

The Town has increased in population. Agree/Str. Agree 75% 71% 4% 
Agricultural lands are used for a variety of farming 
enterprises. Agree/Str. Agree 78% 85% -7% 

Natural areas have been preserved and enhanced. Agree/Str. Agree 89% 87% 3% 
There is housing available for first-time buyers. Agree/Str. Agree 46% 45% 0% 
There are senior apartments available. Agree/Str. Agree 37% 40% -3% 
There is multi-generational housing available. Agree/Str. Agree 35% 36% -1% 
There is housing that allows aging in place. Agree/Str. Agree 58% 59% -1% 
There is housing available for young families. Agree/Str. Agree 65% 64% 1% 
There is a network of bike routes and paths 
connecting the Town to neighboring communities. Agree/Str. Agree 71% 64% 7% 

There are recreational opportunities available for 
youth and adults. Agree/Str. Agree 75% 68% 6% 

There are a variety of small, local businesses 
operating within the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 67% 64% 2% 

Larger agricultural businesses have chosen to locate 
in the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 20% 21% -1% 

The Town has pursued fiber-to-premises broadband 
internet for all households. Agree/Str. Agree 70% 72% -2% 

There are a variety of tourism and recreation-
oriented businesses in the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 34% 35% -1% 
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Table 2.5. Difference between Female Residents and Residents of Other Genders 

Variable Indicator Female Other 
Genders Difference 

Future of Town Facilities and Services:         
Because current facilities are on land that may get 
annexed, the Town should purchase land to build and 
own a new Town Hall and Garage to accommodate 
staff offices, resident services, and Town operations. 

Agree/Str. Agree 47% 48% -1% 

The Town should reduce use of salt on roads for 
winter de-icing, based on protocols recommended by 
the WI Saltwise program. 

Agree/Str. Agree 67% 59% 8% 

The Town should expand and improve yard waste 
composting facilities. Agree/Str. Agree 54% 50% 4% 

The Town should increase taxes to pay for increased 
services and facilities. Agree/Str. Agree 27% 21% 7% 

Future Community Initiatives:         
The Town should celebrate the diversity of farm, 
rural, and neighborhood residents. Agree/Str. Agree 69% 65% 4% 

The Town should allow ATV/UTV traffic on Town 
roads. Agree/Str. Agree 20% 26% -6% 

The Town should support residents' attempts to adapt 
to the local effects of climate change. Agree/Str. Agree 68% 52% 16% 

The Town should post "Welcome to the Town of 
Oregon" street signs at roads entering the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 22% 25% -3% 

The Town should honor its farming history and the 
current farm families actively farming. Agree/Str. Agree 69% 68% 1% 

The Town Center should include community 
gathering areas. Agree/Str. Agree 48% 46% 1% 

The Town should develop its communication 
networks to maximize the exchange of information 
between govt. and residents. 

Agree/Str. Agree 73% 71% 1% 

The Town should arrange periodic info. sessions for 
residents on topics including taxes, zoning, and other 
topics. 

Agree/Str. Agree 81% 82% -1% 

Community Strengths That Should Be Preserved:         
Farmland Selected 59% 53% 7% 
Local cemeteries Selected 5% 6% -1% 
Low population density Selected 56% 58% -2% 
Natural areas Selected 74% 68% 6% 
Park lands Selected 34% 30% 4% 
Schools Selected 40% 45% -5% 
Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) Selected 19% 25% -6% 
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Table 2.6. Difference between Female Residents and Residents of Other Genders 

Variable Indicator Female Other 
Genders Difference 

Community Aspects that the Town Should Address:         
Attractions to bring people here Selected 15% 15% 0% 
Businesses located here Selected 36% 42% -6% 
Community gathering facilities Selected 35% 31% 5% 
Farmers actively farming Selected 65% 63% 2% 
Lack of downtown area, commercial district Selected 28% 27% 1% 
Population density Selected 44% 48% -4% 
          

HOUSING 

Residential Status         
Own single-family house — non-farm residence Selected 82% 81% 1% 
Own single-family house — farm residence Selected 15% 14% 1% 
Rent home Selected 0% 0% 0% 
Live with parents, family, or friends who are the 
owners Selected 0% 0% 0% 

Own property but do not live in the Town of Oregon Selected 2% 4% -2% 
Where Residential Growth Should Occur:         

Near Village of Oregon boundaries Selected 51% 54% -3% 
In new subdivisions Selected 14% 18% -4% 
Scattered along Town and County roads Selected 16% 11% 4% 
Clustered in farming areas Selected 3% 1% 2% 
In new subdivisions adjacent to existing subdivisions Selected 31% 35% -4% 
Residential growth should not occur in the Town Selected 29% 23% 6% 
No opinion Selected 10% 7% 3% 

Preference for Design of New Housing:         
Traditional Design Selected 31% 34% -2% 
Cluster Design Selected 69% 66% 2% 

Residential Growth over the Next 15 Years:         
The Town of Oregon should restrict new housing 
development. Agree/Str. Agree 65% 59% 7% 

Housing development should occur primarily in the 
Village of Oregon, not in the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 69% 64% 6% 

The Town of Oregon should encourage housing 
development as a way to increase tax revenue. Agree/Str. Agree 31% 34% -4% 

The Town of Oregon should allow building a second 
home on a property. Agree/Str. Agree 50% 39% 11% 

The Town should encourage increased density and 
smaller lots to expand housing availability. Agree/Str. Agree 24% 26% -2% 
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Table 2.7. Difference between Female Residents and Residents of Other Genders 

Variable Indicator Female Other 
Genders Difference 

TRANSPORTATION 

Opinions on New Bicycle Routes:         
Paved bike lanes should be created on street 
shoulders when a street is being repaved. Agree/Str. Agree 63% 58% 5% 

Designated bike paths should be built to connect to 
the Oregon Rotary Trail and the Badger State Trail. Agree/Str. Agree 71% 66% 5% 

Bike lanes should be established on existing streets 
with signage and striping. Agree/Str. Agree 50% 47% 4% 

Tax Increases for Transportation Infrastructure:         
Maintenance of existing roadways Support 57% 52% 6% 
Improving existing roadways Support 53% 45% 8% 
Developing bike lanes Support 37% 37% 0% 
Expanding the bike trail network Support 46% 45% 1% 
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Senior Residents (Age 65+) vs. Younger Residents 

We compared the survey responses of residents who indicated that their age is 65 or older with 
younger residents (age 18-64 years). About 43% of the sample includes senior residents. Tables 3.1-
3.7 on the next few pages show the results. 
 
Community and Quality of Life 

 Among the top three reasons for choosing to live in the Town of Oregon, senior residents are 
more likely to select agriculture (8%) and less likely to select the availability of parcels of land 
of 5+ acres (-7%), property taxes (-7%), and the quality of the school system (-11%) relative to 
younger residents. 

 Compared to younger residents, seniors are more likely to agree that seniors can live safely, 
independently, and comfortably in the Town (20%), preserving and celebrating the community’s 
history is important to their quality of life (13%), and that the overall character of the Town of 
Oregon should continue to be much like it is today (9%). 

 
Facilities and Services 

 Senior residents give higher ratings to the Town’s fire protection and EMS services (11%) and 
street and road plowing and treatment services (8%) than younger residents. In addition, they 
place greater importance on the police and law enforcement services (6%) and street and road 
plowing and treatment (4%), and less importance on parks and recreation (-14%). 

 Senior residents have a stronger preference for the current bi-weekly recycling pickup service 
(21%) and a weaker preference for a more frequent weekly recycling pickup service (-23%) 
compared to younger residents. 

 
Natural and Cultural Resources 

 The resources that seniors place a greater importance on preserving include cemetery space (8%), 
good farmland (13%), and historic and cultural sites (11%). They place less importance on 
preserving lakes, rivers, and streams (-6%) compared to younger residents. 

 
Agricultural, Land Use, and Growth 

 Seniors consider seeking agreements with neighboring communities (9%) and maintaining the 
Town's rural, agricultural landscape (13%) to be more important than younger residents do. 

 Seniors are more likely to agree that quarry operations are consistent with the Town of Oregon’s 
agricultural and rural character (10%).  

 While seniors are more concerned about the annexation of Town property by the Village of 
Oregon, however, they are less likely to support the Town of Oregon considering mechanisms 
to avoid annexation as they feel that more housing and commercial development is needed and 
it should be in the Village (8%). 

 Seniors are 11% more likely to own farmland and 7% more likely to contract out farming than 
farm themselves compared to younger residents. 
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Future Vision for the Town of Oregon 

 Seniors are less likely to stay in the Town of Oregon in the next 15 years (-20%) and more likely 
to move elsewhere (9%). 

 When considering the Town 15 years into the future, seniors are less likely to agree that there 
will be a variety of small, local businesses (-12%) and tourism and recreation-oriented businesses 
(-14%) operating in the Town. 

 Senior residents are less likely to agree that the Town should allow ATV/UTV traffic on Town 
roads (-10%). 

 When asked about community strengths that should be preserved, seniors are more likely to 
select farmland (16%), local cemeteries (6%), and TORC (8%), and less likely to select park 
lands (-11%) and schools (-12%). 

 Regarding community aspects that the Town should address, seniors are less likely to vote for 
attractions to bring people to the Town (-13%) and more likely to vote for farmers actively 
farming (20%) and population density (12%). 

 
Housing 

 Seniors are 7% less likely to own single-family non-farm housing. They also feel that residential 
growth should occur in new subdivisions adjacent to existing subdivisions (11%) and less likely 
to say that residential growth should not occur at all (-12%) compared to younger residents. 

 
Transportation 

 Seniors are less likely to support new bike paths, either paved bike lanes on street shoulders 
when a street is being repaved (-9%) or designated bike paths to connect to the Oregon Rotary 
Trail and the Badger State Trail (-11%). Similarly, they are less likely to support tax increases 
to expand the bike trail network (-15%). 
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Table 3.1. Difference between Seniors Residents (65+) and Younger Residents 

Variable Indicator Seniors 
(65+) 

Younger 
Residents Difference 

COMMUNITY and QUALITY OF LIFE 

Overall Satisfaction with Quality of Life Satisfied/V. Satisfied 92% 91% 0% 
Reasons for Choosing to Live in Town:      

Agriculture Selected 19% 11% 8% 
Availability of land parcels of 5+ acres Selected 14% 21% -7% 
Born and raised here Selected 16% 12% 5% 
Cost of housing Selected 6% 8% -3% 
Low crime rate Selected 16% 14% 2% 
Natural features and open space Selected 44% 39% 4% 
Near family and friends Selected 17% 16% 1% 
Near job or employment opportunity Selected 14% 17% -3% 
Property taxes Selected 7% 14% -7% 
Proximity to urban center Selected 27% 24% 3% 
Quality of the local natural environment Selected 23% 23% 0% 
Quality of neighborhoods Selected 15% 16% -1% 
Quality of the school system Selected 25% 36% -11% 
Recreational opportunities Selected 2% 5% -3% 
Small town atmosphere or rural lifestyle Selected 46% 43% 3% 

Factors That Impact Quality of Life:      

The Town of Oregon is a good place to raise a 
family. Agree/Strongly Agree 89% 90% -1% 

Seniors can live safely, independently, and 
comfortably in the Town of Oregon. Agree/Strongly Agree 79% 59% 20% 

Preserving and celebrating our community's history 
is important to my quality of life. Agree/Strongly Agree 56% 43% 13% 

The overall character of the Town of Oregon should 
continue to be much like it is today. Agree/Strongly Agree 79% 70% 9% 

The Town of Oregon should grow to accommodate 
more homes and people. Agree/Strongly Agree 19% 23% -4% 

The Town of Oregon should grow to accommodate 
more businesses and commercial lots. Agree/Strongly Agree 24% 30% -6% 

          

FACILITIES and SERVICES 

Quality of Town Facilities and Services:          
Airstrips Good/Excellent 15% 12% 3% 
Cell service Good/Excellent 62% 55% 7% 
Fire protection and EMS/ambulance services Good/Excellent 83% 72% 11% 
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Table 3.2. Difference between Seniors Residents (65+) and Younger Residents 

Variable Indicator Seniors 
(65+) 

Younger 
Residents Difference 

Garbage and recycling service Good/Excellent 86% 85% 1% 
High speed internet and broadband service Good/Excellent 64% 59% 5% 
Parks and recreation Good/Excellent 81% 81% 0% 
Police and law enforcement services Good/Excellent 70% 69% 1% 
Street and road maintenance and repair Good/Excellent 63% 55% 9% 
Street and road plowing and treatment Good/Excellent 84% 76% 8% 
Town Government: Clerk's office, voting, etc. Good/Excellent 87% 87% 0% 
Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) Good/Excellent 56% 51% 6% 

Importance of Town Services:      

Fire protection and EMS / Ambulance Services Important/V. Import. 98% 95% 3% 
Police and law enforcement services Important/V. Import. 93% 87% 6% 
Street and road maintenance and repair Important/V. Import. 97% 94% 3% 
Street and road plowing and treatment Important/V. Import. 98% 95% 4% 
Parks and recreation Important/V. Import. 59% 73% -14% 
Garbage and recycling pick up Important/V. Import. 75% 80% -5% 
Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) Important/V. Import. 63% 63% 0% 
High speed internet / Broadband service Important/V. Import. 89% 89% 0% 
Cell service Important/V. Import. 96% 94% 1% 
Town government services  Important/V. Import. 87% 84% 3% 

Preference for Frequency of Recycling Pickup:      

Prefer Weekly (More Frequent) Selected 8% 31% -23% 
Prefer Bi-Weekly (Current) Selected 77% 56% 21% 
No Preference Selected 13% 13% 0% 
          

NATURAL and CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Importance of Preserving Resources:         
Air quality Important/V. Import. 89% 88% 0% 
An environmentally sustainable community… Important/V. Import. 82% 83% -1% 
Cemetery space Important/V. Import. 22% 14% 8% 
Good farmland Important/V. Import. 86% 73% 13% 
Groundwater quality Important/V. Import. 97% 99% -2% 
Historic and cultural sites Important/V. Import. 57% 46% 11% 
Hunting and fishing areas Important/V. Import. 46% 49% -2% 
Lakes, rivers, and streams Important/V. Import. 85% 91% -6% 
Open space Important/V. Import. 93% 90% 3% 
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Table 3.3. Difference between Seniors Residents (65+) and Younger Residents 

Variable Indicator Seniors 
(65+) 

Younger 
Residents Difference 

Reduced stormwater runoff and flooding Important/V. Import. 85% 84% 1% 
Wetlands Important/V. Import. 83% 84% -1% 
Wildlife habitat and existing natural corridors Important/V. Import. 90% 91% -1% 
          

AGRICULTURE, LAND USE, and GROWTH 

Importance of Seeking Agreements with 
Neighboring Communities Important/V. Import. 79% 70% 9% 

Land Use and Planning Activities:      

Maintaining the Town's rural, agricultural landscape Important/V. Import. 93% 80% 13% 
Community planning and zoning to guide where and 
how development should occur Important/V. Import. 90% 88% 2% 

Using or developing land is determined by 
landowners Important/V. Import. 60% 51% 8% 

Protecting resident quality of life and property values 
from impacts of activities or development on 
neighboring properties 

Important/V. Import. 91% 89% 3% 

Requiring new development to pay fees to help defray 
costs of roads, parks, and other public services 
associated with that development 

Important/V. Import. 91% 86% 4% 

Encouraging new commercial enterprises within the 
Town to increase the tax base and local jobs Important/V. Import. 43% 47% -5% 

Ensuring that proposed developments consider the 
look and feel of the neighborhood Important/V. Import. 89% 84% 5% 

Agricultural and Rural Character:     

Quarry operations are consistent with the Town's 
agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 49% 39% 10% 

Converting farmland to non-farm uses is consistent 
with the Town's agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 29% 26% 3% 

Marketing agricultural products locally is consistent 
with the Town's agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 77% 76% 1% 

Conflicts between farms, commercial operations, and 
neighbors (dust, noise, traffic, odors) are common in 
the Town. 

Agree/Str. Agree 20% 16% 4% 

Solar farming is consistent with the Town's 
agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 41% 43% -3% 

Concerns about Annexation of Property by the 
Village of Oregon 

Concerned/V. 
Concerned 70% 60% 10% 

Whether the Town of Oregon Should Consider 
Mechanisms to Avoid Annexation:      

Yes, if it does not increase residents' property taxes. Selected 37% 42% -5% 
Yes, even if it increases residents' property taxes. Selected 17% 19% -2% 
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Table 3.4. Difference between Seniors Residents (65+) and Younger Residents 

Variable Indicator Seniors 
(65+) 

Younger 
Residents Difference 

No, we need more housing and commercial 
development, and it should be in the Village. Selected 14% 6% 8% 

No, it is the property owners' decisions to make. Selected 17% 20% -3% 
Amount of Land Owned by Residents in the Town 2 acres or less 50% 57% -7% 
Ownership of Farmland:      

Do Not Own Farmland Selected 68% 79% -11% 
Own and Farm Selected 10% 8% 2% 
Own and Contract Out Selected 19% 12% 7% 
          

FUTURE VISION FOR THE TOWN 

Future of Residence in the Town of Oregon:         
I anticipate still living in the Town of Oregon in 
2040. Selected 50% 70% -20% 

I anticipate moving elsewhere between now and 
2040. Selected 18% 9% 9% 

I am considering a move elsewhere, but have not 
decided. Selected 9% 9% 0% 

Not sure. Selected 23% 13% 10% 
Future Directions for the Community:      

The Town has increased in population. Agree/Str. Agree 73% 74% -1% 
Agricultural lands are used for a variety of farming 
enterprises. Agree/Str. Agree 83% 81% 2% 

Natural areas have been preserved and enhanced. Agree/Str. Agree 86% 90% -5% 
There is housing available for first-time buyers. Agree/Str. Agree 49% 43% 6% 
There are senior apartments available. Agree/Str. Agree 43% 36% 7% 
There is multi-generational housing available. Agree/Str. Agree 37% 35% 2% 
There is housing that allows aging in place. Agree/Str. Agree 63% 56% 7% 
There is housing available for young families. Agree/Str. Agree 66% 65% 0% 
There is a network of bike routes and paths 
connecting the Town to neighboring communities. Agree/Str. Agree 65% 70% -6% 

There are recreational opportunities available for 
youth and adults. Agree/Str. Agree 68% 75% -7% 

There are a variety of small, local businesses 
operating within the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 59% 71% -12% 

Larger agricultural businesses have chosen to locate 
in the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 21% 22% -1% 

The Town has pursued fiber-to-premises broadband 
internet for all households. Agree/Str. Agree 68% 73% -5% 

There are a variety of tourism and recreation-
oriented businesses in the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 27% 41% -14% 
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Table 3.5. Difference between Seniors Residents (65+) and Younger Residents 

Variable Indicator Seniors 
(65+) 

Younger 
Residents Difference 

Future of Town Facilities and Services:         
Because current facilities are on land that may get 
annexed, the Town should purchase land to build and 
own a new Town Hall and Garage to accommodate 
staff offices, resident services, and Town operations. 

Agree/Str. Agree 46% 48% -2% 

The Town should reduce use of salt on roads for 
winter de-icing, based on protocols recommended by 
the WI Saltwise program. 

Agree/Str. Agree 67% 61% 6% 

The Town should expand and improve yard waste 
composting facilities. Agree/Str. Agree 53% 52% 1% 

The Town should increase taxes to pay for increased 
services and facilities. Agree/Str. Agree 24% 24% 0% 

Future Community Initiatives:      

The Town should celebrate the diversity of farm, 
rural, and neighborhood residents. Agree/Str. Agree 70% 66% 4% 

The Town should allow ATV/UTV traffic on Town 
roads. Agree/Str. Agree 17% 27% -10% 

The Town should support residents' attempts to adapt 
to the local effects of climate change. Agree/Str. Agree 63% 59% 4% 

The Town should post "Welcome to the Town of 
Oregon" street signs at roads entering the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 23% 23% 0% 

The Town should honor its farming history and the 
current farm families actively farming. Agree/Str. Agree 69% 67% 2% 

The Town Center should include community 
gathering areas. Agree/Str. Agree 46% 48% -3% 

The Town should develop its communication 
networks to maximize the exchange of information 
between govt. and residents. 

Agree/Str. Agree 74% 71% 3% 

The Town should arrange periodic info. sessions for 
residents on topics including taxes, zoning, and other 
topics. 

Agree/Str. Agree 83% 80% 2% 

Community Strengths That Should Be Preserved:      

Farmland Selected 65% 49% 16% 
Local cemeteries Selected 9% 3% 6% 
Low population density Selected 56% 57% -2% 
Natural areas Selected 68% 73% -5% 
Park lands Selected 26% 37% -11% 
Schools Selected 35% 47% -12% 
Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) Selected 26% 18% 8% 
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Table 3.6. Difference between Seniors Residents (65+) and Younger Residents 

Variable Indicator Seniors 
(65+) 

Younger 
Residents Difference 

Community Aspects that the Town Should Address:         
Attractions to bring people here Selected 8% 20% -13% 
Businesses located here Selected 37% 41% -3% 
Community gathering facilities Selected 32% 34% -1% 
Farmers actively farming Selected 76% 55% 20% 
Lack of downtown area, commercial district Selected 29% 27% 3% 
Population density Selected 53% 41% 12% 
          

HOUSING 

Residential Status         
Own single-family house — non-farm residence Selected 78% 85% -7% 
Own single-family house — farm residence Selected 18% 12% 7% 
Rent home Selected 0% 0% 0% 
Live with parents, family, or friends who are the 
owners Selected 0% 0% 0% 

Own property but do not live in the Town of Oregon Selected 3% 3% 1% 
Where Residential Growth Should Occur:      

Near Village of Oregon boundaries Selected 52% 52% 0% 
In new subdivisions Selected 13% 18% -5% 
Scattered along Town and County roads Selected 11% 15% -5% 
Clustered in farming areas Selected 3% 2% 0% 
In new subdivisions adjacent to existing subdivisions Selected 39% 28% 11% 
Residential growth should not occur in the Town Selected 20% 31% -12% 
No opinion Selected 12% 6% 6% 

Preference for Design of New Housing:      

Traditional Design Selected 32% 33% 0% 
Cluster Design Selected 68% 67% 0% 

Residential Growth over the Next 15 Years:      

The Town of Oregon should restrict new housing 
development. Agree/Str. Agree 62% 62% -1% 

Housing development should occur primarily in the 
Village of Oregon, not in the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 70% 65% 5% 

The Town of Oregon should encourage housing 
development as a way to increase tax revenue. Agree/Str. Agree 31% 34% -4% 

The Town of Oregon should allow building a second 
home on a property. Agree/Str. Agree 40% 48% -8% 

The Town should encourage increased density and 
smaller lots to expand housing availability. Agree/Str. Agree 27% 24% 3% 
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Table 3.7. Difference between Seniors Residents (65+) and Younger Residents 

Variable Indicator Seniors 
(65+) 

Younger 
Residents Difference 

TRANSPORTATION 

Opinions on New Bicycle Routes:         
Paved bike lanes should be created on street 
shoulders when a street is being repaved. Agree/Str. Agree 55% 64% -9% 

Designated bike paths should be built to connect to 
the Oregon Rotary Trail and the Badger State Trail. Agree/Str. Agree 63% 73% -11% 

Bike lanes should be established on existing streets 
with signage and striping. Agree/Str. Agree 45% 50% -5% 

Tax Increases for Transportation Infrastructure:      

Maintenance of existing roadways Support 60% 52% 7% 
Improving existing roadways Support 50% 50% 0% 
Developing bike lanes Support 32% 40% -8% 
Expanding the bike trail network Support 38% 52% -15% 
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Households with Children vs. Households without Children 

In this section, we present the differences between residents with children in the household and those 
without children in the household. Residents without children may include residents who do not 
have any children, or residents with children who do not live in the same household (e.g. adult 
children who have moved out). Tables 4.1-4.7 on the next few pages show the results. 
 
Community and Quality of Life 

 Among the top three reasons for choosing to live in the Town of Oregon, residents with children 
are more likely to select availability of land parcels of 5+ acres (16%) and, not surprisingly, 
quality of the school system (36%) compared to residents without children. However, they were 
less likely to select low crime rate (-11%), proximity to urban center (-12%), and quality of the 
local natural environment (-23%). 

 Residents with children are less likely to agree that seniors can live safely, independently, and 
comfortably in the Town (-25%) and that the overall character of the Town should continue to 
be much like it is today (-11%). 

 

Facilities and Services 

 Residents with children are 17% more likely to feel that parks and recreation are important for 
the Town of Oregon. 

 Regarding recycling pickup service, residents with children have a stronger preference for more 
frequent weekly pickup and a weaker preference for the current bi-weekly service. This is likely 
due to the larger household size and the more frequent need for recycling disposal. 

 

Agricultural, Land Use, and Growth 

 Residents with children consider maintaining the Town’s rural, agricultural landscape less 
important than residents without children. 

 Residents with children are less concerned about the annexation of Town property by the Village 
of Oregon than are residents without children. 
 

Future Vision for the Town of Oregon 

 Residents with children are more likely to stay in the Town of Oregon in the next 15 years (26%) 
and less likely to move elsewhere (-13%). 

 When considering the Town 15 years into the future, residents with children are more likely to 
agree that the Town would have increased in population (12%) and that there are recreational 
opportunities available for youth and adults (17%). 

 There is less support for tax increases to pay for increased services and facilities among residents 
with children compared to residents without children. 

 Regarding community strengths that should be preserved, residents with children are more likely 
to select schools (29%) but less likely to select farmland (-13%) and TORC (-16%). 
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 When asked about community aspects that the Town should address, residents with children are 
less likely to select farmers actively farming (-20%). 

 
Housing 

 Residents with children are less likely to agree that the Town should encourage increased density 
and smaller lots to expand housing availability (-13%) compared to residents without children. 

 
Transportation 

 There is greater support among residents with children for new biking lanes, especially bike 
lanes that are established on existing streets with signage and striping (12%). 
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Table 4.1. Difference between Households with and without Children 

Variable Indicator With 
Kids 

No 
Kids Difference 

COMMUNITY and QUALITY OF LIFE 

Overall Satisfaction with Quality of Life Satisfied/V. Satisfied 91% 93% -2% 
Reasons for Choosing to Live in Town:      

Agriculture Selected 9% 12% -3% 
Availability of land parcels of 5+ acres Selected 33% 17% 16% 
Born and raised here Selected 9% 11% -2% 
Cost of housing Selected 6% 7% -1% 
Low crime rate Selected 6% 17% -11% 
Natural features and open space Selected 38% 44% -6% 
Near family and friends Selected 8% 14% -7% 
Near job or employment opportunity Selected 22% 15% 6% 
Property taxes Selected 14% 11% 3% 
Proximity to urban center Selected 15% 27% -12% 
Quality of the local natural environment Selected 5% 28% -23% 
Quality of neighborhoods Selected 23% 15% 7% 
Quality of the school system Selected 63% 27% 36% 
Recreational opportunities Selected 5% 4% 1% 
Small town atmosphere or rural lifestyle Selected 44% 45% -1% 

Factors That Impact Quality of Life:      

The Town of Oregon is a good place to raise a 
family. Agree/Strongly Agree 95% 89% 6% 

Seniors can live safely, independently, and 
comfortably in the Town of Oregon. Agree/Strongly Agree 46% 71% -25% 

Preserving and celebrating our community's history 
is important to my quality of life. Agree/Strongly Agree 47% 49% -2% 

The overall character of the Town of Oregon should 
continue to be much like it is today. Agree/Strongly Agree 65% 76% -11% 

The Town of Oregon should grow to accommodate 
more homes and people. Agree/Strongly Agree 24% 21% 3% 

The Town of Oregon should grow to accommodate 
more businesses and commercial lots. Agree/Strongly Agree 33% 28% 5% 

          

FACILITIES and SERVICES 

Quality of Town Facilities and Services:          
Airstrips Good/Excellent 14% 14% 0% 
Cell service Good/Excellent 54% 60% -5% 
Fire protection and EMS/ambulance services Good/Excellent 73% 77% -4% 
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Table 4.2. Difference between Households with and without Children 

Variable Indicator With 
Kids 

No 
Kids Difference 

Garbage and recycling service Good/Excellent 90% 85% 5% 
High speed internet and broadband service Good/Excellent 63% 64% -1% 
Parks and recreation Good/Excellent 85% 82% 3% 
Police and law enforcement services Good/Excellent 72% 70% 2% 
Street and road maintenance and repair Good/Excellent 61% 59% 2% 
Street and road plowing and treatment Good/Excellent 75% 83% -9% 
Town Government: Clerk's office, voting, etc. Good/Excellent 89% 85% 4% 
Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) Good/Excellent 49% 56% -7% 

Importance of Town Services:      

Fire protection and EMS / Ambulance Services Important/V. Import. 96% 96% 0% 
Police and law enforcement services Important/V. Import. 87% 89% -1% 
Street and road maintenance and repair Important/V. Import. 92% 96% -4% 
Street and road plowing and treatment Important/V. Import. 94% 98% -4% 
Parks and recreation Important/V. Import. 84% 66% 17% 
Garbage and recycling pick up Important/V. Import. 84% 79% 4% 
Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) Important/V. Import. 54% 66% -12% 
High speed internet / Broadband service Important/V. Import. 91% 87% 4% 
Cell service Important/V. Import. 94% 96% -2% 
Town government services  Important/V. Import. 85% 84% 0% 

Preference for Frequency of Recycling Pickup:      

Prefer Weekly (More Frequent) Selected 46% 15% 30% 
Prefer Bi-Weekly (Current) Selected 41% 71% -30% 
No Preference Selected 14% 14% 0% 
          

NATURAL and CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Importance of Preserving Resources:         
Air quality Important/V. Import. 90% 89% 1% 
An environmentally sustainable community… Important/V. Import. 87% 83% 4% 
Cemetery space Important/V. Import. 11% 16% -4% 
Good farmland Important/V. Import. 68% 78% -9% 
Groundwater quality Important/V. Import. 99% 99% 0% 
Historic and cultural sites Important/V. Import. 39% 51% -12% 
Hunting and fishing areas Important/V. Import. 46% 50% -4% 
Lakes, rivers, and streams Important/V. Import. 92% 89% 4% 
Open space Important/V. Import. 94% 90% 3% 
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Table 4.3. Difference between Households with and without Children 

Variable Indicator With 
Kids 

No 
Kids Difference 

Reduced stormwater runoff and flooding Important/V. Import. 84% 86% -3% 
Wetlands Important/V. Import. 81% 84% -3% 
Wildlife habitat and existing natural corridors Important/V. Import. 91% 91% 0% 
          

AGRICULTURE, LAND USE, and GROWTH 

Importance of Seeking Agreements with 
Neighboring Communities Important/V. Import. 70% 74% -4% 

Land Use and Planning Activities:      

Maintaining the Town's rural, agricultural landscape Important/V. Import. 75% 87% -13% 
Community planning and zoning to guide where and 
how development should occur Important/V. Import. 91% 89% 2% 

Using or developing land is determined by 
landowners Important/V. Import. 51% 55% -4% 

Protecting resident quality of life and property values 
from impacts of activities or development on 
neighboring properties 

Important/V. Import. 90% 89% 0% 

Requiring new development to pay fees to help defray 
costs of roads, parks, and other public services 
associated with that development 

Important/V. Import. 89% 89% 0% 

Encouraging new commercial enterprises within the 
Town to increase the tax base and local jobs Important/V. Import. 44% 47% -2% 

Ensuring that proposed developments consider the 
look and feel of the neighborhood Important/V. Import. 87% 86% 1% 

Agricultural and Rural Character:     

Quarry operations are consistent with the Town's 
agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 37% 38% -1% 

Converting farmland to non-farm uses is consistent 
with the Town's agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 26% 25% 0% 

Marketing agricultural products locally is consistent 
with the Town's agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 76% 77% -1% 

Conflicts between farms, commercial operations, and 
neighbors (dust, noise, traffic, odors) are common in 
the Town. 

Agree/Str. Agree 13% 18% -5% 

Solar farming is consistent with the Town's 
agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 37% 43% -6% 

Concerns about Annexation of Property by the 
Village of Oregon 

Concerned/V. 
Concerned 50% 68% -18% 

Whether the Town of Oregon Should Consider 
Mechanisms to Avoid Annexation:      

Yes, if it does not increase residents' property taxes. Selected 38% 41% -3% 
Yes, even if it increases residents' property taxes. Selected 14% 19% -5% 
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Table 4.4. Difference between Households with and without Children 

Variable Indicator With 
Kids 

No 
Kids Difference 

No, we need more housing and commercial 
development, and it should be in the Village. Selected 9% 10% -1% 

No, it is the property owners' decisions to make. Selected 20% 18% 2% 
Amount of Land Owned by Residents in the Town 2 acres or less 58% 56% 2% 
Ownership of Farmland:      

Do Not Own Farmland Selected 80% 79% 1% 
Own and Farm Selected 10% 7% 3% 
Own and Contract Out Selected 10% 13% -3% 
          

FUTURE VISION FOR THE TOWN 

Future of Residence in the Town of Oregon:         
I anticipate still living in the Town of Oregon in 
2040. Selected 82% 56% 26% 

I anticipate moving elsewhere between now and 
2040. Selected 3% 15% -13% 

I am considering a move elsewhere, but have not 
decided. Selected 9% 8% 1% 

Not sure. Selected 6% 20% -13% 
Future Directions for the Community:      

The Town has increased in population. Agree/Str. Agree 82% 70% 12% 
Agricultural lands are used for a variety of farming 
enterprises. Agree/Str. Agree 77% 80% -3% 

Natural areas have been preserved and enhanced. Agree/Str. Agree 94% 88% 6% 
There is housing available for first-time buyers. Agree/Str. Agree 46% 49% -3% 
There are senior apartments available. Agree/Str. Agree 34% 44% -10% 
There is multi-generational housing available. Agree/Str. Agree 30% 39% -9% 
There is housing that allows aging in place. Agree/Str. Agree 57% 60% -3% 
There is housing available for young families. Agree/Str. Agree 75% 64% 10% 
There is a network of bike routes and paths 
connecting the Town to neighboring communities. Agree/Str. Agree 73% 69% 5% 

There are recreational opportunities available for 
youth and adults. Agree/Str. Agree 87% 71% 17% 

There are a variety of small, local businesses 
operating within the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 75% 65% 10% 

Larger agricultural businesses have chosen to locate 
in the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 20% 19% 1% 

The Town has pursued fiber-to-premises broadband 
internet for all households. Agree/Str. Agree 75% 73% 2% 

There are a variety of tourism and recreation-
oriented businesses in the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 41% 36% 5% 
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Table 4.5. Difference between Households with and without Children 

Variable Indicator With 
Kids 

No 
Kids Difference 

Future of Town Facilities and Services:         
Because current facilities are on land that may get 
annexed, the Town should purchase land to build and 
own a new Town Hall and Garage to accommodate 
staff offices, resident services, and Town operations. 

Agree/Str. Agree 44% 47% -3% 

The Town should reduce use of salt on roads for 
winter de-icing, based on protocols recommended by 
the WI Saltwise program. 

Agree/Str. Agree 61% 66% -5% 

The Town should expand and improve yard waste 
composting facilities. Agree/Str. Agree 51% 53% -2% 

The Town should increase taxes to pay for increased 
services and facilities. Agree/Str. Agree 17% 27% -10% 

Future Community Initiatives:      

The Town should celebrate the diversity of farm, 
rural, and neighborhood residents. Agree/Str. Agree 64% 67% -3% 

The Town should allow ATV/UTV traffic on Town 
roads. Agree/Str. Agree 29% 20% 9% 

The Town should support residents' attempts to adapt 
to the local effects of climate change. Agree/Str. Agree 59% 63% -4% 

The Town should post "Welcome to the Town of 
Oregon" street signs at roads entering the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 27% 24% 3% 

The Town should honor its farming history and the 
current farm families actively farming. Agree/Str. Agree 59% 69% -10% 

The Town Center should include community 
gathering areas. Agree/Str. Agree 53% 47% 5% 

The Town should develop its communication 
networks to maximize the exchange of information 
between govt. and residents. 

Agree/Str. Agree 75% 71% 4% 

The Town should arrange periodic info. sessions for 
residents on topics including taxes, zoning, and other 
topics. 

Agree/Str. Agree 78% 83% -5% 

Community Strengths That Should Be Preserved:      

Farmland Selected 42% 56% -13% 
Local cemeteries Selected 1% 5% -3% 
Low population density Selected 54% 54% 0% 
Natural areas Selected 65% 76% -10% 
Park lands Selected 38% 31% 7% 
Schools Selected 69% 40% 29% 
Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) Selected 9% 25% -16% 
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Table 4.6. Difference between Households with and without Children 

Variable Indicator With 
Kids 

No 
Kids Difference 

Community Aspects that the Town Should Address:         
Attractions to bring people here Selected 22% 15% 6% 
Businesses located here Selected 42% 41% 1% 
Community gathering facilities Selected 38% 32% 6% 
Farmers actively farming Selected 43% 63% -20% 
Lack of downtown area, commercial district Selected 27% 27% 0% 
Population density Selected 38% 49% -11% 
          

HOUSING 

Residential Status         
Own single-family house — non-farm residence Selected 85% 85% 0% 
Own single-family house — farm residence Selected 11% 12% -1% 
Rent home Selected 0% 0% 0% 
Live with parents, family, or friends who are the 
owners Selected 0% 0% 0% 

Own property but do not live in the Town of Oregon Selected 4% 2% 2% 
Where Residential Growth Should Occur:      

Near Village of Oregon boundaries Selected 62% 50% 12% 
In new subdivisions Selected 20% 17% 4% 
Scattered along Town and County roads Selected 18% 10% 7% 
Clustered in farming areas Selected 1% 2% -1% 
In new subdivisions adjacent to existing subdivisions Selected 32% 33% -1% 
Residential growth should not occur in the Town Selected 25% 25% 0% 
No opinion Selected 8% 9% -1% 

Preference for Design of New Housing:      

Traditional Design Selected 38% 31% 7% 
Cluster Design Selected 62% 69% -7% 

Residential Growth over the Next 15 Years:      

The Town of Oregon should restrict new housing 
development. Agree/Str. Agree 59% 59% 0% 

Housing development should occur primarily in the 
Village of Oregon, not in the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 66% 64% 2% 

The Town of Oregon should encourage housing 
development as a way to increase tax revenue. Agree/Str. Agree 38% 33% 5% 

The Town of Oregon should allow building a second 
home on a property. Agree/Str. Agree 51% 45% 6% 

The Town should encourage increased density and 
smaller lots to expand housing availability. Agree/Str. Agree 16% 29% -13% 
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Table 4.7. Difference between Households with and without Children 

Variable Indicator With 
Kids 

No 
Kids Difference 

TRANSPORTATION 

Opinions on New Bicycle Routes:         
Paved bike lanes should be created on street 
shoulders when a street is being repaved. Agree/Str. Agree 67% 60% 7% 

Designated bike paths should be built to connect to 
the Oregon Rotary Trail and the Badger State Trail. Agree/Str. Agree 73% 70% 3% 

Bike lanes should be established on existing streets 
with signage and striping. Agree/Str. Agree 59% 47% 12% 

Tax Increases for Transportation Infrastructure:      

Maintenance of existing roadways Support 48% 54% -6% 
Improving existing roadways Support 51% 48% 3% 
Developing bike lanes Support 49% 38% 12% 
Expanding the bike trail network Support 57% 49% 9% 
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Household Income Under $150k vs. Higher Income Households 

In this section, we present the differences between residents with an annual household income of 
less than $150,000 with residents who have an annual household income of $150,000 or more. For 
reference, the median household income in the Town of Oregon is $143,056 (US Census Bureau, 
2023). Tables 5.1-5.7 on the next few pages show the results. 
 
Community and Quality of Life 

 Among the top three reasons for choosing to live in the Town of Oregon, residents with 
household income less than $150,000 were more likely to select agriculture (7%) and indicate 
that they were born and raised in the Town of Oregon (12%), but less likely to select the 
availability of land parcels of 5+ acres (-15%) and the quality of the school system (-13%) than 
residents with higher income. 

 Residents with household incomes under $150,000 were more likely to agree that seniors can 
live safely, independently, and comfortably in the Town of Oregon (10%). 

 
Facilities and Services 

 Residents with household incomes of less than $150,000 were less likely to agree that street and 
road maintenance and repair (-4%) is an important service in the Town. 

 Regarding recycling pickup service, residents with lower incomes have a stronger preference for 
the current bi-weekly service and a weaker preference for the more frequent weekly service. 

 

Natural and Cultural Resources 

 Residents with household incomes under $150,000 place greater importance on preserving 
cemetery space (14%) and good farmland (8%) relative to residents with higher incomes. 

 
Agricultural, Land Use, and Growth 

 Residents with household incomes under $150,000 are more likely to state that it is important to 
let landowners determine how land is used or developed (10%) compared to residents with higher 
incomes. 

 They are less amenable to the Town considering mechanisms to avoid annexation of Town 
property at the expense of higher property taxes. 

 
Future Directions for the Community 

 Residents with household incomes under $150,000 are less likely to agree that in the next 15 
years, there would be housing available for young families in the Town (-12%), the Town would 
have pursued fiber-to-premises broadband internet for all households (-12%), and that there will 
be a variety of tourism and recreation-oriented business in the Town (-15%). 
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 These residents are also less supportive of preserving the community’s low population density 
(-10%) and schools (-17%), and more supportive of preserving farmland (17%), local cemeteries 
(5%), and TORC (10%). 

 Among factors that these residents feel the Town should address, residents with household 
incomes under $150,000 are more likely to select farmers actively farming (12%). 

 
Housing 

 Residents with household incomes under $150,000 are less likely to agree that the Town should 
allow building a second home on a property (-15%). 

 
Transportation 

 Residents with household incomes under $150,000 are generally less supportive of developing 
new bike paths. They are less likely to agree that new bike paths should be created on the street 
shoulders when a street is being repaved (-15%), to connect to the Oregon Rotary Trail and the 
Badger State Trail (-9%), and on existing streets with signage and striping (-12%). 

 They are also less supportive of increasing taxes for transportation infrastructure. These residents 
are less likely to support tax increases for improving existing roadways (-12%), developing bike 
lanes (-14%), and expanding the bike trail network (-17%). 
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Table 5.1. Difference between Households with Income Under $150k and Higher Income Households 

Variable Indicator Income 
<$150k 

Income 
$150k+ Difference 

COMMUNITY and QUALITY OF LIFE 

Overall Satisfaction with Quality of Life Satisfied/V. Satisfied 91% 93% -2% 
Reasons for Choosing to Live in Town:      

Agriculture Selected 17% 10% 7% 
Availability of land parcels of 5+ acres Selected 11% 27% -15% 
Born and raised here Selected 17% 6% 12% 
Cost of housing Selected 9% 7% 1% 
Low crime rate Selected 16% 15% 0% 
Natural features and open space Selected 42% 39% 3% 
Near family and friends Selected 17% 12% 5% 
Near job or employment opportunity Selected 14% 16% -2% 
Property taxes Selected 10% 15% -6% 
Proximity to urban center Selected 26% 27% -1% 
Quality of the local natural environment Selected 26% 19% 6% 
Quality of neighborhoods Selected 14% 17% -3% 
Quality of the school system Selected 26% 39% -13% 
Recreational opportunities Selected 4% 4% 0% 
Small town atmosphere or rural lifestyle Selected 45% 45% 0% 

Factors That Impact Quality of Life:      

The Town of Oregon is a good place to raise a 
family. Agree/Strongly Agree 90% 90% 0% 

Seniors can live safely, independently, and 
comfortably in the Town of Oregon. Agree/Strongly Agree 71% 61% 10% 

Preserving and celebrating our community's history 
is important to my quality of life. Agree/Strongly Agree 49% 47% 3% 

The overall character of the Town of Oregon should 
continue to be much like it is today. Agree/Strongly Agree 75% 73% 2% 

The Town of Oregon should grow to accommodate 
more homes and people. Agree/Strongly Agree 19% 26% -7% 

The Town of Oregon should grow to accommodate 
more businesses and commercial lots. Agree/Strongly Agree 27% 29% -2% 

          

FACILITIES and SERVICES 

Quality of Town Facilities and Services:          
Airstrips Good/Excellent 15% 12% 2% 
Cell service Good/Excellent 58% 59% -1% 
Fire protection and EMS/ambulance services Good/Excellent 79% 72% 7% 
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Table 5.2. Difference between Households with Income Under $150k and Higher Income Households 

Variable Indicator Income 
<$150k 

Income 
$150k+ Difference 

Garbage and recycling service Good/Excellent 84% 88% -4% 
High speed internet and broadband service Good/Excellent 61% 62% -1% 
Parks and recreation Good/Excellent 81% 84% -3% 
Police and law enforcement services Good/Excellent 70% 72% -1% 
Street and road maintenance and repair Good/Excellent 58% 60% -2% 
Street and road plowing and treatment Good/Excellent 78% 81% -3% 
Town Government: Clerk's office, voting, etc. Good/Excellent 86% 89% -3% 
Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) Good/Excellent 55% 53% 2% 

Importance of Town Services:      

Fire protection and EMS / Ambulance Services Important/V. Import. 96% 96% 0% 
Police and law enforcement services Important/V. Import. 88% 90% -1% 
Street and road maintenance and repair Important/V. Import. 94% 98% -4% 
Street and road plowing and treatment Important/V. Import. 95% 98% -2% 
Parks and recreation Important/V. Import. 66% 72% -5% 
Garbage and recycling pick up Important/V. Import. 77% 80% -3% 
Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) Important/V. Import. 64% 62% 1% 
High speed internet / Broadband service Important/V. Import. 89% 89% 0% 
Cell service Important/V. Import. 96% 93% 4% 
Town government services  Important/V. Import. 87% 82% 5% 

Preference for Frequency of Recycling Pickup:      

Prefer Weekly (More Frequent) Selected 15% 30% -15% 
Prefer Bi-Weekly (Current) Selected 70% 56% 14% 
No Preference Selected 14% 14% 0% 
          

NATURAL and CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Importance of Preserving Resources:         
Air quality Important/V. Import. 88% 88% 0% 
An environmentally sustainable community… Important/V. Import. 81% 86% -5% 
Cemetery space Important/V. Import. 22% 7% 14% 
Good farmland Important/V. Import. 81% 73% 8% 
Groundwater quality Important/V. Import. 97% 99% -2% 
Historic and cultural sites Important/V. Import. 52% 49% 3% 
Hunting and fishing areas Important/V. Import. 47% 49% -2% 
Lakes, rivers, and streams Important/V. Import. 86% 90% -4% 
Open space Important/V. Import. 91% 90% 1% 
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Table 5.3. Difference between Households with Income Under $150k and Higher Income Households 

Variable Indicator Income 
<$150k 

Income 
$150k+ Difference 

Reduced stormwater runoff and flooding Important/V. Import. 86% 82% 4% 
Wetlands Important/V. Import. 84% 82% 1% 
Wildlife habitat and existing natural corridors Important/V. Import. 89% 93% -4% 
          

AGRICULTURE, LAND USE, and GROWTH 

Importance of Seeking Agreements with 
Neighboring Communities Important/V. Import. 73% 74% -1% 

Land Use and Planning Activities:      

Maintaining the Town's rural, agricultural landscape Important/V. Import. 88% 82% 5% 
Community planning and zoning to guide where and 
how development should occur Important/V. Import. 90% 89% 0% 

Using or developing land is determined by 
landowners Important/V. Import. 58% 49% 10% 

Protecting resident quality of life and property values 
from impacts of activities or development on 
neighboring properties 

Important/V. Import. 90% 89% 1% 

Requiring new development to pay fees to help defray 
costs of roads, parks, and other public services 
associated with that development 

Important/V. Import. 87% 89% -2% 

Encouraging new commercial enterprises within the 
Town to increase the tax base and local jobs Important/V. Import. 46% 45% 1% 

Ensuring that proposed developments consider the 
look and feel of the neighborhood Important/V. Import. 88% 87% 1% 

Agricultural and Rural Character:     

Quarry operations are consistent with the Town's 
agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 45% 40% 5% 

Converting farmland to non-farm uses is consistent 
with the Town's agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 28% 24% 4% 

Marketing agricultural products locally is consistent 
with the Town's agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 72% 78% -7% 

Conflicts between farms, commercial operations, and 
neighbors (dust, noise, traffic, odors) are common in 
the Town. 

Agree/Str. Agree 18% 15% 3% 

Solar farming is consistent with the Town's 
agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 44% 44% 0% 

Concerns about Annexation of Property by the 
Village of Oregon 

Concerned/V. 
Concerned 67% 58% 9% 

Whether the Town of Oregon Should Consider 
Mechanisms to Avoid Annexation:      

Yes, if it does not increase residents' property taxes. Selected 41% 38% 3% 
Yes, even if it increases residents' property taxes. Selected 15% 23% -9% 
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Table 5.4. Difference between Households with Income Under $150k and Higher Income Households 

Variable Indicator Income 
<$150k 

Income 
$150k+ Difference 

No, we need more housing and commercial 
development, and it should be in the Village. Selected 10% 9% 1% 

No, it is the property owners' decisions to make. Selected 19% 18% 1% 
Amount of Land Owned by Residents in the Town 2 acres or less 56% 53% 3% 
Ownership of Farmland:      

Do Not Own Farmland Selected 75% 77% -2% 
Own and Farm Selected 9% 9% 0% 
Own and Contract Out Selected 16% 14% 2% 
          

FUTURE VISION FOR THE TOWN 

Future of Residence in the Town of Oregon:         
I anticipate still living in the Town of Oregon in 
2040. Selected 59% 68% -8% 

I anticipate moving elsewhere between now and 
2040. Selected 13% 10% 3% 

I am considering a move elsewhere, but have not 
decided. Selected 10% 8% 2% 

Not sure. Selected 18% 15% 3% 
Future Directions for the Community:      

The Town has increased in population. Agree/Str. Agree 72% 72% 0% 
Agricultural lands are used for a variety of farming 
enterprises. Agree/Str. Agree 81% 83% -2% 

Natural areas have been preserved and enhanced. Agree/Str. Agree 86% 90% -4% 
There is housing available for first-time buyers. Agree/Str. Agree 44% 45% -1% 
There are senior apartments available. Agree/Str. Agree 42% 34% 9% 
There is multi-generational housing available. Agree/Str. Agree 35% 37% -2% 
There is housing that allows aging in place. Agree/Str. Agree 58% 58% 0% 
There is housing available for young families. Agree/Str. Agree 59% 71% -12% 
There is a network of bike routes and paths 
connecting the Town to neighboring communities. Agree/Str. Agree 65% 73% -8% 

There are recreational opportunities available for 
youth and adults. Agree/Str. Agree 69% 76% -7% 

There are a variety of small, local businesses 
operating within the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 62% 71% -9% 

Larger agricultural businesses have chosen to locate 
in the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 21% 20% 1% 

The Town has pursued fiber-to-premises broadband 
internet for all households. Agree/Str. Agree 67% 79% -12% 

There are a variety of tourism and recreation-
oriented businesses in the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 30% 44% -15% 
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Table 5.5. Difference between Households with Income Under $150k and Higher Income Households 

Variable Indicator Income 
<$150k 

Income 
$150k+ Difference 

Future of Town Facilities and Services:         
Because current facilities are on land that may get 
annexed, the Town should purchase land to build and 
own a new Town Hall and Garage to accommodate 
staff offices, resident services, and Town operations. 

Agree/Str. Agree 46% 53% -7% 

The Town should reduce use of salt on roads for 
winter de-icing, based on protocols recommended by 
the WI Saltwise program. 

Agree/Str. Agree 61% 66% -5% 

The Town should expand and improve yard waste 
composting facilities. Agree/Str. Agree 53% 52% 1% 

The Town should increase taxes to pay for increased 
services and facilities. Agree/Str. Agree 25% 23% 3% 

Future Community Initiatives:      

The Town should celebrate the diversity of farm, 
rural, and neighborhood residents. Agree/Str. Agree 64% 70% -6% 

The Town should allow ATV/UTV traffic on Town 
roads. Agree/Str. Agree 22% 26% -4% 

The Town should support residents' attempts to adapt 
to the local effects of climate change. Agree/Str. Agree 60% 63% -2% 

The Town should post "Welcome to the Town of 
Oregon" street signs at roads entering the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 24% 24% 0% 

The Town should honor its farming history and the 
current farm families actively farming. Agree/Str. Agree 70% 66% 4% 

The Town Center should include community 
gathering areas. Agree/Str. Agree 49% 45% 4% 

The Town should develop its communication 
networks to maximize the exchange of information 
between govt. and residents. 

Agree/Str. Agree 69% 77% -7% 

The Town should arrange periodic info. sessions for 
residents on topics including taxes, zoning, and other 
topics. 

Agree/Str. Agree 83% 78% 4% 

Community Strengths That Should Be Preserved:      

Farmland Selected 62% 45% 17% 
Local cemeteries Selected 7% 2% 5% 
Low population density Selected 53% 63% -10% 
Natural areas Selected 70% 74% -4% 
Park lands Selected 34% 32% 2% 
Schools Selected 35% 52% -17% 
Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) Selected 26% 17% 10% 
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Table 5.6. Difference between Households with Income Under $150k and Higher Income Households 

Variable Indicator Income 
<$150k 

Income 
$150k+ Difference 

Community Aspects that the Town Should Address:         
Attractions to bring people here Selected 14% 17% -4% 
Businesses located here Selected 41% 39% 2% 
Community gathering facilities Selected 35% 33% 2% 
Farmers actively farming Selected 69% 56% 12% 
Lack of downtown area, commercial district Selected 29% 26% 3% 
Population density Selected 45% 49% -3% 
          

HOUSING 

Residential Status         
Own single-family house — non-farm residence Selected 79% 86% -7% 
Own single-family house — farm residence Selected 17% 10% 6% 
Rent home Selected 0% 0% 0% 
Live with parents, family, or friends who are the 
owners Selected 0% 0% 0% 

Own property but do not live in the Town of Oregon Selected 3% 3% -1% 
Where Residential Growth Should Occur:      

Near Village of Oregon boundaries Selected 48% 57% -9% 
In new subdivisions Selected 16% 18% -2% 
Scattered along Town and County roads Selected 12% 14% -2% 
Clustered in farming areas Selected 2% 3% -1% 
In new subdivisions adjacent to existing subdivisions Selected 34% 32% 2% 
Residential growth should not occur in the Town Selected 25% 30% -5% 
No opinion Selected 10% 6% 5% 

Preference for Design of New Housing:      

Traditional Design Selected 33% 30% 3% 
Cluster Design Selected 67% 70% -3% 

Residential Growth over the Next 15 Years:      

The Town of Oregon should restrict new housing 
development. Agree/Str. Agree 64% 60% 4% 

Housing development should occur primarily in the 
Village of Oregon, not in the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 65% 69% -4% 

The Town of Oregon should encourage housing 
development as a way to increase tax revenue. Agree/Str. Agree 34% 34% 0% 

The Town of Oregon should allow building a second 
home on a property. Agree/Str. Agree 38% 53% -15% 

The Town should encourage increased density and 
smaller lots to expand housing availability. Agree/Str. Agree 29% 23% 6% 
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Table 5.7. Difference between Households with Income Under $150k and Higher Income Households 

Variable Indicator Income 
<$150k 

Income 
$150k+ Difference 

TRANSPORTATION 

Opinions on New Bicycle Routes:         
Paved bike lanes should be created on street 
shoulders when a street is being repaved. Agree/Str. Agree 55% 70% -15% 

Designated bike paths should be built to connect to 
the Oregon Rotary Trail and the Badger State Trail. Agree/Str. Agree 66% 75% -9% 

Bike lanes should be established on existing streets 
with signage and striping. Agree/Str. Agree 45% 56% -12% 

Tax Increases for Transportation Infrastructure:      

Maintenance of existing roadways Support 53% 58% -4% 
Improving existing roadways Support 45% 57% -12% 
Developing bike lanes Support 33% 46% -14% 
Expanding the bike trail network Support 40% 57% -17% 
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Farmland Owners vs. Other Residents 

We compared the survey responses of residents who own agricultural land (farmed by them or 
contracted out) with residents who do not own any agricultural land. About 25% of residents in the 
sample are owners of agricultural land. We found a large number of statistically significant 
differences between these two demographic groups. Tables 6.1-6.7 on the next few pages show the 
results. 
 
Community and Quality of Life 

 Farmland owners are 10% less likely to be satisfied with their overall quality of life in the Town 
of Oregon than non-farmland owners. 

 Among the top three reasons for choosing to live in the Town of Oregon, farmland owners are 
more likely to select agriculture (41%), availability of land parcels of 5+ acres (20%), and 
indicate that they were born and raised in the Town (31%). However, they are less likely to select 
the cost of housing (-10%), natural features and open space (-19%), property taxes (-7%), 
proximity to the urban center (-18%), and the quality of the local natural environment (-16%), 
neighborhoods (-15%), and school system (-12%). 

 Among factors that impact the quality of life, farmland owners are less likely to agree that the 
Town of Oregon is a good place to raise a family (-8%) and more likely to agree that preserving 
and celebrating the community's history is important to their quality of life (12%). 

 
Facilities and Services 

 Farmland owners rate higher the quality of airstrips (12%) and fire protection and 
EMS/ambulance services (14%) but rate lower the quality of garbage and recycling service (-
14%) and high speed internet and broadband (-15%) in the Town. 

 Farmland owners consider all listed Town services to be less important relative to residents who 
do not own any farmland. Statistically significant differences include street and road 
maintenance and repair (-6%), street and road plowing and treatment (-7%), parks and recreation 
(-23%), garbage and recycling pick up (-21%), and Town government services (-13%). 

 Farmland owners are less likely to prefer the bi-weekly recycling pickup service (-15%) and 
more likely to state that they have no preference (13%) for the frequency of this service. 

 

Natural and Cultural Resources 

 Farmland owners place lower importance on the preservation of most natural and cultural 
services. These include air quality (-15%), an environmentally sustainable community (-19%), 
groundwater quality (-4%), lakes, rivers, and streams (-20%), open space (-14%), reduced 
stormwater runoff and flooding (-19%), wetlands (-15%), and wildlife habitat (-14%). However, 
they place greater importance on preserving cemetery space (15%) and good farmland (14%). 
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Agricultural, Land Use, and Growth 

 Farmland owners are less likely to consider seeking agreements with neighboring communities 
on future land use and growth (-14%) important compared to their counterparts.  

 Farmland owners consider it less important than non-farmland owners for community planning 
and zoning to guide where and how development should occur (-24%), to protect resident quality 
of life and property values from impacts of activities or development on neighboring properties 
(-9%), to require new development to pay fees to help defray costs of roads, parks, and other 
public services associated with that development (-8%), and to ensure that proposed 
developments consider the look and feel of the neighborhood (-17%). They consider it more 
important for landowners to determine how land is used or developed (27%).  

 Farmland owners are more likely to agree that quarry operations are consistent (19%) but less 
likely to agree that converting farmland to non-farm uses (-11%) is consistent with the Town’s 
agricultural and rural character. 

 When asked about whether the Town should consider steps to avoid annexation, farmland 
owners are more likely to state that annexation is the property owners’ decision to make (11%). 

 Not surprisingly, farmland owners are much less likely to own 2 acres or less of land. In other 
words, they are more likely to own larger acreage. 

 
Future Directions for the Community 

 When envisioning the Town of Oregon in 15 years, farmland owners are less likely to agree that 
the Town has increased in population (-14%), natural areas have been preserved and enhanced 
(-11%), there is housing available for first-time buyers (-13%), there are senior apartments 
available (-15%), there is a network of bike routes and paths connecting the Town to neighboring 
communities (-20%), and there are recreational opportunities available for youth and adults (-
26%). 

 Regarding the future of facilities and services, farmland owners are less likely to agree that 
because current facilities are on land that may get annexed, the Town should purchase land to 
build and own a new Town Hall and Garage to accommodate staff offices, resident services, and 
Town operations (-11%), the Town should reduce use of salt on roads for winter de-icing, based 
on protocols recommended by the Wisconsin Saltwise program (-25%), and that the Town 
should increase taxes to pay for increased services and facilities (-11%). 

 Regarding the future of community initiatives, farmland owners are less likely to agree that the 
Town should support residents' attempts to adapt to the local effects of climate change (-22%) 
and post "Welcome to the Town of Oregon" street signs at roads entering the Town -10%). 

 In terms of preserving community strengths, farmland owners are more likely to select farmland 
(27%) and cemeteries (13%) and less likely to select natural areas (-15%) and park lands (-15%). 

 Farmland owners are more likely to feel that the Town should address the community aspect of 
farmers actively farming (16%), but are less likely to feel that the community should address 
population density (-14%). 
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Housing 

 As expected, farmland owners are more likely to own single-family farm residences (56%) and 
less likely to own non-farm residents (-67%).  

 Farmland owners are more likely to feel that residential growth should be clustered in farming 
areas (4%), albeit by a small margin. 

 These residents are also more likely to feel that the Town should allow building a second home 
on a property (18%). 

 
Transportation 

 Farmland owners are strongly against both, the development of new bike paths and tax increases 
for transportation infrastructure. They are less likely to agree that new bike paths should be 
created on the street shoulders when a street is being repaved (-17%), to connect to the Oregon 
Rotary Trail and the Badger State Trail (-29%), and on existing streets with signage and striping 
(-20%). 

 They are also less likely to support tax increases for maintenance of existing roadways (-16%), 
improving existing roadways (-17%), developing bike lanes (-24%), and expanding the bike trail 
network (-31%). 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

76 

Table 6.1. Difference between Farmland Owners vs. Other Residents 

Variable Indicator Farm 
Owners 

No 
Farm Difference 

COMMUNITY and QUALITY OF LIFE 

Overall Satisfaction with Quality of Life Satisfied/V. Satisfied 94% 84% -10% 
Reasons for Choosing to Live in Town:      

Agriculture Selected 5% 45% 41% 
Availability of land parcels of 5+ acres Selected 13% 32% 20% 
Born and raised here Selected 6% 37% 31% 
Cost of housing Selected 10% 0% -10% 
Low crime rate Selected 15% 15% -1% 
Natural features and open space Selected 46% 26% -19% 
Near family and friends Selected 14% 21% 7% 
Near job or employment opportunity Selected 14% 20% 6% 
Property taxes Selected 13% 6% -7% 
Proximity to urban center Selected 30% 12% -18% 
Quality of the local natural environment Selected 26% 10% -16% 
Quality of neighborhoods Selected 19% 4% -15% 
Quality of the school system Selected 35% 22% -12% 
Recreational opportunities Selected 4% 3% -1% 
Small town atmosphere or rural lifestyle Selected 46% 39% -7% 

Factors That Impact Quality of Life:      

The Town of Oregon is a good place to raise a 
family. Agree/Strongly Agree 91% 84% -8% 

Seniors can live safely, independently, and 
comfortably in the Town of Oregon. Agree/Strongly Agree 67% 71% 4% 

Preserving and celebrating our community's history 
is important to my quality of life. Agree/Strongly Agree 46% 58% 12% 

The overall character of the Town of Oregon should 
continue to be much like it is today. Agree/Strongly Agree 76% 68% -7% 

The Town of Oregon should grow to accommodate 
more homes and people. Agree/Strongly Agree 21% 21% 0% 

The Town of Oregon should grow to accommodate 
more businesses and commercial lots. Agree/Strongly Agree 26% 30% 4% 

          

FACILITIES and SERVICES 

Quality of Town Facilities and Services:          
Airstrips Good/Excellent 11% 23% 12% 
Cell service Good/Excellent 57% 63% 6% 
Fire protection and EMS/ambulance services Good/Excellent 73% 87% 14% 
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Table 6.2. Difference between Farmland Owners vs. Other Residents 

Variable Indicator Farm 
Owners 

No 
Farm Difference 

Garbage and recycling service Good/Excellent 89% 74% -14% 
High speed internet and broadband service Good/Excellent 65% 50% -15% 
Parks and recreation Good/Excellent 82% 78% -5% 
Police and law enforcement services Good/Excellent 69% 72% 2% 
Street and road maintenance and repair Good/Excellent 55% 65% 9% 
Street and road plowing and treatment Good/Excellent 79% 80% 1% 
Town Government: Clerk's office, voting, etc. Good/Excellent 88% 83% -5% 
Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) Good/Excellent 54% 52% -2% 

Importance of Town Services:      

Fire protection and EMS / Ambulance Services Important/V. Import. 97% 92% -5% 
Police and law enforcement services Important/V. Import. 90% 87% -3% 
Street and road maintenance and repair Important/V. Import. 97% 90% -6% 
Street and road plowing and treatment Important/V. Import. 98% 91% -7% 
Parks and recreation Important/V. Import. 74% 50% -23% 
Garbage and recycling pick up Important/V. Import. 83% 63% -21% 
Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) Important/V. Import. 65% 59% -6% 
High speed internet / Broadband service Important/V. Import. 91% 85% -5% 
Cell service Important/V. Import. 96% 92% -4% 
Town government services  Important/V. Import. 88% 76% -13% 

Preference for Frequency of Recycling Pickup:      

Prefer Weekly (More Frequent) Selected 22% 19% -3% 
Prefer Bi-Weekly (Current) Selected 68% 54% -15% 
No Preference Selected 10% 23% 13% 
          

NATURAL and CULTURAL RESOURCES 

Importance of Preserving Resources:         
Air quality Important/V. Import. 92% 77% -15% 
An environmentally sustainable community… Important/V. Import. 88% 69% -19% 
Cemetery space Important/V. Import. 14% 28% 15% 
Good farmland Important/V. Import. 75% 89% 14% 
Groundwater quality Important/V. Import. 99% 95% -4% 
Historic and cultural sites Important/V. Import. 49% 56% 7% 
Hunting and fishing areas Important/V. Import. 50% 43% -7% 
Lakes, rivers, and streams Important/V. Import. 93% 74% -20% 
Open space Important/V. Import. 94% 80% -14% 
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Table 6.3. Difference between Farmland Owners vs. Other Residents 

Variable Indicator Farm 
Owners 

No 
Farm Difference 

Reduced stormwater runoff and flooding Important/V. Import. 89% 70% -19% 
Wetlands Important/V. Import. 87% 72% -15% 
Wildlife habitat and existing natural corridors Important/V. Import. 94% 79% -14% 
          

AGRICULTURE, LAND USE, and GROWTH 

Importance of Seeking Agreements with 
Neighboring Communities Important/V. Import. 76% 62% -14% 

Land Use and Planning Activities:      

Maintaining the Town's rural, agricultural landscape Important/V. Import. 85% 87% 2% 
Community planning and zoning to guide where and 
how development should occur Important/V. Import. 95% 71% -24% 

Using or developing land is determined by 
landowners Important/V. Import. 48% 75% 27% 

Protecting resident quality of life and property values 
from impacts of activities or development on 
neighboring properties 

Important/V. Import. 92% 83% -9% 

Requiring new development to pay fees to help defray 
costs of roads, parks, and other public services 
associated with that development 

Important/V. Import. 90% 82% -8% 

Encouraging new commercial enterprises within the 
Town to increase the tax base and local jobs Important/V. Import. 44% 47% 3% 

Ensuring that proposed developments consider the 
look and feel of the neighborhood Important/V. Import. 91% 74% -17% 

Agricultural and Rural Character:     

Quarry operations are consistent with the Town's 
agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 38% 57% 19% 

Converting farmland to non-farm uses is consistent 
with the Town's agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 29% 18% -11% 

Marketing agricultural products locally is consistent 
with the Town's agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 76% 73% -4% 

Conflicts between farms, commercial operations, and 
neighbors (dust, noise, traffic, odors) are common in 
the Town. 

Agree/Str. Agree 16% 21% 5% 

Solar farming is consistent with the Town's 
agricultural and rural character. Agree/Str. Agree 44% 36% -8% 

Concerns about Annexation of Property by the 
Village of Oregon 

Concerned/V. 
Concerned 65% 60% -4% 

Whether the Town of Oregon Should Consider 
Mechanisms to Avoid Annexation:      

Yes, if it does not increase residents' property taxes. Selected 41% 36% -6% 
Yes, even if it increases residents' property taxes. Selected 19% 17% -2% 
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Table 6.4. Difference between Farmland Owners vs. Other Residents 

Variable Indicator Farm 
Owners 

No 
Farm Difference 

No, we need more housing and commercial 
development, and it should be in the Village. Selected 9% 11% 2% 

No, it is the property owners' decisions to make. Selected 16% 26% 11% 
Amount of Land Owned by Residents in the Town 2 acres or less 71% 1% -70% 
Ownership of Farmland:      

Do Not Own Farmland Selected - - - 
Own and Farm Selected - - - 
Own and Contract Out Selected - - - 
          

FUTURE VISION FOR THE TOWN 

Future of Residence in the Town of Oregon:         
I anticipate still living in the Town of Oregon in 
2040. Selected 61% 69% 8% 

I anticipate moving elsewhere between now and 
2040. Selected 13% 7% -6% 

I am considering a move elsewhere, but have not 
decided. Selected 9% 9% 0% 

Not sure. Selected 18% 15% -3% 
Future Directions for the Community:      

The Town has increased in population. Agree/Str. Agree 76% 62% -14% 
Agricultural lands are used for a variety of farming 
enterprises. Agree/Str. Agree 80% 87% 7% 

Natural areas have been preserved and enhanced. Agree/Str. Agree 90% 79% -11% 
There is housing available for first-time buyers. Agree/Str. Agree 48% 35% -13% 
There are senior apartments available. Agree/Str. Agree 42% 27% -15% 
There is multi-generational housing available. Agree/Str. Agree 35% 36% 1% 
There is housing that allows aging in place. Agree/Str. Agree 60% 50% -10% 
There is housing available for young families. Agree/Str. Agree 67% 58% -9% 
There is a network of bike routes and paths 
connecting the Town to neighboring communities. Agree/Str. Agree 72% 53% -20% 

There are recreational opportunities available for 
youth and adults. Agree/Str. Agree 78% 52% -26% 

There are a variety of small, local businesses 
operating within the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 67% 60% -7% 

Larger agricultural businesses have chosen to locate 
in the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 19% 23% 4% 

The Town has pursued fiber-to-premises broadband 
internet for all households. Agree/Str. Agree 73% 66% -7% 

There are a variety of tourism and recreation-
oriented businesses in the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 37% 29% -9% 
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Table 6.5. Difference between Farmland Owners vs. Other Residents 

Variable Indicator Farm 
Owners 

No 
Farm Difference 

Future of Town Facilities and Services:         
Because current facilities are on land that may get 
annexed, the Town should purchase land to build and 
own a new Town Hall and Garage to accommodate 
staff offices, resident services, and Town operations. 

Agree/Str. Agree 50% 39% -11% 

The Town should reduce use of salt on roads for 
winter de-icing, based on protocols recommended by 
the WI Saltwise program. 

Agree/Str. Agree 65% 60% -5% 

The Town should expand and improve yard waste 
composting facilities. Agree/Str. Agree 58% 33% -25% 

The Town should increase taxes to pay for increased 
services and facilities. Agree/Str. Agree 27% 16% -11% 

Future Community Initiatives:      

The Town should celebrate the diversity of farm, 
rural, and neighborhood residents. Agree/Str. Agree 68% 65% -3% 

The Town should allow ATV/UTV traffic on Town 
roads. Agree/Str. Agree 20% 33% 14% 

The Town should support residents' attempts to adapt 
to the local effects of climate change. Agree/Str. Agree 66% 43% -22% 

The Town should post "Welcome to the Town of 
Oregon" street signs at roads entering the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 25% 15% -10% 

The Town should honor its farming history and the 
current farm families actively farming. Agree/Str. Agree 68% 70% 2% 

The Town Center should include community 
gathering areas. Agree/Str. Agree 49% 42% -7% 

The Town should develop its communication 
networks to maximize the exchange of information 
between govt. and residents. 

Agree/Str. Agree 74% 67% -7% 

The Town should arrange periodic info. sessions for 
residents on topics including taxes, zoning, and other 
topics. 

Agree/Str. Agree 81% 83% 2% 

Community Strengths That Should Be Preserved:      

Farmland Selected 50% 76% 27% 
Local cemeteries Selected 2% 15% 13% 
Low population density Selected 58% 51% -7% 
Natural areas Selected 75% 60% -15% 
Park lands Selected 36% 20% -15% 
Schools Selected 44% 39% -5% 
Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) Selected 22% 21% -1% 
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Table 6.6. Difference between Farmland Owners vs. Other Residents 

Variable Indicator Farm 
Owners 

No 
Farm Difference 

Community Aspects that the Town Should Address:         
Attractions to bring people here Selected 15% 12% -3% 
Businesses located here Selected 40% 35% -5% 
Community gathering facilities Selected 35% 27% -8% 
Farmers actively farming Selected 60% 76% 16% 
Lack of downtown area, commercial district Selected 27% 28% 1% 
Population density Selected 49% 35% -14% 
          

HOUSING 

Residential Status         
Own single-family house — non-farm residence Selected 97% 30% -67% 
Own single-family house — farm residence Selected 1% 57% 56% 
Rent home Selected 0% 1% 1% 
Live with parents, family, or friends who are the 
owners Selected 0% 0% 0% 

Own property but do not live in the Town of Oregon Selected 1% 12% 12% 
Where Residential Growth Should Occur:      

Near Village of Oregon boundaries Selected 51% 53% 2% 
In new subdivisions Selected 17% 12% -5% 
Scattered along Town and County roads Selected 13% 13% 0% 
Clustered in farming areas Selected 1% 5% 4% 
In new subdivisions adjacent to existing subdivisions Selected 31% 40% 9% 
Residential growth should not occur in the Town Selected 27% 23% -4% 
No opinion Selected 9% 8% -1% 

Preference for Design of New Housing:      

Traditional Design Selected 31% 38% 7% 
Cluster Design Selected 69% 62% -7% 

Residential Growth over the Next 15 Years:      

The Town of Oregon should restrict new housing 
development. Agree/Str. Agree 63% 59% -3% 

Housing development should occur primarily in the 
Village of Oregon, not in the Town. Agree/Str. Agree 66% 67% 1% 

The Town of Oregon should encourage housing 
development as a way to increase tax revenue. Agree/Str. Agree 34% 30% -4% 

The Town of Oregon should allow building a second 
home on a property. Agree/Str. Agree 40% 57% 18% 

The Town should encourage increased density and 
smaller lots to expand housing availability. Agree/Str. Agree 25% 26% 1% 
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Table 6.7. Difference between Farmland Owners vs. Other Residents 

Variable Indicator Farm 
Owners 

No 
Farm Difference 

TRANSPORTATION 

Opinions on New Bicycle Routes:         
Paved bike lanes should be created on street 
shoulders when a street is being repaved. Agree/Str. Agree 65% 48% -17% 

Designated bike paths should be built to connect to 
the Oregon Rotary Trail and the Badger State Trail. Agree/Str. Agree 76% 47% -29% 

Bike lanes should be established on existing streets 
with signage and striping. Agree/Str. Agree 53% 33% -20% 

Tax Increases for Transportation Infrastructure:      

Maintenance of existing roadways Support 59% 43% -16% 
Improving existing roadways Support 53% 37% -17% 
Developing bike lanes Support 43% 18% -24% 
Expanding the bike trail network Support 54% 23% -31% 
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SURVEY INSTRUMENT 
 
 
March 2025 
 

Dear resident, 

The Town of Oregon is conducting a survey of residents to gather input on the future 
direction of our community. Your input is critical in this process. Survey responses will be 
used to help guide vision planning, future comprehensive plans, and ongoing policy 
making.  
 
We expect it will take you no more than 15 minutes to complete this survey. Please provide 
your input by completing the attached survey and returning it using the postage-paid 
envelope included. We ask that an adult member (age 18+) of your household fill out the 
questionnaire. 
 
The Survey Research Center (SRC) at the University of Wisconsin – River Falls is 
conducting the survey on our behalf. Your response will be treated in a completely 
confidential manner1. The SRC will combine all responses, and results will be available in 
summarized form only. Your name will not be associated with your responses to survey 
questions.  
 
After you submit your survey response, if you would like to discuss the survey or Vision 
2040 project with a Town official or staff member, please contact us via the Town of Oregon 
website at www.townoforegonwi.gov/contact-us. Please stay up to date on Town activities 
by subscribing to the Town’s email list for notifications of Town news and events. Sign up 
by navigating to www.townoforegonwi.gov/subscribe-to-updates. 
 
Thank you for your time and input. 
 
The Town of Oregon Board 

If another member of the household would also like 
to participate, please access the 
digital version of the survey by typing 
www.tinyurl.com/townoforegonwi 
into an internet browser or by using 
a device to click on the QR code:  
 

 

 
 
 
 

 
1 This research has been approved by UW-River Fall’s Institutional Review Board (IRB# FY2025-42). 
Participation in this survey is voluntary, and you can stop at any time. If you choose not to participate or stop 
participating, or skip any questions, there will be no negative consequences to you. Participation will not 
expose you to any risk beyond the normal level of stress that is encountered in your daily routine. If you have 
concerns about the study, please contact Greg Ruegsegger, Chair of the IRB, at irb@uwrf.edu. 
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Fill the circle that most closely matches your opinion about the following 
questions 

1. In general, how satisfied are you with the quality of life in the Town of Oregon? 
Very satisfied Satisfied Neither satisfied nor dissatisfied Dissatisfied Very dissatisfied 

O O O O O 
 

2. From the following list, select the THREE most important reasons you and your family choose to live in the 
Town of Oregon. Select three only. 

O Agriculture O Availability of land parcels of 5 + acres O Born and raised here 
O Cost of housing O Low crime rate O Natural features and open space 
O Near family and friends O Near job or employment opportunity O Property taxes 
O Proximity to urban center O Quality of the local natural environment O Quality of neighborhoods 
O Quality of the school system O Small town atmosphere or rural lifestyle O Recreational opportunities 

 

3. Indicate your level of agreement with each of the following statements about the Town of Oregon. 

 Strongly 
agree Agree Neither agree 

nor disagree Disagree Strongly 
disagree N/A 

a. The Town is a good place to raise a family. O O O O O O 
b. Seniors can live safely, independently, and 

comfortably in the Town of Oregon. O O O O O O 

c. Preserving and celebrating our community’s 
history is important to my quality of life. O O O O O O 

d. The overall character of the Town of Oregon 
should continue to be much like it is today.  O O O O O O 

e. The Town of Oregon should grow to 
accommodate more homes and people. O O O O O O 

f. The Town should grow to accommodate more 
businesses and commercial lots.  O O O O O O 

 

4. The Town of Oregon provides weekly garbage pickup service and bi-weekly recycling service. What is your 
preference for the frequency of recycling pickup service? 

O Prefer weekly (more frequent) O Prefer bi-weekly (current schedule) O No preference 
 

5. Rate the quality of each of the following services/facilities available to the Town of Oregon residents. 
 Excellent Good Fair Poor Don’t know/ 

No opinion 
a. Airstrips O O O O O 
b. Cell service O O O O O 
c. Fire protection and EMS/ambulance services O O O O O 
d. Garbage and recycling service O O O O O 
e. High speed internet and broadband service O O O O O 
f. Parks and recreation O O O O O 
g. Police and law enforcement O O O O O 
h. Street and road maintenance and repair O O O O O 
i. Street and road plowing and treatment O O O O O 
j. Town Govt.: Clerk’s office, voting, permits, etc. O O O O O 
k. Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) O O O O O 
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6. How important is it for the Town of Oregon to plan for or preserve each of the following: 

 Very 
important Important Somewhat 

important 
Not at all 
important 

No 
opinion 

a. Air quality O O O O O 
b. An environmentally sustainable community that meets 

current residents’ resource needs without 
compromising the need of future generations 

O O O O O 

c. Cemetery space O O O O O 
d. Good farmland O O O O O 
e. Groundwater quality  O O O O O 
f. Historic and cultural sites O O O O O 
g. Hunting and fishing areas O O O O O 
h. Lakes, rivers, and streams O O O O O 
i. Open space O O O O O 
j. Reduced stormwater runoff and flooding O O O O O 
k. Wetlands O O O O O 
l. Wildlife habitat and existing natural corridors O O O O O 

 

7. How important is each of the following statements regarding land use and planning in the Town of Oregon. 

 Very 
important Important Somewhat 

important 
Not at all 
important 

No 
opinion 

a. Maintaining the Town’s rural, agricultural landscape O O O O O 
b. Community planning and zoning to guide where and 

how development should occur O O O O O 

c. Using or developing land is determined by 
landowners O O O O O 

d. Protecting resident quality of life and property 
values from impacts of activities or development on 
neighboring properties 

O O O O O 

e. Requiring new development to pay fees to help 
defray costs of roads, parks, and other public 
services associated with that development  

O O O O O 

f. Encouraging new commercial enterprises within the 
Town to increase the tax base and local jobs O O O O O 

g. Ensuring that proposed developments consider the 
look and feel of the neighborhood O O O O O 

 

8. How important is it for the Town of Oregon to seek agreements with the City of Fitchburg, Village of 
Brooklyn, and Village of Oregon on future land use and growth?  

Very important Important Somewhat important Not at all important No opinion 
O O O O O 

 

9. Town of Oregon property owners can apply for annexation of their property that is contiguous to either the 
City of Fitchburg, Village of Brooklyn, or Village of Oregon. Should the Town of Oregon consider mechanisms 
to avoid annexation? 

Yes, if it does not 
increase residents’ 

property taxes. 

Yes, even if it 
increases residents’ 

property taxes. 

No, we need more housing and 
commercial development, and it 

should be in the Village.  

No, it is the property 
owners’ decisions to 

make.  

No 
opinion 

O O O O O 
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10. How concerned are you about the Village of Oregon annexing Town of Oregon property? 
Very concerned Concerned Somewhat concerned Not at all concerned No opinion 

O O O O O 
 
 

11. Indicate your level of agreement with the following statements regarding agriculture and land use in the 
Town of Oregon. 

 Strongly 
agree Agree Neither agree 

nor disagree Disagree Strongly 
disagree N/A 

a. Quarry operations are consistent with the 
Town’s agricultural and rural character. O O O O O O 

b. Converting farmland to non-farm uses is 
consistent with the Town’s agricultural 
and rural character.  

O O O O O O 

c. Marketing agricultural products locally is 
consistent with the Town’s agricultural 
and rural character.  

O O O O O O 

d. Conflicts between farms, commercial 
operations, and neighbors (dust, noise, 
traffic, odors) are common in the Town.  

O O O O O O 

e. Solar farming is consistent with the 
Town’s agricultural and rural character. O O O O O O 

 

12. Which of the following statements best describes your future as a resident of the Town of Oregon.  
I anticipate still living in the 
Town of Oregon in 2040.  

I anticipate moving elsewhere 
between now and 2040. 

I am considering a move elsewhere 
but have not decided.  

Not 
sure.  

O O O O 
 

13. Indicate your level of agreement with the following statements concerning community services, projects, 
and initiatives offered in the Town of Oregon over the next 15 years. 

 Strongly 
agree 

Somewhat 
agree 

Neither agree 
nor disagree 

Somewhat  
disagree 

Strongly 
disagree 

a. The Town should celebrate the diversity of farm, 
rural, and neighborhood residents.  O O O O O 

b. The Town should allow ATV/UTV traffic on Town 
roads.  O O O O O 

c. The Town should support residents’ attempts to 
adapt to the local effects of climate change. O O O O O 

d. The Town should post “Welcome to the Town of 
Oregon” street signs at roads entering the Town.  O O O O O 

e. The Town should honor it farming history and 
the current farm families actively farming.  O O O O O 

f. The Town Center should include community 
gathering areas.  O O O O O 

g. The Town should develop its communication 
networks to maximize the exchange of 
information between Town govt and residents.  

O O O O O 

h. The Town should arrange periodic information 
sessions for residents on topics including taxes, 
property, zoning, and other topics.  

O O O O O 
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14. The following statements suggest future directions for the Town of Oregon community. Please indicate 
your level of agreement for each when considering the Town in 2040 (15 years into the future). 

 Strongly 
agree 

Somewhat 
agree 

Neither agree 
nor disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Strongly 
disagree 

a. The Town has increased in population. O O O O O 
b. Agricultural lands are used for a variety of 

farming enterprises.   O O O O O 

c. Natural areas have been preserved and 
enhanced.   O O O O O 

d. There is housing available for first-time 
buyers.   O O O O O 

e. There are senior apartments available.  O O O O O 
f. There is multi-generational housing available.  O O O O O 
g. There is housing that allows aging in place.  O O O O O 
h. There is housing available for young families.  O O O O O 
i. There is a network of bike routes and paths 

connecting the Town to neighboring 
communities.  

O O O O O 

j. There are recreational opportunities available 
for youth and adults.  O O O O O 

k. There are a variety of small, local businesses 
operating within the Town.  O O O O O 

l. Larger agricultural businesses have chosen to 
locate in the Town.  O O O O O 

m. The Town has pursued fiber-to-premises 
broadband internet for all households.  O O O O O 

n. There are a variety of tourism and recreation-
oriented businesses in the Town.  O O O O O 

 

15. How important to you is each of the following Town of Oregon services? 

 Very 
important Important Somewhat 

important 
Not at all 
important 

No 
opinion 

a. Fire protection and EMS / Ambulance 
Services O O O O O 

b. Police and law enforcement services O O O O O 
c. Street and road maintenance and repair O O O O O 
d. Street and road plowing and treatment O O O O O 
e. Parks and recreation O O O O O 
f. Garbage and recycling pick up O O O O O 
g. Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) O O O O O 
h. High speed internet / Broadband service O O O O O 
i. Cell service O O O O O 
j. Town government services (Clerk’s office, 

voting, permits, etc.) O O O O O 
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16. Indicate your level of agreement with the following statements concerning services offered by the Town of 
Oregon over the next 15 years. 

 Strongly 
agree 

Somewhat 
agree 

Neither agree 
nor disagree 

Somewhat 
disagree 

Strongly 
disagree 

a. The current Town Hall and Garage facilities are 
on land that the Village may eventually annex. 
The Town should purchase land to build and own 
a new Town Hall and Garage to accommodate 
staff offices, resident services, and operations.  

O O O O O 

b. The Town should reduce use of salt on roads for 
winter de-icing, based on protocols 
recommended by the WI Saltwise program.    

O O O O O 

c. The Town should expand and improve yard 
waste composting facilities.    O O O O O 

d. The Town should increase taxes to pay for 
increased services and facilities.  O O O O O 

 

17. Community Strengths — From the following list, select the THREE most important strengths of the Town of 
Oregon that you believe we should most preserve and/or build upon. Select three only. 

O Farmland O Schools 
O Local cemeteries O Town of Oregon Refuse Center (TORC) 
O Low population density O Other 1, please specify:  __________________________ 
O Natural areas O Other 2, please specify: __________________________ 
O Park lands O Other 3, please specify:  __________________________ 

 

18. From the following list, select the THREE most important aspects of our community that you believe the 
Town should address or support. Select three only. 

O Attractions to bring people here O Lack of downtown area, commercial district 
O Businesses located here O Other 1, please specify:  __________________________ 
O Community gathering facilities O Other 2, please specify: __________________________ 
O Farmers actively farming O Other 3, please specify:  __________________________ 
O Population density    

 

19. What is your residential status in the Town of Oregon? Select all that apply.  
O Own single-family house – non-farm residence O Live with parents, family, or friends who are the owners 
O Own single-family house – farm residence O Own property but do not live in the Town of Oregon 
O Rent home O Other: ______________________ 

 

20. Regarding the design of new housing in the Town, would you prefer: Option A — housing built in a 
traditional design with larger individual lots and no open space; or Option B — an open space/cluster 
design with smaller individual lots and open space that is permanently preserved? Both options in this 
example contain the same number of housing lots. 

Option A 
O 

 

 

Option B 
O 
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21. Where in the Town do you prefer residential growth to occur? Select all that apply. 
O In new subdivisions O In new subdivisions adjacent to existing subdivisions 
O Near Village of Oregon boundaries O Scattered along Town and County roads 
O Clustered in farming areas O No opinion 
O Residential growth should not occur in the Town 

 

22. Indicate your level of agreement regarding residential growth in the Town of Oregon over the next 15 
years. 

 Strongly 
agree 

Somewhat 
agree 

Neither agree 
nor disagree 

Somewhat  
disagree 

Strongly 
disagree 

a. The Town of Oregon should restrict new 
housing development.  O O O O O 

b. Housing development should occur primarily 
in the Village of Oregon, not in the Town.  O O O O O 

c. The Town of Oregon should encourage 
housing development as a way to increase 
tax revenue. 

O O O O O 

d. The Town of Oregon should allow building a 
second home on a property.  O O O O O 

e. The Town of Oregon should encourage 
increased density and smaller lots to expand 
housing availability.  

O O O O O 

 

23. Would you support or oppose tax increases for the following? 
 Support Neutral / Not sure Oppose 

a. Maintenance of existing roadways  O O O 

b. Improving existing roadways  O O O 

c. Developing bike lanes  O O O 

d. Expanding the bike trail network O O O 
 

24. To what extent do you agree with the following statements concerning bicycle routes? 

 
Strongly 
agree Agree Neither agree 

nor disagree Disagree Strongly 
disagree 

a. Paved bike lanes should be created on street 
shoulders when a street is being repaved.  O O O O O 

b. Designated bike paths should be built to 
connect to the Oregon Rotary Trail and the 
Badger State Trail.  

O O O O O 

c. Bike lanes should be established on existing 
streets with signage and striping.  O O O O O 

 

DEMOGRAPHICS 

 

25. How long have you lived in the Town of Oregon? 
Property owner only.  

I do not live in the Town. 
Less than 
one year 

1—5  
years 

6—10  
years 11—20 years More than 20 

years 
O O O O O O 

 

26. How do you identify your gender?  
Man Woman Non-binary Prefer not to answer Prefer to self-describe: ________________ 

O O O O O 
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27. What is your age? 
18-24  25-34  35-44  45-54  55-64  65-74  75+ 

O O O O O O O 
 

28. What is your employment status? 
Employed 
full-time 

Employed 
part-time 

Self-
employed 

Not employed, 
looking for work 

Not employed, not 
looking for work Retired Prefer not to 

disclose 
O O O O O O O 

 

29. If you own land in the Town of Oregon, please indicate the total number of acres you own. 
Do not own land in 
the Town of Oregon 

Less than 
1 acre 

1—2 
acres 

3—5 
acres 

6—20 
acres 

21—34 
acres 

35—100 
acres 

101—200 
acres 

More than 
200 acres 

O O O O O O O O O 
 

30. Do you own farmland in the Town of Oregon? Select all that apply. 
No, I don’t own  

farmland in the Town Own and farm agricultural land Own agricultural land and 
contract out farming 

O O O 
 

31. Including you, how many adults and children are in your household?  
 0  1  2  3  4  5+ 

Adults (18 or older) O O O O O O 
Children (under 18) O O O O O O 

 

32. What was your approximate household income in 2024? Include income from all sources such as 
employment, farming, public programs (e.g. Social Security), etc. 

Less than 
$15,000 

$15,000 - 
$25,000 

$25,001 - 
$50,000 

$50,001 - 
$75,000 

$75,001 - 
$100,000 

$100,001 - 
$150,000 

More than 
$150,000 

O O O O O O O 
 

OPEN-ENDED COMMENT AND FEEDBACK (optional) 
In this section, you are welcome to provide more details about or clarification of your survey answers, offer ideas 
or comments related to the Town’s Vision 2040 project, suggest topics and perspectives that were not covered 
in the survey questions, and provide any other feedback. 

 

Please also consider these questions: If you could be transported to the Town of Oregon in the year 2040, what 
would the Town be like? What would be similar to today in 15 years, and what would be different? What would 
be better? What would not be better? What should we do today to make living in the Town better in 2040? 
 

 

 

 

 

 
 

THANK YOU FOR COMPLETING THE SURVEY 
Please return the survey in the postage-paid envelope provided.
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LIST OF OPEN-ENDED COMMENTS 
 
Growth and Rural Character 

I would like to see a town that cares to include goals related to diversity and inclusion in their 
mission, this is a very nice place to live and I would like to see that in 15 years we have more 
diverse neighbors, enjoying what this community has to offer. Also, I would be saddened to see 
new build developments eating up the natural spaces - like those in the village. 

Growth is important, but making sure it is controlled to maintain our natural resources, small and 
local business, quality of life is critical. 

In 2040 would hope to have strong agricultural base in the Town with maintenance and expansion 
of natural areas. While the population may be anticipated to increase some the density should 
remain low. I do not see business or commercial development in the Town as that should be 
part of the Village which by 2040 undoubtedly will be the City. 

I hope very much that the Township will have a similar feel to today in 2040. 

Keep it the same! 

Keep Oregon small and well maintained 

Keep the town as is! It would be wonderful if, in 2040, I could drive around the town and see that 
nothing has changed. 

Our population is aging with fewer young families moving in. 

Stay the same. 

The level of noise pollution from small aircraft, powered parachutes, motorcycles, and vehicles has 
become a significant issue and negatively impacts the quality of life that made living in the 
town attractive. 

The population must stay low to preserve the character and quality of life in the town 

The Town of Oregon should try to maintain what we have today. Obviously, the will be growth in 
the next 15 years but to try and preserve what we have today is what will make the area 
enjoyable to live in. I am in favor of growth, but it should be implemented in a way that tries 
to preserve the area as it is. 

Village must not expand beyond current limits, it is already too large. 

We hope that the town will be very similar to what it is now in 2040. Our children may want to live 
here after we have passed on. 

I like the feel of the Town, however we are seeing more and more traffic on town roads, as people 
commute to Madison. The Town does need to grow, and any development should be 
responsible for incorporating infrastructure, not the current residents. We have numerous bike 
riders using the Town roads, it would behoove us to add a bike lane where and whenever 
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possible. Is there any way to target bike riders to help fray the cost of bike paths/lanes. A wheel 
tax of some sort or a license of some type. 

I'm in favor of limited, smart growth, with large lots. We shouldn't lose too much of our farmland. I 
would pay higher taxes to ensure we aren't overrun with new housing or lose our agricultural 
and outdoor land. 

In the future, I hope that the town will be more connected to other communities through recreation, 
while maintaining open space in farmland and implementing smaller residential subdivisions 
spread out as to not have an urban feel 

Residents would be required to keep their land according to ordinances (IE no excessive junk on 
properties and yards maintained). There would be plenty of parks with hiking, biking and trail 
systems. Residential development would be the same as today with no new developments which 
take up green space. Better connection of sidewalks to the Village of Oregon. Increased 
commercial corridor would be in the Village and not the town 

The same environment. 

Dane County is rapidly growing as is our core city Madison as well as the surrounding ring of 
villages, including Village of Oregon. The rural towns are not growing as fast and I do not 
anticipate them to grow as fast. We should encourage growth in our cities and villages and 
maintain our agriculture base to provide food and fiber. This will be a combination of large 
farms and smaller specialized farms like Carandale and the orchards on Alpine Road. 

This is a huge opportunity for the Town to gather input and achieve a great balance for all the 
residents of Oregon. Change is inevitable, but that does not mean that it has to be a negative. 
The Town is located around great job centers. The overall tax base of the Town can be 
managed to achieve growth while also building resilient infrastructure so that long-term costs 
can be controlled. If you build quality subdivisions like Hampton Hills and Raven Oaks there 
is relatively low maintenance cost but an increased tax base that can help support the 
infrastructure throughout the rest of the Town. 

Without proper growth the Town of Oregon will not be sustainable in the near future. Property taxes 
will continue out of control. 

Focus on the town hall for a central information/service hub. Signage to direct new people and 
visitors to promote an enjoyable town experience. 

The town is being annexed by the Village of Oregon and therefore needs to increase new 
construction to maintain/ increase that Dose to provide needed services/ revenue. Increased 
revenue would lessen the need to borrow funds for general maintenance and town services. 

I think a town center (like the Paoli mill) would be nice and would grow small businesses. Something 
should be done about baking safety on roads - the roads are narrow and winding, and cars go 
very fast around curves, plus there can be a lot of bikers! I would not like to see a bunch of 
new large subdivisions be built, they ruin town character. smaller groupings of homes could 
be built more tastefully, without ruining the character. 

We moved here from CA. We were attracted to the land and spacing, knowing we weren't too far 
from town or big cities. It's the perfect middle ground. There aren't a lot of places that can 
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claim that, and that is what makes Oregon such an ideal and attractive place to live. Small 
towns that continue to grow unchecked lose their history, their charm. There are other ways 
to grow than in population. In 15 years, I hope that the businesses grow and thrive and that 
population remains relatively a happy medium to honor the balance of natural land and 
community. That it is someplace I want to grow old in, and can be glad to have chosen this 
town as our place to raise our family. 

I have enjoyed living here for more than 50 years. My children received an excellent education’s 
primary importance. Live in a rural development with the best neighbors and am grateful each 
day for my quality of life. Close enough to urban amenities and am able to walk out my door 
and have a good, long hike in the woods. I would hope someone would be able to say the same 
in 2040 

I live here because of the rural, non-crowded feel. That should not change. 

I really like the rural feel of our town and how it is not commercialized with chain stores/restaurants. 
I grew up in a small Wisconsin town of 2,700 people, so I am biased of course :) 

I think our strengths lie in our rural setting and history. I understand the need for development and 
growth, but am deeply saddened to see huge apartment blocks eat up beautiful natural settings, 
such as one finds along Irish Lane, and on MM. Imagine a community of housing built around 
green space, with a "barn" community building, community gardens, connecting bike trails, 
and businesses that would support and thrive in such a community. 

I would hope that the town would still be beautiful; that Union Rd, Glenway Rd, Tipperary Rd, and 
CRC A and D would continue to attract bicyclists for their rural character. I would hope that 
the town would not disappear as a result of incursions from the surrounding communities, the 
addition of sprawling subdivisions within the town, an expanded commercial presence, or a 
peppering of overbuilt estates throughout the countryside. 

I would prefer maintaining the small town, rural feel of the town by restricting development and 
maintaining natural spaces. Increased taxes are preferable to increased residents to maintain 
the town as it is now. 

I’d like the town of Oregon to continue to be a great place to raise a family, with parks and excellent 
schools. I think it’s important to create housing opportunities for others as well as keep the 
feel of being a small town, with lower taxes and a more rural lifestyle, while still attracting 
business to our area. 

Ideally very similar to how it is today. Without Village of Oregon annexation. Mostly farmland 
without invasion of subdivisions, solar farms and high density housing. A rural community 
with affordable taxes. 

If people wanted to have all the amenities of city/village living, that’s where they would choose to 
live. People chose rural/country for a reason. Larger lots, more trees, nature, less people and 
more space. Keep that spirit alive in the town of Oregon. 

Important to preserve rural characteristics 

Maintain population density to keep rural feel. 

Maintaining the Town's rural character and identity is very important. 
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Please keep the Town rural, open and green. 

Please maintain the current rural character and don't develop further. Look at how Fitchburg is 
being ruined. 

Population expansion should come from the Village of Oregon, if necessary. The majority of the 
Township should remain rural. 

Protect the towns borders from being annexed. Make it so people want to keep their property in the 
town when they sell their land instead of annexing to a nearby village. Add some subdivisions 
to increase tax base. Keep rural feel-enough neighboring communities have businesses. 

The Town Board faces tough decisions which are made more difficult due to the State of Wisconsin's 
restrictions on the ability of local governments to raise revenue and enact local priorities. As 
much as possible, I would like the Town to retain its rural character and avoid housing 
development. I think the Town should consider raising tax bills if needed rather than reducing 
Town services and quality of life and sometimes this costs residents less (example: the cost to 
residents for Pelleteri's services vs. the cost when it was done by TORC). 

The Town of Oregon should do everything in its power to remain a rural haven. 

The town of Oregon should remain rural and not encourage more residential builds 

This was a rural farming community. I strongly feel it should remain that way. 

We are hoping the Town of Oregon can continue its rural/agricultural feel for the foreseeable future. 
We bought land here to farm and to also rent for farmlands. We would like to add to our 
acreage of FARM acres, but it is too expensive to do so as everyone thinks their land will be 
the next big "development" land. 

We moved to Swann Creek in Fitchburg 20 years ago because of the closeness to Madison while still 
providing a smaller town feel. The DNR hunting land was still used regularly by hunters and 
the Northeast Neighborhood had not been developed. We moved out eight years ago as the 
density increased and the subsequent challenges occurred. It is rare to find the combination of 
a rural area in close proximity to an urban area such as the Town of Oregon to Madison. I 
feel if I were looking out to 2040, I would like the Town to retain nearly all the rural character 
it has today. Sometimes we mistake that to make living in the Town better means things should 
change. I would argue the way to make the Town better in 2040 would be to maintain its 
population density and character of today despite the pressures otherwise. There are 
communities all around us that will continue to develop farmland into residential developments 
and business parks. I would love that what made us unique was maintaining why people moved 
to the Town of Oregon to begin with. 

We should preserve the rural feel of our community. We should focus on larger lots and preserving 
wooded areas if there is growth. A moderate amount of population growth would be OK. We 
should maintain our ability to recycle and dispose of natural waste at the torc or something 
similar. 

We waited patiently for years for a properly zoned piece of land to become available upon which we 
could build. We want to build our forever home in the Town because of its rural nature and 
charm. We love the local farmers and support their local farmstands. We love the small 
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community that knows each other well. We love and support the village too, but chose to make 
the Town our forever home BECAUSE of its dedication to preserving farmland and open space 
and tight-knit residents. The Town has always been so pro-farmland and rural lifestyle, it 
would break our hearts to have developments pop up and lose everything we waited so long to 
be a part of! 

Would like to see Dark Skies all over town. Would like to see small farms and open space. Any 
business would be small and rural directed or focused. Clean air and water. Non-polluting 
energy - solar, wind, geothermal, nuclear. Stable population. 

This survey has MANY ambiguous questions and many answers are determined by state, county, and 
local zoning regulations and laws which make many answers impossible to interpret. 
Obviously, certain changes will have to be made in the Town of Oregon - ie roads need to be 
maintained/upgraded as needed, trash collection updated as needed, etc. But many residents 
here I believe purchased their properties because of the current lifestyle and would like it to 
continue for many years. 

 

Housing and Development 

I don't necessarily see the need to keep Town of Oregon separate from Village as long as the zoning 
is used so that there would still be open areas of farmland with residential housing 
communities and light business scattered in between. Even with increased need for housing, 
people still need areas of less density just to be able to breathe. The trick of course is how is 
the cost of services allocated among closely packed populations who have the greater use/need 
of those services and folks who hardly need them at all. 

I'd rather see the town establish a business park in a strategic location, then allow businesses 
(especially mfg or commercial) to pop up just anywhere. 

The Town should limit new buildings - limit new housing, limit new businesses, limit developments. 

I am pretty sure the developers and investors will try to bribe or force their way to develop the town 
lands and unfortunately some may succeed. 

I own a parcel adjacent to the village. There is one house which I rent to my sister. I am exploring 
a conservation easement for the 5 acres that were previously used as a hayfield and are now 
being developed as a prairie restoration project. 

I would like to see less sprawl. build in neighborhoods but don't pack them in. Don't force farmers 
out of their property just to build a neighborhood. don't be stingy on the lot size. Make it safe 
for bikers on the roads (they don't seem to want to travel on the bike paths. 

I’m proud of the community we live in. While I want to see it grow and kept up, I am fearful of it 
growing too rapidly. My family has deep farming roots and this is what attracted us to the 
community and our property to begin with. As urban sprawl continues south from Madison, it 
challenges the identities and benefits of our smaller communities. I feel it is the Town’s  
responsibility to protect this way of living. While I do want to see our community continue to 
grow and prosper, it needs to be done mindfully and at a pace that will protect our identity. 
Just because something is the new normal in Madison or even the Village of Oregon, it does 
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not mean we need to feel pressured to adapt to it. If potential residents want a more urban feel, 
there’s plenty of other communities closer to Madison for them. 

More competition for restaurants and bars with many having opened and closed. More parks with 
bathroom facilities on/in all neighborhoods and border areas as well as easy access to and 
from areas ....with no gated communities and plenty of police or security throughout 

Please do not make it non-stop subdivisions like Fitchburg. 

Please end quarry operations. 

Preserve farmland and avoid building large apartment complexes or town houses. 

The quarry should not be allowed to expand. They violate the agreements in place by operating as 
early as 6 am in summer and on weekends. Calling to complain each time they are in violation 
shouldn't be the responsibility of residents. They know they are violating the rules, and I think 
our Town should police them regularly. They are a nuisance. 

The way things are going right now there will be subdivisions destroying every open space. Country 
living will be a thing of the past. I live where I do because I’m in the country. Please don’t 
bring a subdivision and increased traffic to me. 

We do not need to duplicate what is already in the Village of Oregon. People moving to the Town of 
Oregon should accept it for what it is and not try to change it to adapt to their lifestyle. My 
new younger neighbors complain of the lack of conveniences. Then why move here? If you 
want urban conveniences, move to urban areas. Farming needs to be protected and 
encouraged. 

Any new developments will follow a low-density, eco-conscious model, integrating green spaces, 
walking trails, and community gardens. 

Growth in both the village and the township are inevitable. However, so is the need for open space. 
Recent large scale developments, like Bergamont are, in my opinion, inappropriate with 
regard to scale, land-use, density, resource utilization and aquifer impacts. High end sprawl 
is still sprawl. Cluster development with maximum preservation of open land, as well as 
policies that encourage density in the village and walkability/ bike ability would be possible 
solutions to the inevitable growth pressures that will occur. To leave the determination of 
future growth--in the village or the township--to the vagaries of developers' self-interest and 
"the market" would be a missed opportunity and a huge mistake. 

I prefer open space to new upscale housing developments. 

I propose pausing the construction of homes and apartments for a couple of years. This pause would 
provide the community with time to adjust to the rapid population growth. 

Love the Dog Park at Anderson Farms and the new Library in the village. Those were examples of 
good additions and smart development. 

New housing developments should be connected to the existing infrastructure of the sewer and water 
in the Village of Oregon. 
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Open land and natural resources are very important. We don’t favor housing development in the 
Town. 

We moved here to be close enough to convinces, but far enough away from others. Now housing is 
slowly encroaching on our place. If housing continues to build closer to our place we will be 
moving out of the area. 

We moved to the township because of the ability to have a hobby farm with livestock and space. I’d 
prefer more land stay consistent with single families homes and acreage but recognize that 
limited residential development will help provide an adequate tax base. Surrounding 
development with protected park and wildlife land will ensure that we don’t see too much 
development that ruins that character of this area. It would be nice if we were able to develop 
a second residence at our property because of the needs of our aging parents or perhaps adult 
children after high school. I’d much prefer this approach versus tearing down a farmhouse to 
build a multi generational home. 

We need to be thoughtful about expansion and development. If it's planned well it can match the look 
and feel of the community. But when it's haphazard it can be an eyesore. 

What we really like about the town is that we have space to breathe and enjoy our home without 
excessive noise or development. It is very important to us that taxes remain low, and that the 
town resist the high density housing that seems to be popping up everywhere. We live in a 
neighborhood that’s fairly isolated, it would be helpful if there were bike paths that families 
could safely use to get into Town or elsewhere. Biking on the county highways is just too 
dangerous. Something that we see as a general problem is that everything is getting too 
expensive and that only wealthy people will be able to afford living here in the future. I would 
love to see affordable family homes in this area for middle income earners, right now it seems 
that the housing or land availability favors the rich or existing landowners. 

Try to stop the village from taking land!! You have to become more than a township to prevent this. 
More police on roads the village is sending cars. Trucks more TRAFFIC. Keep development 
to a minimum. People like this area because it is rural. OUTSIDE of town. Quiet. 

More housing availability and sustained pro-active efforts to promote new businesses locating in 
the Town in order to maintain or reduce the tax burden for residents. Agreements with 
neighboring cities/villages regarding annexation issues. Substantive talks with the Village of 
Oregon regarding a merger in order to prevent unwanted annexation by others. Relocate the 
Town Hall and Shop/garage and utilize the sale proceeds of the current location to fund much 
of the costs involved. Invest in recreation areas. Be proactive in identifying specific areas for 
residential subdivision development ahead of time that can meet both goals of keeping ag land 
in ag and maintaining the rural feel of the Town. 

Nice quiet rural town that doesn’t get overtaken by housing developments. Hope it stays farming 
community 

The Town will still have a strong rural identity, but with strategic development focused on 
agriculture, conservation, and controlled residential expansion. 

We like the mix of the rural and village life in our area, with easy access to cultural/enrichment 
activities in surrounding communities. However there is a need for more senior housing 
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choices, that are affordable, along with services to support seniors. More small business 
opportunities would enhance the quality of life , and provide some variety and choices. 

We should not allow High Density McMansion developments to be constructed in The Town of 
Oregon. The Rural / Pro-Farming / undeveloped areas are what make town of Oregon special. 
We should not allow neighboring towns to annex ANY of our property. We strongly need road 
repairs on many rural roads which could lead to tax increases which we support. 

Using or Developing land is determined by the owners. Does this mean an owner could put a gun 
range on their property? Build a 2nd home? 

Also large lots to encourage residence with small business on same property. 

It needs to grow, bring in some business and more housing. 

I believe a second house on a large property should be allowed if occupants of the 2nd house are 
related to the owner of the first. I also think a limit to house square footage when applying for 
a building permit should be instituted. 

I feel strongly about being able to build a second house on my 14 acres so I can downsize and pass 
my large home on to my family 

1. Population density same but more diversity and some low income housing. 2. Roads better and 
safer. 3. Address garbage/refuse in and on roadsides and right of way areas due to garbage 
pickup service. 

I don't understand why new homes are so ridiculously large and expensive with no land and why 
they are built 10 feet apart. I consider this destruction, not development. Also, I worry about 
crime near low income apartments. 

I support the creation of affordable housing. 

I think Oregon (village and/or town) is going to need more assisted living or retirement-stepdown 
communities by 2040. It's also likely going to need more childcare facilities if we plan to build 
more homes. 

I would love to see farm fields preserved. I would also like mor housing in the town. I believe there 
are many wooded areas in our town that could be developed without affecting the rural 
life/landscape of the town. I believe they could be used to help create density units in the town 
and protect our farm fields.  

Increased Housing and support for economically struggling people. 

More homes here is good. We might as well benefit from the growing tax base vs other Towns or the 
Village. 

No more new housing. The town is getting crowded enough. Don’t force residents to pay for garbage 
pick up when they don’t want it. No bike lanes, bikers are a giant pain in the ass. 

We have loved living in the Town for over 35 years. We are currently considering our options for 
"aging in place.” It seems the only option within the Town would be to remodel our home 
which would mean an addition. Really wish there was an option similar to Raven Oaks 
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neighborhood available that offered availability for single family, or even multi-generational 
housing which will likely be an important part of housing solutions going forward. 

I dream of 1 acre+ home lots with ability to add second home by attaching to existing like a duplex 
to encourage extended family or aging family. Large residential lot to encourage use of 
gardening, solar and pets in keeping with rural life. (There is plenty of high density living in 
other parts of Dane Co) 

I would hope for our town board to seek to keep the Town of Oregon similar in its rural character, 
but allow for some residential expansion next to the Village of Oregon border or next to 
standing neighborhood developments. Keeping the open farm spaces is important to that rural 
character. To serve young families in the area, developing and maintaining more park areas 
is important. Knowing that some tax base has to be developed, judicious zoning for commercial 
or business development near the border of the Village of Oregon would probably be 
necessary. 

No new subdivisions!! No increase in residential housing stay with one lot for every 35 acres owned. 
Leave people alone. Let them have their privacy. Do not encourage more bicycles on rural 
roads 

Of course we as current homeowners would love for the town to remain rural. But none of my 
working kids, or their friends, can afford to buy homes. Being this close to growing Madison, 
we need to accommodate additional growth which helps make homes affordable. There is a 
dire shortage of housing and the larger area is growing. The Town needs to change from all 
rural and large lot for the sake of younger generations. 

Preserve rural feel, parks and open green space while encouraging housing for affordable housing. 
 

Facilities and Services 

I feel we need to keep a small community and our police need to drive through the township more. 
They never come through Fahey heights more and the snow removal has been unacceptable 
the few years. The township doesn't want to join the village. If the township is removed I will 
sell my property. I enjoy a quiet friendly small community. But people drive to fast in Fahey 
heights so it would be nice if the police came out here more to stop the speeding. 

Access to high speed internet and improved cell services would improve life in this area and be 
helpful for new businesses and developments. 

I wish curbside garbage services had never been adopted and that TORC had been expanded to 
include more opportunities for "trash" to be recycled and up-cycled (for clothes, bikes, intact 
furniture, hardware, etc.) and to have included a library of tools (not limited to gardening 
tools, but bike repair, construction, shop vacs, sewing machines, generators...all of . which 
could easily have been sourced via donations.) And in light of that.. transparency in local 
government operations to prevent conflicts or interest and to discourage unhanded 
manipulation by parties to influence outcomes. 

If I clean up my yard on a Sunday, I have to store my lawn waste for 6 days. If it rains during that 6 
days the lawn waste is wet and stinky and much harder to pack up and haul to the dump. 
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New centrally-located Town center/government facilities. Slightly increased density of housing. 
commercial development limited to ag businesses. No big stores. No conveniences/grocery 
stores. 

Extend hours for dropping off yard waste to include one day midweek, spring through fall. A few 
hours during that day. You should only need one attendant for this! 

Fiber needs to get here ASAP. 

I don't mind the at-home garbage collection situation now (instead of bringing it to the TORC), but 
I am paying a lot more for it now because we typically put garbage/recycling out only once a 
month. It would be great to find a better solution that doesn't also cost more; brighter minds 
than mine may come up with something better. 

I value the Oregon TORC. I do like having the ability to drop off items during the week as well as 
weekends. 

I would like recycling to be weekly in December. Too many overflowing bins during the Christmas 
season. 

On the garbage pick up - we have a 1000 foot gravel driveway, and already had a dumpster on the 
site - so being forced to sign up for additional pick up wasn't very helpful. I'm sure it's fine for 
others with a different situation. 

Recycling is not frequent enough. Provide two cans if necessary. 

Road maintenance in the Raven Oaks neighborhood is poor and getting worse. 

The area for brush and tree disposal can be somewhat chaotic and congested at times. Better traffic 
patterns would help. 

The scouts bring a lot of value to the community; can they have storage space? Can we get a space 
for community camping? 

The TORC availability is very poor since contracting with Pelliteri. It should accept all recycling 
and large items and have much better hours. 

The town should have a place to dump lawn waste 24/7 just like the Village of Oregon has. 

To make things better today, give more access to the recycling center/dump. Difficult for residents 
to get rid of refuse - cardboard, electronics, etc. 

TORC could have one area to allow lawn waste to be dumped at any time unmanned. Dropping off 
lawn waste only on Saturday mornings is inconvenient and the area is usually crowded and 
unorganized. 

We would like the TORC to be open more hours in the summer and fall. There just isn’t enough time 
in one day to haul all the yard waste, especially leaves in Autumn. 

We would like TORC hours increased, and open on additional days in the growing season and fall. 

Would like to see TORC trash/recycling be brought back / made optional instead of curbside. 
Curbside - would rather do recycling every week and trash every other (many produce more 
recycling than trash). Many things without strong opinions because it depends on what the 
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plans presented would look like. While we need support for EMS/Fire/Law enforcement, we 
need to make sure we continue to have access through neighboring communities - as we largely 
do today. 

Would love to see the TORC expand. I feel the Township is generally under good leadership, except 
for the inept failure of communication for the TORC. Much of the community thought trash 
pickup was a joke. Many of us are on very long driveways. I feel for seniors that were forced 
to push/pull bins to the road. 

Have lived in the town for over 40 years and loved it. The only problem that appeared was the weekly 
trash pick up replacing Torc. Someone should have their head examined . We just love seeing 
those lovely barrels be the homes. 

Would like a site (whether at TORC or elsewhere) to be open 24/7 for yard waste drop-off, such as 
in the Villages of Oregon and Brooklyn. Most homes in the Town have much larger yards than 
in the villages, and TORC has extremely limited hours for drop-off which often times are 
incompatible with our schedules. 

Better access to utilities like high speed internet and natural gas. Improved roadways 

High speed internet would be available 

I hope we have internet and better cell service than we do now. 

Internet omg. 

I would have preferred that township let individual households make the choice to contract for 
trash/recycling or make it an opt in program partially administered by the township. I already 
pay for large dumpster service so the curbside pick up is of no benefit to me and I feel like it 
has significantly increased the amount of litter along the rural roadways. I’ve personally seen 
trash fly through the air on windy days during the pickup process. I don’t understand why the 
township needed to provide this service versus allowing households to contract privately - 
maybe you can pull our resources and provide septic pump outs at lower cost next? 

I would like the town to have a wider view of the people that live in the community. We should not 
be divided by the political lines that seem to haunt the entire nation. Most of us choose to live 
in the town because it is a quieter life. We need to honor that with our views of environmental 
sustainability and wild spaces. A few examples of areas that the town needs to have a wider 
view...garbage, by paying a flat fee for garbage and recycling, we are rewarded people that 
throw a lot of things away. By paying per bag of garbage we are rewarded people who recycle 
and compost. I only have a bag of garbage every other month. We should I have to pay the 
same amount as someone that throws out four or five bags a week. Also...not being able to 
fight for our rural lifestyles...for instance not having a say about an asphalt plant in our 
backyards...that has destroyed our water quality. I now have arsenic in my water ever since 
the asphalt plant and gravel plant became part of our community. Find ways that generate 
income that are NOT destructive of our planet. 

More broadband options will increase rural property values. prefer this over higher density. 

Add 24/7 for TORC for yard compost or add a totally new drop off area. See if McKay Purple Cow 
would partner/sponsor. 
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Maintain services without increasing taxes. 

Re open the dump and let us haul our garbage there! The dumpsters at the end of my driveway are 
an eye sore. The additional taxes are a problem. Closing the dump was the worst public policy 
ever... 

We love living in the town of Oregon and feel the services provided at the town hall are excellent 
(especially the ease of voting and permits). We support things that are environmentally friendly 
and we enjoy the bike paths and parks that have been added. One thing that we hope to see in 
the future is hi speed internet and cable options as well as better cell service. We also would 
like to see Lincoln Road widened for the safety of walking and biking. We hope to also see 
more doggie parks. We support planned growth and are willing to increase taxes for more 
services. 

It would be nice to have additional staffing/equipment for snow removal. The town has a lot of 
ground to cover with only two plows/drivers, so often times it takes a long time for roads to be 
cleared adequately, and the snow is compacted down by traffic making it more difficult to 
clear. 

Plow roads very early morning, even on weekends. People work early shifts on weekends. 

Prioritize plowing dangerous hills. 

Seniors who need services ( including transportation) should live in areas those services already 
exist. Town of Oregon should not go out of our way to create those services. 

Sweep roads in Spring, especially after plows disturb new road surfaces and generate large amounts 
of gravel on roads. 

Village should not annex town hall, garage etc. Why do we need the expense of building new 
facilities? 

Oregon should have a brush drop off site that is open at all daylight hours, like the village does. 
Roads should be adequately maintained. 

No school questions. 

 

Biking Paths 

Farms that are various type service businesses more small housing developments better roads with 
safer intersections some bike paths on roads that make sense bikes on the hilly twisting roads 
seem unsafe and inefficient we all like those roads but don’t want to hurt anyone because we 
have to share them with bikes no priority to bikes in other words 

I would hope it would be similar to today, but with more bike lanes and a thriving downtown area 
that has an abundance of shops and dining options owned by small businesses owners 

Bike lanes on wider roads would be great! Bikers prefer not to go on the trails (they are too flat) it’s 
a real problem in our Sun Valley neighborhood. So many hills and too many bikers. Not a good 
combination! 
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I just moved to the town of Oregon and love the neighborhood feel here. I would love to see more 
bike paths and sidewalks so our neighborhood is more accessible for walking, especially when 
we have few hours of daylight in the winter. 

I live in Raven Oaks, and I would like to see the town work with the state to put in a sidewalk or bike 
path leading from the Badger State Trail parking lot on Purcell up Sayles Trail to the entrance 
to the Raven Oaks neighborhood. Sayles Trail is getting busier and busier with foot, bike and 
car traffic, and the shoulders are not suitable for pedestrians. Please help us make this short 
section of road safer for everyone. 

I would strongly support the expansion of bike trails to connect the town to the badger State Trail. I 
would also strongly support making bicycling throughout the town and into Fitchburg safer. I 
would hope that we prioritize our residents ability to enjoy natural spaces such as hiking trails 
similar to the Ice Age trail segments around here. 

More extensive bike trails connecting neighborhoods to other areas. Why would I envisions things 
getting worse? 

The biking connectivity could be better; existing roads should be modified to create wide area loops 
so people can take longer bike rides without fighting cars. Bike paths that connect the 
community to city center, kids can’t currently bike to town. 

This is a quiet place to raise a family. Its proximity close proximity to Madison provides the benefits 
like diverse food options and entertainment while being a nice and quiet respite from all that 
at home. One thing that’d really improve my quality of life is safer biking around town and 
connecting to trails that connect to Madison. 

We desperately need safe bike paths, some way to either hook into the Village of Oregon, Fitchburg, 
and/or State trails. Safe bike paths being paths a five-year old with his grandmother could use 
not safe enough for a bike-shorts biker who can go 30mph. Just a single dedicated bike trail 
from every major super-cluster of neighborhoods to a single other bike-friendly location would 
be golden. Don’t waste money putting painted lines on current roads with few exceptions the 
roads are too fast, narrow, and winding for bike paths; they work great for cars, but painting 
a bike path on them would just lead to people feeling bad for running over bikers. 

It would still be safe, friendly, separated from Fitchburg/Madison by substantial green space, 
prosperous, and great schools. It would be better by having paved, dedicated bike paths (not 
roadside) connecting to Madison, Stoughton, Verona, and Evansville. 

The bicyclist should use the bike trails that we have built and paid for their use. Bicyclist and fast 
moving cars do not mix well. I would like to see less bikes on our roads, not more. The 
property/school taxes are too high! Please help ! 

I would love to see more bike lanes and connections between current trails. I live off of Sun Valley 
Parkway and it is dangerous for bike riders, as well as drivers. A path to get from the town or 
village of Oregon to Paoli, along sun valley parkway, is critical. It would also promote visitors 
coming into town if bike paths were accessible and had good connectivity. I think it would also 
promote more people using the bike paths and trails if they were added. In terms of new 
neighborhoods, I see value in both option A and option B for the new developments. I do think 
that the Town of Middleton has done a good job of building neighborhoods with slightly larger 
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lots that also incorporate walking/biking paths and open/park spaces built into the 
neighborhoods. That is attractive for many home buyers/builders in a new development. 

Bike traffic should be limited to bike trails, not on the narrow, winding, hilly roads that don't even 
have shoulders. 

Do not spend any money on bikers 

Get bikes off Lincoln Road, allow ATVs on roads (so stupid we don't yet bikers ride stupidly). 
Manage these office people who come and go as they please and work minimal but get paid a 
ridiculous salary, pay hourly. TORC center so much better than Pelletari. 

I hope we have better biking options in the future. It's very dangerous on these back roads. I hope 
the traffic doesn't increase substantially by 2040 -some increase is expected but hoping the 
backroads do not become 4 lanes. 

I would like to see conditions improve for all the bikes on Sun Valley. This is very dangerous and 
difficult to pass the bikes when you’re in a vehicle there’s no shoulder or bike lanes. 

Improving the biking infrastructure/connections would be such an amazing benefit for safe biking. 
Many of the roads are very dangerous for bikers and runners. 

More access for non-car transport (bikes, 4x4s). Living along Sun valley parkway is very isolating 
and requires a car to go anywhere, Sun valley parkway and surrounding roads have many 
bikers and it’s dangerous due to lack of shoulder and blind turns/hills. Also consider creating 
a social district downtown where alcoholic beverages can be carried out, add a beer garden. 
Would make it more of a destination that can compete with Paoli and attract younger people 
and families 

Not sure I want to pay for bike lanes as it seems many bikers do not use them and ride abreast in the 
car lanes anyway. 

Please please please focus on bike paths and routes. 

Town should purchase farmland near bike paths and parks and convert it to prairie. Farming 
chemicals do not belong near public spaces. 

We need to connect the bike paths!!! 

Would love a way to bike safely from Raven Oaks subdivision to the Village of Oregon! Paved 
shoulders! Also centerlines on roads like Sun Valley where it is curvy and would improve safety 
for motorists (and cyclists). 

Would love to see access to more bike paths in the future. Electric bikes is the future and we need to 
start preparing for it. 

A bike trail would be great to connect Oregon to other surrounding trails. Bike trail Brooklyn to 
Oregon. Enhancement of natural and open areas under town care. Bicentennial park cleared 
of invasive species and connected to Anderson Park. Quarry on MM filled in and restored to 
a natural area and joined to Anderson Park. I think the town is great. I understand more 
Houses need to be built for maintaining a tax base but hopefully can be done in a way as to 
not shift the rural character of the Town. 
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I like being in a rural subdivision. It would be nice to have bike trails that connect to the village. I 
definitely do not feel safe riding my bike into Oregon from my home. I hope the green/natural 
spaces will be preserved. That is a big bonus for us! I think the Town does an excellent job of 
clearing the streets after a snow! (THANK YOU!!!) 

More bike paths. 2040 section of this survey was very confusing and wrong tense caused more 
confusion. 

Would be great and much safer if we had designated bike lanes on the roads that are known as 
popular biking routes! Lots of bikers are out 3/4 of the year on many of our Town roads. So 
glad this issue was brought up in the survey! 

We would pay slightly more taxes for expanded bike trails but not interested in paying substantially 
more taxes. 

 

Town Infrastructure 

I believe the town is exactly as it should be with small residential subdivisions scattered around the 
area. I would not be opposed to adding additional stand alone subdivisions around or even 
having a business park of sorts. I am apposed to using tax payer money to build parks, bike 
paths add bike lanes etc. I'm also apposed to solar and wind farms. I think the township is 
great the way it is. All the streets don't need to be brand new. With Wisconsin weather it would 
cost a fortune to keep all town roads in great condition. Lastly I don't think the town should 
try to save money by halfway fixing a road (Netherwood) in a way that isn't going to last 2 
years. 

Access to badger state trail south of Purcell, between Raven Oaks north entrance and badger state 
trail. Eagle Scout Project? 

Access to Helen lake. 

It would be great to see an equine trail system develop across townships in southern Dane county. 
This would support a number of commercial stables in the area and be a significant draw to 
residents that chose this area because of the ability to have horses and large animals. Such a 
trail system would also be great for hiking and walks and could seemingly be integrated with 
existing parks and protected areas. I can’t help but think that longer parkland that connects 
neighborhoods would be great for these types of purposes. 

It would be nice to have a park shelter at a couple of our town parks in the future. 

Swan pond state natural area could be enhanced with paths. 

The roads in our neighborhood are in need of repair. Sun Valley road is also in need of repair. I 
suspect there are many other roads that need to be repaired in the area. We also have driveway 
culverts in our neighborhood that need replacing. 

This will not be a diverse community without access to better roads, public transportation and safe 
bicycle pathways to Madison and surrounding communities. 
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Town should provide better opportunities for community involvement. Roads are horrible (low 
visibility) for Iron Man races and similar. Should make improvements (bike lane) or bike races 
should use state trails. Should do a better job engaging neighborhoods adjoining parks for 
input on planning. 

We also need transportation!! In Oregon and to Madison 

Create permanent public rights of way for walking and in places equestrian use (not paved bike 
paths), similar to those in the British Isles, for example, and also similar to the equestrian 
trails on private lands outside of Donald County Park. Such rights of way would cross private 
lands and connect to bike trails, Ice Age Trail, county parks, Village of Oregon, etc. Create 
conservation easements on wetlands/waterways to preserve natural water features and prevent 
ditching/draining. Similar in 15 yrs: keep housing density as is and encourage safe travel via 
foot/bike/horseback. Limit firearms use to a degree---not a proposal to limit hunting but rather 
to limit noise pollution that comes from recreational shooting (target practice). Prevent, if 
possible, quarry expansion. 

Development of horse trails in the township would be great. Could do some road riding to get to 
existing landowners property. There is a large population of horses in the township. More 
police presence in stopping speeding on Glenway and Union Roads. 

I would very much encourage the development of public transport from the Town to the Village and 
from the Town into Madison. 

Better parking at swan pond and exit lane to parking lot 

Improved Senior center (I know that is being worked on) more parking, space for programs, gift 
center, gardens 

Maintain county Hwy D as you do the town roads 

Make normal straight roads 

My wife and I love hiking, and we greatly appreciate the paths on the Ice Age Trail and other local 
parklands. We would love to see more trails developed through the beautiful natural areas 
around the township. While we understand the popularity of bike paths, even just mowed paths 
would suit us fine. 

Pedestrian safety was not addressed. There are areas in the town with a lot of walkers on roads with 
blind curves or hills. One example is Hillcrest Lane. A combination walking and bike trail 
along there would increase safety. There may be other such areas. Questions were asked about 
bike lanes. Consider prioritizing safety improvements first. Then connecting with bike trails 
off the roads would be an enhancement as much of the Town of Oregon does not connect to 
the expansive bike trails in 

Please re-evaluate truck routes, we have heavy truck use on a road that has many curves, bikers and 
walkers. Many corners are too narrow and dangerous for semis and results in many close 
calls. And results in very poor road conditions most of the time. The delivery trucks honk at 
each blind corner hoping they don’t get hit. 

Roads may have embedded sensors for real-time traffic and weather updates. 
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Several roads in the Town are in very poor condition and need maintenance ASAP. It might help 
people driving to use our bike trails to actually park in the lot instead of illegally on the road 
if we put gravel down in the Sayles Trail lot so it doesn't get so muddy in rainy weather. I think 
we should encourage folks to use the awesome bike paths we have instead of the country roads 
for driving. I'm always very nervous, particularly on the curvy and hilly roads right as the sun 
is setting, that I'm going to encounter a biker and a car coming the opposite way at the same 
time. 

Speed limits need to be addressed in the Town. Specifically on Sun Valley Parkway heading east 
coming over the hill by Raven Oaks Trail. Also, on Purcell RD when heading east by the bike 
path and Sayles Road. Too fast for both locations. 

STRONGLY oppose allowing UTVs on roads. 

The roads need to be improved, let the people who live here decide how this area looks in 15 years. 
We have enough parks, maintain them and do not add any more. If you update TORC, maintain 
waste oil drop off. There has been no access to fiber or communication on the towns behalf as 
far as I know. 

The Town should address the safety concern of high-speed limits and bikes without designated lanes. 

Would like to see several town roads remain rustic and be maintained to sustain that official 
designation. 

Safer roads for walking, biking, walking with dogs. Making the area much safer for pedestrians. 
Restraining development to maintain rural country lifestyle. 

 

Property Taxes 

Anything that can reduce property taxes would be helpful, it seems that inflation and tax increases 
may require us to move from the town by 2040. If attracting businesses and allowing additional 
subdivisions can help tax base, I would be for it. While green space is nice, the larger lots in 
the 

Hate watching our property taxes double in 4 years. With all the new developing homes and 
businesses, why are they not making up the differences needed? 

The Town needs to stop the excessive increase in property taxes going to the Village school district. 
It seems we do not have a say in the large school district budget increases and focus needs to 
be on core education, definitely not sports complexes. 

Get wise financial people in there (those who know what they are doing) you can't tax people out of 
their homes because of financially irresponsible people. 

I believe that the township should become a city in itself that way they could stop the annexation 
from Fitchburg and the village of Oregon. If something of this nature does not happen, we will 
soon become like the town of Madison and will no longer exist. No one in this township wants 
the taxes that both the village and Fitchburg are paying now. Seniors will be forced out of their 
homes if the continued taxes continue to rise. 
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property taxes need to be lower for senior citizens living on a fixed income in order for them to 
remain in their homes 

Too much money spent on schools for declining enrollment. Older people should have reduced 
school taxes so they can continue to live in their homes. 

We moved to the town because we wanted a larger lot in a rural area that was still close to the city 
center. I don't need a town community space - I can go into the Village of Oregon, or Fitchburg 
or Verona, for that. I like that we support farming, but understand some development is needed 
for the tax base. I prefer larger lots for that reason - more tax per household. I was to spend 
our taxes on roads and fiber internet access. Bike paths along Sun Valley are desperately 
needed and would allow families with children to use them, whereas on street bike lanes would 
not. 

At this rate we will not be able to live here. Our taxes have increased significantly over the last 6.5 
years. 

Continue to keep taxes low for families. 

I’m not sure what the township can do to reduce annexation but if that issue is a growing problem 
and reduces the pool of tax resources for the rest of the township I would be interested to know 
what the next best solution would be. 

It is shocking to me how much our property taxes have increased in the last 5 years (29% increase). 
As someone contemplating their retirement in the next decade, this sort of increase could 
potentially tax someone on a fixed income right out of their home. This is very concerning to 
me. 

Keep taxes low 

Keep taxes low 

Maintain a low property tax base 

One other comment we should do everything possible to look at and address the taxes associated 
with living in this area to keep them from continually going higher. Again this is something 
that will continue to go up. I hate to see what taxes will be in 2040. But the community leaders 
should be continually addressing the ways to keep taxes in check. 

Our biggest concern is affordability in our retirement years. We love our home and community, and 
our goal is to live out our lives in our home. We are on a fixed income and pray our property 
taxes will not increase to the point that we will no longer be able to afford to stay in our home. 

Property tax increases in the last 5 years have made living in the town of Oregon no longer a bargain 
there just as high now as the rest of Dane co. 2024 increase was ridiculous. Also never 
understood the need to change the TORC center to forced pickup by Pelliteri. Seems a couple 
of people decided this with little or no imput from the residents .fees to get rid of stuff at torc 
center like bed or couches as example are way out of line. About 5 times as much as it would 
cost at the Dane Co. landfill. Limited hours don’t help either. 

Property taxes are already high, the town of Oregon should be looking for ways to decrease taxes 
not ways to increase taxes 
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Property taxes have grown significantly, we need to find ways to bring in additional revenue and try 
to reduce the tax burden on residents 

The best part of Oregon was the availability of land without the insane Madison property taxes and 
the natural areas. In the last 6 years that I've lived here we have greatly reduced the nature 
preserves and my property taxes have gone up 50% even with the residents rejecting the 
horrible referendum on the recent ballot. Oregon is getting worse to live in every year as 
affordability sinks along with the quality of the parks. 

Way the taxes have increased since 2020 I realize I won’t be able to live in the Town of Oregon 
when I retire in 11 years. Besides trash pickup and a few dollars added for septic nothing has 
changed or improved as far as services but taxes rapidly jumped from $4600 to $6000 since 
2020. Keep increasing like they have been will drive us all out. I can help but wonder when we 
allow the village to annex property that it shrinks our tax base ending in more taxes? 

We have to keep taxes down. Many people who live in the town are older and our taxes are 
approaching my mortgage cost. We have to do better so people can age in place and not lose 
their home because of taxes. 

 

Agriculture 

Agribusiness and recreational attractions should be encouraged. 

Develop a business park to encourage businesses to come and help the maintain a reasonable tax 
base for residents. Protect farms and encourage more active farming by protecting their land 
use. Make the town officials accountable for their decision making. 

Maintain neighborliness and safe environment. Increased variety of businesses (grocery stores, 
variety stores) public transportation, well maintained properties. Farm stores for public 
patronage. 

The only commercial business that should be allowed are the family farms that are currently here. 

Enforce laws that prohibit application of farming chemicals when wind speed exceeds existing legal 
thresholds. Educate law enforcement and farmers and their contractors and enforce strict and 
hefty fines. Plumes of drifting chemicals are absolutely unacceptable, and law enforcement 
should actively watch for and halt illegal practices, especially during periods of increased 
application. 

One thing we would love to see is open space and farmland still existing. I would be devastated if 
Veridian style subdivisions are everywhere and take over the open crop land. We would 
especially be devastated if the Alpine Dairy area is developed. 

Allow building homes on non-tillable land, such as wooded or rocky land, even on lots as small as 
1 acre. The owner will then preserve most of the lot as is. Do not allow any homes built on 
tillable farmland. 

Farmland re-zoning and development for residential housing must be banned 
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minimize conflict between agricultural and residential development. cluster smaller residential lots 
serviced by a common access in areas less suitable for agricultural production. 

Keep us farm environment 

Keep the farms. Do not become a Naperville the rural feeling will be more valuable over time 

Living in the town in 2040: Oregon Township should not go the way of Fitchburg and become a 
"city.” In 2040, it is obvious we will see housing growth but ideally maintain the rural 
character as a healthy living space while minimizing the pressure to build up commercial or 
other services. We want to see our farms succeed. Space needs to be provided for that so they 
can thrive. I see a place where small scale, sustainable farming can be practiced and 
encouraged, CSA's etc. With the proximity to markets (Madison area) this could be another 
"Organic Valley" concept where this good land could be kept in productive use and still 
generate income for the area. Wetlands and prairie should be continuously cared for and 
expanded for recreational and environmental benefit. 

Maintain farm environment + rural feel with landowners rights. 

Please do not let farmland and open natural areas in the township be converted to housing 
development. We wish the rural feeling preserved and keep taxes as low as possible, especially 
for retired people. Do not put in sewer or water in the township. 

We love the rural feel and proximity to Madison. We moved here from IL and instead of trains, we 
hear the cows and LOVE it. We have no issue smelling manure occasionally - it is proudly the 
dairy state! 

Look at land currently labeled as not suitable for farming and ways to support converting the land 
to small agriculture operations. Also, assess the quality of the soil and determine how suitable 
it is for conversion to small scale agriculture. Let's not build subdivisions on good farmland. 
We have great soil in the township. It doesn't make sense to build a subdivision and take it 
away from growing food. Federal cuts may impact responses to this survey. We will know more 
by September than currently in April. 

Preserve farmland and natural areas that is-was what this township is made of. We certainly dont 
need an increase in taxes, they are high enough. 

 

Town Government 

Stop stifling growth on Oregon business expansion. Run a proper budget. Fix crappy road conditions 
in/out of Oregon, especially on the west side. And get damn bike trail connected to badger 
state trail so we are on the path to visit!! 

I do appreciate those who are on the Town Board and other committees and I realize those jobs are 
challenging. Thank you for your service, and for asking for input from all residents. 

I enjoy living here. I feel like concerns are heard and acted upon. 

It’s irritating that new people move into the township, tell us how we need to change the township 
because we are doing things wrong, and then move out in 10 years or less. 
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The low bidder is not always the best option. Do the research to see where the value is when 
awarding projects to contractors. 

The Plan Commission should follow the existing Land Use Plan 

We greatly appreciate the work of our town clerk's and public works staff. 

Biggest need is to be more financially conservative. Live within your means. To must wasteful 
spending. If you want bike lanes need license fees bit tax payers that don’t use. Consider tax 
relief for people over 60 or 65 yo. They are being taxed out of their home. Schools don’t need 
college level sports fields this is all to much and we can’t afford get back to basic needs and 
not extravagant wants that only the wealthy can truly afford to fund 

I am afraid the current town board members are not pursuing the best for our township. They are 
transplants from cities and don’t know the TRUE reason of rural living, FARMERS. NO 
FARMS NO FOOD 

Keep it Rural and community involvement when make town board decisions. Unlike cutting healthy 
old oak trees and putting a bike path through the middle of a public hunting area, when they 
could have gone around it. 

Waste of money and time with survey , board should start saving 

It would look just like it does today. Find a way to reduce taxes through a decrease in spending. 

Interesting that it’s suggested to buy land and rebuild town hall when money was just spent to 
remodel. 

allow residents to break up their parcels according to their wishes not some bureaucrat at the county 

Consider reducing a lot split with less than 35 acres. 

Presumably the Vision surveys will lead to creation of a vision plan that will guide the Town in 
moving forward. The plan should be an evolving document, revisited, discussed, and revised 
regularly. 

 

Survey 

General Comment: Several questions including annexation, lot size and other land use questions 
are difficult to answer honestly without more information or context. 

How concerned are you with the Village of Oregon annexing the Town of Oregon property? Is this 
an actual concern? 

I hope it would be better. A lot of the questions did not provide enough clarification on what the 
Town’s intentions are. 

I would prefer the ability to qualify some of my answers in a text box such as this. 

Note: I didn’t clearly understand the 15 year focused questions; I answered based on what I would 
expect, not what I would necessarily want. 
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Quarry operations are consistent with the town of Oregon's rural and agricultural character. What 
quarry? Is there one? If so, what is the address? 

There seemed to be no questions about animals or pets even though at least one neighborhood 
covenant restricts the number and type of animal allowed. 

This survey is mature at best and can’t be used for actual planning. Surveys need to be formed in 
neutral language and not lead the witness. I actually question the legality of this as a process. 
Who approved the question format? It is very clear you are trying to generate a certain 
response and I am seeking third party validation of this form from qualified authorities in Dane 
county. With your record of turning in planning documents years overdue looks like you are 
ripe for total annexation and land use development rules to keep pace with the county. 

By the way, since I entered my survey number it is NOT confidential. 

good questions, but the survey should be about 1/2 the # of questions. this length will tend to lose 
interest, resulting in answers that are not well thought out, especially in the middle of the 
survey. Overall, thanks for reaching out to the community! 

See Attached. 15 minutes to complete this survey? - very funny. It took days and lots of discussion. 
Maybe 15 minutes if you don't care or have no thoughts. 

Some of the questions on this survey were confusing and unclear what they meant. Some questions 
seemed leading. You had double barreled questions and so on. 

These questions were confusing and impossible to interpret. 

Some of the questions were challenging to answer because the context was unclear. e.g. Were you 
asking if the Town should buy land now for a future new Town Hall? Others were hard to 
answer because these are complex, challenging issues, and it was hard to not be able to add 
nuance or explanation as I answered. 

 

Recreation and Natural Areas 

Add some shelters to the parks. How about a pickleball court or something for adults. There are 
plenty of playgrounds. 

Also, UTV make great sense on â‰¤35mph roads IF 1) they have registration and insurance, 2) 
they didn’t operate in neighborhoods past conservative quiet hours (like 8 pm), 3) they had a 
muffler in good working order (as measured by dba), 4) they never went on a road faster than 
35mph, and 5) there were very steep fines (and enforcement) for breaking any of those rules. 

Let’s try to think of creative ideas to encourage people to visit Oregon. Festivals? Concerts? 

More hunting opportunities, pheasant, turkey, deer and waterfowl. 

Warm water pool 

We travel out of this community to immediately adjacent neighboring communities for archery and 
shooting. Could we create a range? 

Would love to see more family friendly things and places to go. Including restaurants, parks, etc. 
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Allow ATU's on roads. 

Allow ATV and UTV use of roadways. 

Would love to see UTV/ATV roads in town in the future. I also love that the road I live on was 
repaved this year. How ever was not pleased to see a lip at the end of my driveway along with 
a lot of driveways near me. 

Support snowmobile use with access to fuel and food. 

I feel the natural areas and beauty as well as affordability attract people to the community. 

I think the town should prioritize creating as many public open spaces and natural areas as possible. 
I would love to see Oregon foster closer ties to the county and the DNR for support in creating 
new parks. 

I’m seventy and love the trails, let’s keep improving and making it safer for everyone. 

Please preserve the natural land. I'm from SoCal and I moved here to be part of a town that has 
parks, including dog parks, and natural preservation. I do not want over crowding and lots of 
traffic. I am also in favor of recycling every week because of the recycling center not taking 
cardboard anymore and only electronics (I believe is what my husband said). Thank you! 

Raven Oaks play station needs to be revised. 

There would still be large old growth trees and forested areas. There would be safe biking paths 
into the Village and connecting to Fitchburg, Brooklyn, Stoughton and beyond. We would still 
have some of the highest quality ground water in the state, and we would still have plenty of 
parks for recreation and community gatherings. 

Plant more trees. 

I hope the Town of Oregon preserves and protects our natural spaces. Let the builders build in the 
Village but keep the Town rural, open and beautiful! 

Maintaining open space and areas for wildlife is very important. Keeping a rural feel in the Town. 
It is a short drive to reach businesses - we don’t need a downtown or commercial area. 
Maintenance of the green spaces in existing neighborhoods could definitely be improved. Our 
green space is currently just fallen trees. The school system is extremely important and a huge 
draw to the area. Adding bike lines would really increase accessibility and safety. We need to 
be conscious of environmental impacts. I think solar farming is a very interesting proposed 
use for farmland not currently utilized for agricultural farming. 

Much of the survey seemed to be leading questions that may have required more background 
knowledge on the current status or threats regarding certain issues. Maintaining existing 
natural areas, rural feel, recreational paths and road maintenance/safety are top priorities in 
our minds with a desire of substantial improvement in the next 15 years as these are core 
values that keep us here. It is unclear to us if there are current or potential threats of 
annexation or development that would affect our quality of life here in the coming years. 

Keep green space between village and township, this provides appeal and privacy. 
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Businesses 

Coffee shops are great gathering places, maybe the possibility of an additional coffee shop. 

Encourage home based business. 

I feel the village and town need more commercial businesses to attract people. Need more family 
dining, a general purpose store. Space for antiques business or specialty stores selling pottery, 
paintings, and photography. A shop selling local honey, apples, maple syrup, etc. 

I wish we had more local businesses with the charm of Stoughton and Mount Horeb. We have such 
a limited number of local businesses, no movie theater, limited children or teen activities, and 
a very limited amount of places to bring guests (shopping, dining, etc.). There is almost no feel 
for the city. It would not be better to only give large corporations access to property without 
making them pay a significantly higher price in comparison to a local small person business. 

More businesses downtown! Restaurants and shops.. 

Need businesses tax to help reduce the significant residential tax hikes 

We are a young family and would love to see parks and playgrounds improved. Especially town 
park. We also would be very happy with businesses opening up near town park to help with 
convenience. We often need to run to town for gas or milk and I would be helpful to have a 
place closer to home. 

A thriving local food scene, with farmers markets, CSA programs, and local co-ops supplying fresh 
produce to the community. 

Gas station on Fish hatchery and CC 

Have better restaurants. 

I think community building would be served well by planning local markets. 

Some of the questions were misleading because of lack of context or too complex for the answers to 
be valuable, e.g. I would approve of supporting small (quiet) local businesses, especially those 
that contribute to the quality of life in the neighborhood, e.g., a bakery or a CSA but not a dog 
kennel or rifle range. 

 

Sustainability 

Educate citizens on dangers and illegality of burning garbage. Actively enforce laws with fines. 

In 15 years it would be nice if we could have a more sustainable local economy to withstand the 
swings in the economy. We have a lot of resources for producing products such as food, 
leather, fiber products, etc. It would be great to strengthen channels for direct-to-consumer 
sales of such goods. 

More land will be preserved for native species and pollinators, possibly with reforestation projects. 

Promote native and natural landscaping without chemicals to protect groundwater. Encourage 
community farms and gardens. Keep our parks natural. 
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The Town should ensure farmers are not using chemicals that leech into our waterways and wells 
and keep out big farming for this reason. 

By 2040, the Town of Oregon will likely be a perfect blend of rural tradition and forward-thinking 
sustainability, a place where people can work remotely, enjoy nature, and live in a close-knit 
community with smart, eco-friendly advancements. 

I have lived here for less than a year so there were many questions in the survey that I didn't feel 
qualified to give an opinion on. Generally speaking, I am in favor of any measure that will 
help mitigate climate change, provide renewable energy or help residents adapt to climate 
change. 

I'm also strongly in favor of composting food waste. 

 

Communication from the Town 

I struggle to be informed on the community because I don't know when I am invited to be involved 
with the community. I'd like there to be more open public records to how we are spending our 
money from a local level. I want our downtown to look charming too--expanded, charming, 
clean, etc. 

I think the Town of Oregon is great and we are glad to be here, but I worry that I don't actually 
know what the plans are for the town moving forward. 

I wish we also had more community events and better communication around events (ad on 
Eventbrite as an example), local fundraisers for seniors or other disadvantaged individuals, 
more agreements with Verona or Fitchburg that allow us to share resources strategically in a 
way that might benefit us mutually. 

Overall, there is poor communication for those residents who just want to know what's going on 
with the town of Oregon and future directions that are being considered. How would I know 
what is on an agenda for an upcoming meeting? Is there any way to communicate with 
residents on a routine basis? Could the agenda of meetings be published 1-2 weeks in advance 
in the Oregon Observer? Or a newsletter sent by email? 

Better notifications for things like bike races that shut down access to roads 

I don’t know answers to those questions, but this survey is a good first step. 

 

Miscellaneous 

Encourage the schools to leave political and social biases out of their teaching and focus on core 
subjects. 

Keep the high-quality schools (that's why most people move here). Add bike paths that link Raven 
Oaks, Whispering Oaks and other subdivisions. Keep population density low and keep ATVs 
off the roads. 
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My hope is that in 2040 the Oregon School District is even better than it is today. Oregon has been 
a great place to raise my kids. I hope that's true for the next few generations as well. 

The school system is very good because they invest in individualized education and support. 

I don’t think there will be a Town of Oregon in 2040. It will all have been given to the Village by 
then. 

Good luck to the board and keep us informed of how to play a role in this. 

I doubt I’ll be here in 2040. I would be 88 years old. 

Make the Town of Oregon GREAT again! 

Maybe a little like Verona but not as dense as Middleton. 

Probably will not be here in 15 years 

Thank you 

Tornado siren in Raven Oaks park on top of hill. 

We love where we live, but will no longer be able to afford to live here. 

We purchased our property/home because we did not want to live near anything. 

I think having both a village and a town is confusing and silly. I'd prefer if it was just one entity. 

Use the results of your surveys to develop a realistic simple plan for the next 15-20 years for the 
Town regardless of current pressure and issues the Village is trying to deal with. 

Treat all property owners the same, regardless of politically-created zoning to favor a few, such as 
legacy zoning! Zone for future housing based on property located along township roads. 
Subdivisions belong in the village, not the township. 

This survey is addressed to my father (deceased) and mother (incapacity), who resided at 6050 CTH 
M, Oregon, WI 53575. Their residence was in the city of Fitchburg, but they also own farmland 
in the Town of Oregon. None of our family lives in the immediate area. 6050 CTH M is 
unoccupied. It is unknown at this time if any heirs intend to occupy any of the property that is 
in the Town of Oregon. William Mashwardt for Mary G. Mashwardt. 
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Town of Oregon Official Notice 
Advertisement for Bids 

Seal Coating and Sweeping 
 
Notice is hereby given by the Town of Oregon, Dane County, Wisconsin, that it will 
receive sealed bids for seal coating and sweeping of town roads. 
 
Sealed bids should be mailed to the Town of Oregon, located at 1138 Union Rd, 
Oregon, Wisconsin 53575 by 8:59 a.m. on Monday, April 13, 2026. 
 
Bids will be publicly opened and read at the Town Board meeting Monday, April 13, 
2026, at 9:00 a.m.  Discussion and decision will be voted on by the Town Board on 
Tuesday, April 14, 2026, at 6:00 p.m. 
 
Bids are being requested as described below. 
 
To provide wedging and seal coating and sweeping of the following roads.    
 

1. Seal Coating Tony Lane, Bramble Lane, Hillcrest Lane, Tipperary Road, and 
Glenway Road 

 
The Town wishes to have this work completed during the 2026 work season, meaning 
done prior to October 15, 2026. 
 
A bid proposal packet is available Oregon Town Hall, 1138 Union Road, Oregon, WI  
53575 or online at https://townoforegonwi.gov/.  For questions regarding the project, 
please call Public Works Abel Schultz 608-438-2397 or Ryan Zurfluh 608-438-2396. 
 
 
Jennifer Hanson, Clerk 
 
Town of Oregon 
1138 Union Rd. 
Oregon, WI  53575  
608-835-3200 
 
Published 3/19/26 and 3/26/26 
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OFFICIAL NOTICE 
ADVERTISEMENT FOR BIDS 

 
Notice is hereby given by the Town of Oregon, Dane County, Wisconsin, will receive sealed bids 
for Road Construction as listed in this request until 8:59 a.m. on Monday April 13, 2026, in the 
office of the Town of Oregon, located at 1138 Union Rd, Oregon, Wisconsin 53575. 
  
Bids will be publicly opened and read at the Town Hall at 9:00 a.m. on Monday, April 13, 2026. 
Discussion and decision will be voted on by the Town Board on Tuesday April 14, 2026 6:00 p.m 
 
Bid documents may be examined at Oregon Town Hall, 1138 Union Rd, Oregon, WI 53575 or 
online at  https://townoforegonwi.gov/ Questions: Abel 608-438-2397 or Ryan 608-438-2396 
 
Roadway Seal Coating:  

1. Seal coating Tony Lane, Bramble Lane, Hillcrest Lane, Tipperary Road, and Glenway Road  

A Performance Bond in the amount of 100 percent of the total bid price, a Certificate of 
Insurance, together with an executed contract, will be required of the successful bidder. 
 
The owner requires that contractors provide a complete bid that includes all material, supplies, 
tools, labor, equipment, other services, and incidentals necessary for a complete and finished 
project. 
 
The owner will forward a payment when the project is complete, and the work is acceptable to 
the owner according to the specifications stated.  Any deviation from the specifications or sub-
standard work by the contractor will mandate that the contractor repair or rework the road at 
the contractor’s expense. 
 
The owner requires that contractors assume an affirmative duty to notify the owner of errors in 
the plans and specifications. 
 
The owner requires bid responsiveness, i.e., the bid must comply with all material requirements 
of the bid invitation and specifications.  The owner reserves the right to reject non-responsive 
bids. 
 
The owner reserves the right to select any bid portion individually.  The owner reserves the 
right to reject any or all bids. 
 
The contractor shall verify all roadway lengths and widths and provide bid based on actual field 
dimensions and conditions. 
 

Jennifer Hanson, Town of Oregon Clerk 
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S-1 
SPECIFICATIONS 

 
GENERAL 
All contracting procedures work, and materials supplied under this proposal shall conform to 
the Standard Specifications for Highway and Structure Construction, 2024 edition of the 
Wisconsin Division of Highways, Department of Transportation.  The special provisions in this 
proposal shall supplement and take precedence over the above-mentioned specifications. 
 
The Town of Oregon, Wisconsin is the issuer of this bid proposal, shall hereinafter be referred 
to as "the owner". 
 
PERFORMANCE BOND 
Successful bidders shall furnish the owner with a performance bond equal to 100% of the 
contracted amount. 
 
INSURANCE 
The contractor shall furnish and deliver to the owner a certificate of insurance for worker's 
compensation and an umbrella certificate of liability and property insurance in the minimum 
amount of three million dollars before beginning work and shall notify the owner immediately 
of any cancellation or change in insurance coverage. 
 
TRAFFIC CONTROL 
The contractor will be responsible for all traffic control, including furnishing and maintaining all 
signs, flags, flag-persons, barricades and lights where required, to protect the safety of the 
traveling public, all in accordance with the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices currently 
adopted by the FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION and the WISCONSIN DEPARTMENT OF 
TRANSPORTATION supplement. 
 
COMPLETION 
All work is to be completed prior to October 15 of the contract year. 
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S-2 
"CHIP" SEAL COAT 

 
Chip seal coat shall be in conformance with section 475, WisDOT Standard Specifications.  This 
item shall consist of supplying and placement of a single application asphalt seal coat with cover 
aggregate to a previously completed pavement surface in accordance with the specifications and 
as shown on the plans or established by the owner. 
 
 
Asphalt used for chip seal coat shall be compatible with cover aggregate, applied in a uniform 
and sufficient quantity to seal the pavement surface and bond cover aggregate to seal coat 
surface.  The asphalt distributor should have instrumentation and controls to monitor and alter 
the asphalt application rate and temperature.  A hose and nozzle attachment to the distributor 
shall be used for hand application to inaccessible areas. 
 
 
Traffic control shall be provided by the contractor to maintain safety, minimize distress to the 
fresh asphalt seal coat and allow access to property during construction and curing.  
 
The seal coating would require Emulsion oil, using FA-2Granite or 3/8” fracture granite where 
recommended.  Full width on the application of both oil and aggregate.  Recommend the best 
product to avoid oil break through causing auto damage reports.  
 
All measurements are approximate. 
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S-3 
LIST OF PROPOSED ROADS 

 
.– Tony Ln. Single Seal----FA-2 Granite----  
 From: Union Rd to Bramble Ln./end 
19’ wide and 2640’ long  
 
Bid Total $______________________________________________________ 
 
 
 – Bramble Ln. Single Seal----FA-2 Granite---- 
 From: Tony Ln. to end including cul-da-sac  
21’ wide and 1050’ long. 
 
Bid Total $______________________________________________ 
 
 
---Tipperary Rd. Single seal----Pea stone---- 
              From: Lincoln Rd. to County A.  
22’wide and 6864’ long 
 
Bid total $_______________________________________________ 
 
 
--- Glenway Rd. Single seal----Pea stone---- 
               From Lincoln Rd. to County A  
 22wide 7920’long 
 
Bid total $________________________________________________ 
 
---Hillcrest Ln Single seal----Pea stone---- 
               From Lincoln to County A 
22’ wide and 8450’ long 
 
Bid total $________________________________________________ 
 
---Hillcrest Ln. Single seal----Pea stone---- 
                  From County A to Bellbrook Rd 
22’ wide and 8450’ long 
 
Bid total $________________________________________________ 
The Town of Oregon reserves the right to exclude roads or portions thereof from the list 
submitted. 
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P-1 
PROPOSAL 

 
Submitted by the undersigned bidder to the Town of Oregon, Wisconsin in accordance with this 
advertisement inviting proposal, to furnish and deliver all materials, and to do and perform all work 
for the owners’ current roads project designated in accordance with the Contract Documents. 
 
The undersigned bidder, if awarded the contract, agrees to complete the work prior to October 15 of 
the year of signing. 
 
The undersigned bidder, submitting this proposal, hereby declares and agrees to be bound, and to 
perform the work, in accordance with all terms, conditions and requirements of the within and 
foregoing proposal, the Contract, the applicable specifications, the special provisions, and the 
Advertisement for Bid are made a part hereof as fully and completely as if attached hereto. 
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that all statements herein are made on behalf of  
 
 
 
 
   

(Name of firm submitting bid) 
 
 
 
 
________________________________________________________________________________ 

(Address of firm submitting the bid) 
 

and that I have examined and carefully prepared this Proposal from the Contract Document, and I have 

checked the same in detail before submitting this Proposal, that I have full authority to make such 

statements and submit this Proposal in (its) (their) behalf, and that said statements are true and correct. 

 

I FURTHER CERTIFY that no agreement has been entered into to prevent competition for said work and 

that I have carefully examined the site where the work is to take place, Specifications, form of contract, 

Bonds, and all Contract Documents. 
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I FURTHER CERTIFY that data sheets and descriptive literature attached hereto are true and correct and 

are intended to be made part of this Proposal. 
 
 
 
 
   
  Signature 
 
 
 
    
  Title 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Corporate Seal 
 
 
Sworn and subscribed to before me 
this________day of___________, 
20_____. 
 
  
 Notary Public 
My Commission expires.  

 



2026 Sealcoating Bid Mailing List 
 
Fahrner Sealers LLC      I also emailed the form to Fahrner Sealers.  
316 Raemisch Road    luke.hynes@fahrnerasphalt.com  
Waunakee, WI 53597 
608-575-4162     
 
Scott Construction, Inc.   Phone:  608-254-2555 or 1-800-843-1556 
Box 340  
Lake Delton, WI 53940  Cory Braund is your contact person 
     bbruha@scottconstruct.com 
 
Lovell’s Paving & Sealcoating  Lovellsasphalt@gmail.com 
425 US Highway 14   608-475-9007 
Lone Rock, WI 53556  



2026-2030 Road Work Plan and Budget Projections 

Draft for discussion, 22 May 2025.  Revised 17 Sept 2025, Updated 18 Sept 2025.    
Revised 23 October 2025 

2026 Minor Project Year  West Side 

1. Bellbrook Road “Hill”.  0.4 miles, full wedge @ $60,000/mile $24,000 
2. Bellbrook Road, culvert at DNR ground      $5,000 ??? 

a. DNR provides culvert, Town installs 
3. French Town Road, 0.3 miles, pulverize, repave, add gravel, $200,000/mile  

         $70,000 
4. Striping, must coordinate with other road work.   $ 11,500 

Total       $104,000 to 109,000 

Add 10% contingency    $115,000 to 120,000 

Striping Candidates for 2026.  (Approx mileage), ($1,000 +/ per mile).  

 Lincoln Road, Fish Hatchery Road to Storytown Road,  1.0 miles 
 Sun Valley Parkway,       1.5 miles 
 Glenway Road, CTY A to Lincoln Road,     1.5 miles 
 Hillcrest Road, CTY A to Lincoln Road,    1.6 miles 
 Union Road,       4.5 miles 
 Purcell Road, (share with Fitchburg)   1.5 miles 

o Total                   11.6 miles 

2027, Major Project Year  East Side 

1. Rome Corners, 1.1 miles pulverize, repave, add gravel     
 @ $200,000/mile      $220,000 

2. Replace large culverts on Lincoln Road and Storytown Road $200,000-??? 
 
Total       $420,000++ 

Add 10% contingency    $462,000 ++ 

Apply TRIP grant funds      ($17,500).  ??? 

 

 

2028 Minor Project Year  East Side + 



1. Fahey Heights, Seal Coating @ $20,000/mi x 1.01 miles = $21,000 
a. Harding (0.37), Johnson (0.21), Tyler (0.10), Coolidge (0.13)   

 Taft (0.08) Kennedy (0.11)      
2. Eisenhower, (0.28) mi., wedge @ 60,000/mi   $18,000 
3. Oregon Trail, Seal Coating @ $20,000/mi x (0.57) mi =  $12,000 

a. Oregon Tr. (0.32), French Glen (0.20), French Ct.; (0.05) 
4. Alpine Road, Seal Coating @ $20,000/mi x 1.6 miles  $32,000 

Total       $83,000.   

Add 10% contingency    $92,000,  

 

 

 

2029 Major Project Year West Side 

1. Tipperary Road, South end, 1.6 mi, pulverize, repave, add gravel   
 @ $200,000 =       $320,000 

2. Judd Road, (partial share with Montrose), 1.11 miles, Double wedging up to 
pulverize and overlay, plus 10% contingency. $74,000 to $244,000 

3. Marie Road, (0.4 +/-), Needs major work, Wedge ? $24,000 Pulverize ?  $80,000 ?  
 

Total       $414,000 to 644,000 

Add 10% contingency    $455-709,000 

 

 

2030 Minor Project Year  --------- Side 

1. Seal Coating---but where? 
2. Striping ---???--- 
3. Wedging ---???--- 

 

2031 Major Project Year 

 



To Be Rescheduled 

1. Locust Grove Road, 1.38 miles 
1. Engineering investigation, drainage at bridge    --(TBD)— 
2. Full wedge @ $60,000/mile       $85,000 
3. Correct Drainage issues at Railroad bridge.     --(TBD)— 
4. Coordinate with Dane County Parks, new drive access, water diversion and 

retention possibilities. 

 

Grant Options to actively pursue 

Judd Road,  1.11 miles, Double wedging up to pulverize and overlay, plus 10% contingency.
 $74,000 to $244,000  

Bellbrook Bridge, dependent upon deterioration rating.   $500,000 to $600,000, or 
big culverts ???, 100% Fed funding, 2029-30 possible with 18-month design and approval 
process, fees about 10%.   

Bellbrook Road, 2.0 miles, work to be determined. 

Union Road, from Brooklyn to Tony Lane, In process, $-----  2031 Project ??? 

ARIP, Agriculture Road Improvement Program, possible candidates 

1. Purcell Road, in conjunction with Fitchburg 
2. Bellbrook Road 
3. Tipperary Road 

Transfer TRIP funds, $17,500. to road work before 2029.  Determine if this can be switched 
from Tipperary to Rome Corners Road.   

 

 

Investigations 

 Coordinate with Fitchburg on schedule of Purcell Road work.  
 Cooperation with Town of Montrose, Judd Road, grant possibilities and shared 

costs. 
 Smaller subdivisions, Identify as group(s) conditions 
 Value of striping.    



Outlook

Upcoming Invitation to participate on State Contract 26/27

From DOT Salt <SaltAdmin@dot.wi.gov>
Date Tue 2/17/2026 10:08 AM
To DOT Salt <SaltAdmin@dot.wi.gov>

Dear Local O cial,

The purpose of this email is to no fy you that the invita on to par cipate in the 2026-2027 road salt contract will
be sent to you in Mid-March.

Your Unit of Government has previously par cipated in the Wisconsin DOT road salt contract.

At this me, please send any contact updates as soon as possible (e.g. addi onal sta , a change of contact over
last year, etc.).

As applicable:  If it is required by your Unit of Government, please plan ahead and add the salt contract review
to upcoming mee ng agenda(s).

If you have any ques ons or concerns, please reach out to me at 608-267-9180.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Respectfully,

Christina Thode
Statewide Salt Coordinator
Financial Specialist-Senior

Department of Transportation
Bureau of Highway Maintenance
4822 Madison Yards Way
6th Floor South
Madison WI 53705
Email: ChristinaM.Thode@dot.wi.gov
Phone: 608-267-9180



Outlook

Lincoln and Storytown Bridges/Culverts

From Greg Hofmeister <hofmeist@chorus.net>
Date Fri 3/6/2026 12:01 PM
To Jennifer Hanson <jhanson@townoforegonwi.gov>
Cc Abel Schultz <aschultz@town.oregon.wi.us>

1 attachment (142 KB)
HOFMEISTER Town of Oregon Culvert Propoal_03-06-26.pdf;

Hello Jennifer:

I have attached a proposal for providing services regarding two existing bridges in the Town.

Abel and I visited the sites last week and concluded the bridges could be replaced with CMP culverts.

This proposal is based on that premise. The work will supply the Town with preliminary sizes and
estimates of cost for the Town to apply for funding.

Please review and let me know if you have questions.

If necessary I would be happy to attend meeting to answer questions.

Regards,
Greg Hofmeister, PE, PLS



 
Common Sense Site Engineering 
0326-010 

    
 
 
 

 
March 06, 2026 
 
Town of Oregon 
1138 Union Rd. 
Oregon, WI   53575 

Re:  2026 Bridge Replacements 
       Culvert sizing and cost estimates 

Dear Town Board: 

We appreciate the opportunity to provide this proposal for culvert sizing and cost estimation for 
replacement of bridges on Lincoln Road and Storytown Road in Oregon Township. 

We reviewed the sites in the field with Abel Schultz last Thursday, February 27. Abel indicated 
the desire of the Town to utilize corrugated metal culverts with end sections. 

Lincoln Road site: 

The current bridge has been a cattle pass. It appears a culvert to replace this structure to 
provide capacity as a storm water conveyance facility will be much smaller than the current 
bridge. 

We propose to calculate the size of the replacement culverts using typical methods with a 
computer model. Once the size of the culvert is determined we will provide a pre-design level 
estimate for the construction cost. 

Storytown Road site: 

The current bridge carries stormwater beneath the roadway. We propose to determine the size 
of the replacement culvert(s) using stormwater modelling and the capacity of the existing 
structure. Once the size of the culvert(s) is determined, we will provide a pre-design level 
estimate for the construction cost. 

We propose providing the services described above for a lump sum fee of $3,950.00 (Three 
Thousand Nine Hundred Fifty and 00/100 Dollars).  We have attached the bid form with costs 
added for surveying. Additional work, not described above, will be performed in accordance with 
the attached Standard Rate Schedule with your written authorization. 

We are available to begin work with a five-day notice. 

Signing and returning a copy of the attached agreement will be our notice to proceed. 

Sincerely, 

 

Gregory J. Hofmeister, P.E., P.L.S. 
President 

encl.: Agreement 
 2026 Standard Rate Schedule  
 . 



 
 

PROFESSIONAL SERVICES AGREEMENT 
 

Project No. 0326-010         2026 Town Road Culverts, Town of Oregon, WI Page 1 of 2 

Hofmeister Engineering & Surveying, Inc., 15626 West Holt Road, Brooklyn, WI  53521-9319 
(Consultant) will perform services according to the terms and conditions of this Agreement for  
 
Township of Oregon, 1138 Union Rd., Oregon, WI 53575    (Client). 
 
The Consultant shall perform the services outlined in the attached Proposal for services for the 
Lincoln Road and Storytown Road bridge replacement projects in consideration of the stated fee 
and payment terms.  For additional services not included above, the Consultant shall be 
compensated in accordance with hourly rates agreed between Consultant and Client, or as 
specified in the Proposal referenced above. 
 
Terms and Conditions 
 
1) Access to Site:   Unless otherwise stated, the Consultant will have access to the site for 
activities necessary for the performance of the services.  The Consultant will take reasonable 
precautions to minimize damage due to these activities but has not included in the fee the cost of 
restoration of any resulting damage and will not be responsible for such costs. 
 
2) Retainer, Billing, and Payment:   The Client agrees to pay the Consultant for all services 
performed and all costs incurred, as described in the Proposal attached to this Agreement.  Prior 
to providing services, the Client shall deposit a retainer of $    0    with the Consultant.  Invoices 
for the Consultant's services shall be submitted at the Consultant's option, either upon completion 
of such services or monthly. Invoices shall be due and payable upon receipt.  For any invoice not 
paid within 60 days, the Consultant may, without waiving any claim or right against the Client, and 
without liability whatsoever to the Client, suspend or terminate the performance of services. The 
retainer shall be credited on the final invoice.  Accounts unpaid 30 days after the invoice date 
may be subject to a monthly service charge of 1.5% (or the maximum legal rate) on the unpaid 
balance.  In the event any portion of the account remains unpaid 90 days after the billing, the 
Consultant may institute collection action and the Client shall pay all costs of collection, including 
reasonable attorney's fees. 
 
3) Indemnification:   The Client shall, to the fullest extent permitted by law, indemnify and hold 
harmless the Consultant and sub-consultants from and against all damage, liability and cost, 
including reasonable attorney fees and defense costs, arising out of or in any way connected with 
the performance of the services under this Agreement, excepting only those damages, liabilities 
or costs attributable to the negligence or willful misconduct of the Consultant. 
 
4) Information for the Sole Use and Benefit of the Client:   All opinions and conclusions of the 
Consultant, whether written or oral, and any plans, specifications or other documents and 
services provided by the consultant are for the sole use and benefit of the Client and are not to be 
provided to any other person or entity without the prior written consent of the Consultant.  Nothing 
contained in this Agreement shall create a contractual relationship with or a cause of action in 
favor of a third party against either the Consultant or the Client. 
 
5) Certifications, Guarantees and Warranties:   The Consultant shall not be required to execute 
any document that would result in the Consultant certifying, guaranteeing or warranting the 
existence of any conditions.  The Consultant will render services and opinions according to the 
standards of practice of consulting professional engineering and surveying. 
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6) Limitation of Liability: In recognition of the relative risks, rewards and benefits of the project to 
both the Client and the Consultant, the risks have been allocated such that the Client agrees that, 
to the fullest extent permitted by law, the Consultant's total liability to the Client for any and all 
injuries, damages, claims, losses or expenses arising out of this Agreement from any cause or 
causes, shall not exceed Fifty Thousand and 00/100 dollars $50,000.00.  Such causes include, 
but are not limited to, Consultant's negligence, errors, omissions, strict liability, breach of contact 
or breach of warranty. 
 
7) Use of Documents: All documents produced by the Consultant under this Agreement are 
instruments of the Consultant's professional service for use in the project for which the Consultant 
was retained.  These documents may not be used by the Client for any other purpose without the 
prior written consent of the Consultant. 
 
8) Dispute Resolution: Any claims or disputes between the Client and the Consultant arising out 
of the services to be provided by the Consultant or out of this Agreement shall be submitted to 
non-binding mediation.  
 
9) Termination of Services:   This Agreement may be terminated at any time by either party 
should the other party fail to perform its obligations hereunder.  In the event of termination for any 
reason whatsoever, the Client shall pay the Consultant for all services rendered to the date of 
termination, and all reimbursable expenses incurred prior to termination and reasonable 
termination expenses incurred as the result of termination. 
 
The above Agreement, Terms and Conditions, and referenced Proposal scope of work and fees 
are agreed upon: 
 
Client: __________________________Date__________ 
 
 
Town of Oregon 
1138 Union Road 
Oregon, WI  53575 
 

Consultant:     Date:  March 06, 2026 
 
Gregory J. Hofmeister, PE, RLS, President 
HOFMEISTER Engineering & Surveying, Inc.  
15626 West Holt Road, Brooklyn, WI, 53521-9319 
 



Effective 01/01/26 through 12/31/26 

 

2026 Standard Rate Schedule 

The fees for our services will be based on the rates listed below.  All fee quotations are estimates.  
Actual fees will be based on actual time and expenses incurred by Hofmeister Engineering & 
Surveying, Inc. (HE&S) unless stated otherwise in the proposal or contract. Time is charged from 
the time we leave our office until we return to our office, i.e. portal to portal. Breaks for meals or 
rest/hydration are not charged. 

 

Personnel 

 

STAFF CATEGORY HOURLY RATE 

PRINCIPAL $145.00 

SR. CIVIL ENGINEER $120.00 

STAFF ENGINEER $105.00 

REGISTERED LAND SURVEYOR $105.00 

FIELD ASSISTANT $80.00 

CADD OPERATOR $65.00 

CLERICAL STAFF $45.00 

Expenses 

Direct expenses incurred on the client’s behalf are charged at our cost plus 10%.  Such items 
include, but are not limited to, equipment rental, subsistence, printing and reproduction, 
transportation and travel charges and any special equipment or fees unique to the project. 

Professional sub-consultant fees are charged at our cost plus 15%. 

Electronic total station with data collector will be charged at $75.00 per day. 

GPS equipment will be charged at $350.00 per day. 

Vehicle mileage will be charged at $0.72 per mile with gasoline selling for $3.50 per gallon.  A fuel 
adjustment will be made based on the difference from $3.50 per gallon. 

Invoicing 

Progress invoices shall be issued monthly and shall be paid within thirty days of the date of 
invoice. 

Balances remaining unpaid on the due date are subject to a monthly finance charge of 1.5% 
(which is an annual rate of 18%). 

HE&S reserves the right to stop work on any project that has invoices due past 45 days until all 
outstanding balances are paid. 



Outlook

Upcoming Invitation to participate on State Contract 26/27

From DOT Salt <SaltAdmin@dot.wi.gov>
Date Tue 2/17/2026 10:08 AM
To DOT Salt <SaltAdmin@dot.wi.gov>

Dear Local O cial,

The purpose of this email is to no fy you that the invita on to par cipate in the 2026-2027 road salt contract will
be sent to you in Mid-March.

Your Unit of Government has previously par cipated in the Wisconsin DOT road salt contract.

At this me, please send any contact updates as soon as possible (e.g. addi onal sta , a change of contact over
last year, etc.).

As applicable:  If it is required by your Unit of Government, please plan ahead and add the salt contract review
to upcoming mee ng agenda(s).

If you have any ques ons or concerns, please reach out to me at 608-267-9180.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Respectfully,

Christina Thode
Statewide Salt Coordinator
Financial Specialist-Senior

Department of Transportation
Bureau of Highway Maintenance
4822 Madison Yards Way
6th Floor South
Madison WI 53705
Email: ChristinaM.Thode@dot.wi.gov
Phone: 608-267-9180
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MUNICIPAL AGREEMENT TO PURCHASE SODIUM CHLORIDE ON WISDOT BID (March
2025) 

THIS AGREEMENT MUST BE SIGNED, DATED, AND RECEIVED BY WisDOT BHM 
WISDOT NO LATER THAN 5 PM ON MONDAY, March , 2025. 

SUBMIT BY EMAIL ONLY TO: SaltAdmin@dot.wi.gov 

Annually the Wisconsin Department of Transportation, Bureau of Highway Maintenance takes bids for 
sodium chloride to be used as a deicing agent. For the 2025-2026 bid the Department will receive a single, 
combined price to include three categories of delivery services for its road salt needs. They are: 

1. Guaranteed Early Fill - this service is to take delivery of salt that will fill the purchaser’s storage
facilities to capacity. Salt contractor is required to complete delivery by December 1, 2025. The
contract guarantees the salt contractors that 100% of the bid quantity shown as guaranteed early fill
will be taken by the purchaser at the price awarded to the salt contractor. It obligates the salt
contractor to deliver this guaranteed quantity. Early fill salt can be ordered as soon as the contracts
are signed by the salt contractor (Typically July 1st) and must be ordered by October 1, 2025, using
form DT2208. Any unordered salt by these guidelines may result in forfeiture of salt in this category.

2. Guaranteed Seasonal Fill - this service is to take delivery of salt that will re-fill the storage facilities
between December 1, 2025, and April 30, 2026. The municipality guarantees to purchase from the salt
contractor - 100% of the bid quantity shown as “guaranteed seasonal fill” at the price awarded to the
salt contractor. The request for delivery is made by the purchasing agency using form DT2208. When
both guaranteed early fill and guaranteed seasonal fill are contracted, the municipality must take
delivery on all early fill salt, before beginning to take delivery of seasonal fill.

3. Vendor Reserve - the salt contractor assures that it will have a “reserve” quantity, enabling it to
provide additional salt up to the quantity let for bid as vendor reserve, which is taken at the discretion
of the purchaser at the price awarded to the salt contractor. Form DT2208 must be used to order salt.
The purchaser’s “vendor reserve” cannot be more than 20% of the “total guaranteed purchase.”

The WisDOT Bureau of Highway Maintenance will include the requested salt quantities for local units of 
government in the quantity for the statewide bid. Participating local units of government must agree to abide 
by the Special Terms and Conditions of the contract between WisDOT and the Salt Contractor including 
procedures for ordering, taking delivery, acknowledging receipt of delivery, making payment for salt received, 
salt quantities, salt unit prices, and assessing penalties. By signing this agreement, participants are also 
agreeing to comply with Administrative Code TRANS 277 which requires registration and compliance at all salt 
storage facilities. TRANS 277 also requires annual on-site storage facility inspections. 

The  of  in  County 
(Town / City / County) (Name of Municipality) (County) 

hereby requests WisDOT to acquire the following quantity of sodium chloride for the 2025-26 winter season 
and agrees to purchase at least the “guaranteed” quantities shown in the table on the following page and to 
make payment as contractually required. 

Town Oregon Dane
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CURRENT INVENTORY INFORMATION
QUANTITY AMOUNT IN TONS

Overall Storage Shed Capacity
How much salt your shed(s) can hold when full

Current Salt Shed Inventory (approx. what have in shed(s) now)

Salt yet to be delivered from 2024-2025 contract
Include any Guaranteed Seasonal Salt and any Optional Vendor 
Reserve you plan to receive yet, this Spring

2025-2026 SALT ORDER SPECIFICATIONS

GUARANTEED PURCHASES AMOUNT IN TONS
Guaranteed Early Fill
Early fill orders must be placed prior to October 1, 2025 with
preferred delivery of any date prior to December 1, 2025
Guaranteed Seasonal Fill
Seasonal fill orders must be placed after December 2, 2025 with 
preferred delivery of any date prior to April 30, 2026

Total Guaranteed Purchases (Early + Seasonal)

OPTIONAL PURCHASE AMOUNT IN TONS
Vendor Reserve
This quantity can be no more than 20% of the total guaranteed 
purchase (early and seasonal tons). Purchaser may take delivery at
its discretion between December 2, 2025 and up to April 30, 2026.

Participants will receive a copy of the Bid Documents, the procedure to place orders, the form DT2208 and 
instructions on how to use it, and assistance on other requirements contained in the Bid Documents in June 
ahead of the new contract starting July 1, 2025. 

*ALL SALT ORDERS MUST BE E-MAILED TO SALT CONTRACTORS ON A DT2208 FORM (no phone orders).*

Salt purchased under this agreement shall only be used on facilities owned and maintained by a municipality. If 
the municipality has contracted with a private entity to perform winter maintenance, the salt purchased under 
this agreement shall not be used by the private entity on facilities not owned or maintained by a municipality.

The undersigned authority here agrees to the terms and values of the above agreement:

Signature Approval Authority (electronic signature accepted) Date

Contact Phone Number Contact E-mail Address
(ex: xxx-xxx-xxxx)

250

120

130

250

0

50

608-835-3200
jhanson@townoforegonwi.gov

3/18/2025





To:  Town of Oregon Board of Supervisors

From:  Sheldon Tachon, TORC Manager, Town of Oregon 

Subject:  TORC Operations  

Date:   March 10, 2026 

TORC USE

Date Hours Vehicle
s 

Brush and 
recycling 

Trash 
(paid) 

TORC 
Card
Punches

Total 
Revenue 

1-17-2026 8:30-12:00 16  13  4 2 30.00

2-7-26 8:30-12:00 16 11  5 3 90.00

2-21-26 8:30-12:00  38  25  25 5  280.00

3-7-2026 8:30-12:00 40  30  30  4 231.00 

NOTES 

1. 
2. 



Proposal for Town of Oregon
Computer Magic Inc - 6084419888 -
h p://computermagic.us

Proposal Summary
Prepared by:
Adam Gracyalny
Computer Magic Incs
101 Nichols Rd
Monona
Wisconsin
US
53716

h p://computermagic.us

Prepared for:
Jennifer Hanson
Town of Oregon
1138 Union Road
53575

Quote informa on:
Quote #22810139-1
Prepared on: 2/12/2026
Expires: 3/14/2026

$OPTIONAL

Description Optional Quantity Unit
Price

Tax Price

Ubiquiti UniFi UBB-US IEEE 802.11ad 1.70 Gbit/s
Wireless Bridge

N 2 $348.75 $0.00 $697.50

Ubiquiti U7 Pro Tri Band Wi-Fi 7 IEEE
802.11a/b/g/n/ac/ax/be/k/r/v 5.80 Gbit/s Wireless
Access Point - Yes

N 1 $236.25 $0.00 $236.25

Ubiquiti UniFi Switch Lite 8 PoE USW-Lite-8-PoE
Ethernet Switch

N 1 $136.25 $0.00 $136.25

CyberPower CP1200AVR AVR UPS Systems N 1 $177.65 $0.00 $177.65

Standard Labor N 6 $120.00 $0.00 $720.00



Sub-total $1,967.65

Sales tax $0.00

TOTAL $1,967.65

Please see below notes rela ng to this proposal:

Labor is an es mate that will be billed at me used. Cabling from the switch to the bridge will need to be completed by a 3rd
party.

Computer Magic Inc Town of Oregon

Signature: Signature:

Name: Adam Gracyalny Name:

Email:

Terms of Service

Quotes
Prices subject to change - prices based upon total purchase - all delivery, training, or consul ng services to be billed at
published rates for each ac vity involved - generally, all hardware computer components proposed above are covered
by a limited one-year warranty, covering parts for hardware only and on a depot basis - we speci cally disclaim any and
all warran es, express or implied, including but not limited to any implied warran es or with regard to any licensed
products. We shall not be liable for any loss of pro ts, business, goodwill, data, interrup on of business, nor for
incidental or consequen al merchantability or tness of purpose, damages related to this agreement. Minimum 15%
restocking fee with Original packaging.



Outlook

DCEM update - Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan Kick-Off meetings

From Beckett, Andrew <Beckett.Andrew@danecounty.gov>
Date Thu 2/19/2026 3:34 PM
To bellazzinitobm@gmail.com <bellazzinitobm@gmail.com>; Burghy Amanda <townofbluemounds@gmail.com>; ourfarm@mhtc.net

<ourfarm@mhtc.net>; rickvan@mhtc.net <rickvan@mhtc.net>; villagepresident@bluemoundsvillage.com <villagepresident@bluemoundsvillage.com>;
Michek, Mary Jo <MMICHEK@BLUEMOUNDSVILLAGE.COM>; Hoops, Joey <IMCEAEX-
_o=Dane+20Co+2E_ou=Exchange+20Administrative+20Group+20+28FYDIBOHF23SPDLT+29_cn=Recipients_cn=0ee9d1b8a55c407287e081ac3524032f-
Hoops+2C+20Joey@namprd09.prod.outlook.com>; president@brooklynwi.gov <president@brooklynwi.gov>; Kuhlman Linda <clerk@brooklynwi.gov>;
Olson, Vicki <DEPUTYCLERK@BROOKLYNWI.GOV>; publicworks@brooklynwi.gov <publicworks@brooklynwi.gov>; spilde@brooklynwi.gov
<spilde@brooklynwi.gov>; Grossen, Chad <chad.grossen@fitchburgwi.gov>; robert.kunze@fitchburgwi.gov <robert.kunze@fitchburgwi.gov>;
mark.mlekush@fitchburgwi.gov <mark.mlekush@fitchburgwi.gov>; scott.sarver@fitchburgwi.gov <scott.sarver@fitchburgwi.gov>;
PD_Chiefs@fitchburgwi.gov <PD_Chiefs@fitchburgwi.gov>; PD_Captains@fitchburg.gov <PD_Captains@fitchburg.gov>; matthew.laha@fitchburgwi.gov
<matthew.laha@fitchburgwi.gov>; andrew.mccarthy@fitchburgwi.gov <andrew.mccarthy@fitchburgwi.gov>

Cc Johnston, Zander <Johnston.Zander@danecounty.gov>

Good a ernoon SW Dane County partners,

This is a reminder that Dane County Emergency Management will be holding kick-o  mee ngs next week for the Dane County Natural
Hazard Mi ga on Plan 2027 Update process. Municipali es interested in par cipa ng in the 2027 update should plan on having a
representa ve a end one of the three mee ng opportuni es next Tuesday or Wednesday.

The Natural Hazard Mi ga on Plan (NHMP) addresses natural hazards that may impact Dane County communi es by assessing each
community’s vulnerabili es and iden fying prac cal mi ga on strategies to minimize community losses. An update is required every ve
years.

Municipali es are invited to par cipate in the plan and must adopt it at the local level in order to access certain programs, such as
certain mi ga on grants. Dane County has historically had strong par cipa on at the municipal level. The current version of the plan can
be found at h ps://em.countyofdane.com/hazards/mi ga on-plan.

This Kick-o  Mee ng is the ini al step in the 2027 update process. Please share this informa on with municipal leaders and sta  who
may be involved with local updates and plan adop on. Ideally, a member of your municipal sta  who would be responsible for
overseeing local ac on on the plan will be able to a end one of the kick-o  mee ngs.

To ensure everyone has the opportunity to a end, there are mul ple o erings of the same informa onal mee ng. All mee ngs will
include the same content and will be conducted online via Microso  Teams.

Feb. 24 from 10:00am-12:00pm – h ps://teams.microso .com/meet/24213416788758?p=w5oQTLLTiYVNrOm9zZ
Feb. 25 from 1:30pm-3:30pm – h ps://teams.microso .com/meet/27533139257440?p=JRgHTZsihapX8HOOBC
Feb. 25 from 6:30pm-8:30pm – h ps://teams.microso .com/meet/28050481634020?p=WNtphUfgOx1MeTMGtL

Ques ons regarding the NHMP update process can be directed to Andrew Becke  at Dane County Emergency Management – (608) 261-
9943 or becke .andrew@danecounty.gov.

Andrew Becke
Emergency Communica ons and Outreach Manager
Dane County Emergency Management
C – (608) 628-8075 | O – (608) 261-9943
2982 Kapec Road|Fitchburg, WI 53719
becke .andrew@danecounty.gov



COUNTY OF DANE
Department of Emergency Management
MELISSA AGARD, County Executive  CHARLES A. TUBBS, SR., Director

2982 Kapec Rd, Fitchburg, WI 53719
TDD: (608) 267-1597  Fax: (608) 266-4500

Emergency Planning Division
(608) 266-4330

Emergency Medical Services Division
(608) 266-4387

Hazardous Materials Planning Division
(608) 266-9051

Dane County Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan
Participant Information Form

This document identifies expectations of the County and any Dane County City/Village/Town that 
chooses to participate in the Dane County’s Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan 2027 update process.

Introduction/Purpose:

In 2021-22, the Dane County Department of Emergency Management facilitated the development of 
a Natural Hazard Mitigation Plan for Dane County. The purpose of this plan is to better understand 
the natural hazards and their impacts on people and property. The plan is also serves to identify a 
wide range of options to reduce Dane County’s vulnerability to natural hazards.  

The current plan was prepared with a multi-jurisdictional approach in mind. All local units of 
government in Dane County were invited to participate in the planning process. The decision whether 
or not to participate was and remains a local decision, based on local community needs. 
Communities have the option to not prepare a plan, to prepare a stand-alone plan for their 
jurisdiction, or to participate in a multi-jurisdiction or county-wide plan. Each of the participating 
jurisdictions has a specific attachment to this plan. The local attachments describe particular risks 
and vulnerabilities and identify action items to be taken by the jurisdiction to reduce those risks.

Dane County's plan, with the local attachments was approved by FEMA in 2022. The plan and local 
attachments are posted on the County’s website at: 
https://em.countyofdane.com/hazards/mitigation-plan

Per FEMA regulations, the plan is required to be updated and resubmitted for approval every five 
years in order to remain eligible for mitigation funding. Dane County Emergency Management is in 
the process of updating the countywide plan, with the assistance of Dane County Planning & 
Development and the Capital Area Regional Planning Commission, and encourages the participation 
of all local units of government within Dane County.

County Responsibilities:

Dane County Emergency Management will facilitate the required plan update process, and:

A. Establish a planning process, work plan, and timelines to assure that the plan is updated in 
accordance with FEMA standards.

B. Facilitate regular planning meetings and other coordination activities between the County and 
all participating local jurisdictions.

C. Monitor progress and outcomes with each participating jurisdiction toward achieving the project 
milestones.

D. Provide plan templates and data collection tools for local use or adaptation.
E. Facilitate update of the County’s portions of the plan.
F. Draft sections of the plan for local jurisdiction approval and adoption.
G. Compile and submit plan documents to FEMA for approval.

Introduction/Purpose:

County Responsibilities:



COUNTY OF DANE
Department of Emergency Management
MELISSA AGARD, County Executive  CHARLES A. TUBBS, SR., Director

2982 Kapec Rd, Fitchburg, WI 53719
TDD: (608) 267-1597  Fax: (608) 266-4500

Emergency Planning Division
(608) 266-4330

Emergency Medical Services Division
(608) 266-4387

Hazardous Materials Planning Division
(608) 266-9051

Partnering Local Government Responsibilities:

Participating jurisdiction will:

A. Identify a point of contact and an alternate for local plan development and coordination:

B. Work with county staff to prepare a plan document that will meet FEMA guidelines for a natural 
hazard mitigation plan: 

1. Dedicate adequate staff time to complete the process in a timely manner
2. Participate in county-wide planning and informational meetings
3. Complete a hazard profile and vulnerability assessment based on local conditions
4. Develop problem statements
5. Develop a local mitigation strategy
6. Identify and prioritize specific goals, objectives, and action steps
7. Help promote public outreach activities and participate in at least one public meeting
8. Review and approve draft plan documents
9. Adopt the final draft of the plan through formal resolution

Please email a completed copy of Page 2 to beckett.andrew@danecounty.gov by March 31, 
2026.

Jurisdiction: Town of Oregon

Primary Contact: Carl Walser Alternate Contact: Jennifer Hanson
Title: Town Chair Title: Town Clerk
Email: cwalser@townoforegonwi.gov Email: jhanson@townoforegonwi.gov
Phone: 608-692-9067 Phone:608-835-3200         

Date: 2-26-2026 Date: 2-26-2026

Partnering Local Government Responsibilities:
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Outlook

RE: Gerald Jensen Letter of Credit

From Joseph Zaffino <jzaffino@onecommunity.bank>
Date Mon 3/2/2026 4:31 PM
To Jennifer Hanson <jhanson@townoforegonwi.gov>

Hi Jennifer:

I am so sorry for the non-response to your email from Tuesday.

Please put the letter of credit in an envelope and address it to me.  You need not stamp if you
drop it off at the Oregon Bank.  If you prefer to send it my address is below under my name.

Jerry had phone me the day prior to his passing telling me the contractor was in the process of
finishing the road.  The contractor for Jerry was Richard Alme Construction out of Belleville.
His number is 608-424-3889.

You may want to phone Richard and ask if he intended on completing the road and explain what
needs to be done to complete the road. He may do that because he probably does not want to
deal with the estate.  The Bank unfortunately cannot do anything because our obligation to
Jerry ended when the letter expired.

I know if Jerry was alive, we would not even be having this discussion.  He would have been on
top of this immediately.

I am sorry for the situation the town is in.

Please phone me if you have any questions.

Thank you,

Joseph R Zaffino
Market President/Commercial Lender
NMLS # 1247639
Email: jzaffino@onecommunity.bank
One Community Bank
501 N. Main St.,Adams, WI. 53910
Office: 608.472-5272 Mobile: 608-472-9226

Visit us at: https://www.onecommunity.bank
This message contains confidential and proprietary information of the sender, and is intended only for the person(s) to
whom it is addressed. Any use, distribution, copying, or disclosure by any other person is strictly prohibited. If you have



Outlook

Windridge extension

From Abel Schultz <aschultz@town.oregon.wi.us>
Date Mon 3/9/2026 9:17 AM
To Jennifer Hanson <jhanson@townoforegonwi.gov>; Sue LeBrun <slebrun@townoforegonwi.gov>

I talked to Richard Alme, the contractor that built the road he said he was not contracted to do
the shouldering. Ryan and I can do it keeping track of time and material.

Abel



Outlook

14833 V Oregon Liberty Park Annexation Questionnaire

From Vowels-Katter, Bradley - DOA <bradley.vowelskatter@wisconsin.gov>
Date Tue 2/24/2026 3:27 PM
To Jennifer Hanson <jhanson@townoforegonwi.gov>; cjones@oregonwi.gov <cjones@oregonwi.gov>
Cc bryan@allstargroup.net <bryan@allstargroup.net>; bryan@allstargroup.net <bryan@allstargroup.net>

3 attachments (1 MB)
14833_MBRLetter_20260224.pdf; 14833_ReviewQuestionnaire_20260224.pdf; 14833 V Oregon Liberty Park Annexation.pdf;

Hello Candie and Jennifer (Petitioners cc’d),

The Wisconsin Department of Administration, Municipal Boundary Review Program
has received a proposed annexation petition to transfer territory from the Town of
Oregon to the Village of Oregon for our public interest review under s. 66.0217(6), Wis.
Stats.  Attached is the petition as well as a letter with additional details and a
questionnaire for each of your communities to complete. Please return the
questionnaire as soon as possible so that the information can be reviewed prior to the
department's statutory deadline of March 16, 2026.

Please let me know if you have any questions.

Thank you,

Municipal Boundary Review - DOA
101 East Wilson Street
PO Box 1645, Madison, WI 53701
Direct (608) 261-6097
bradley.vowelska er@wisconsin.gov
h p://doa.wi.gov/municipalboundaryreview



February 24, 2026 PETITION FILE NO. 14833

CANDIE JONES, CLERK
VILLAGE OF OREGON
101 ALPINE PARKWAY
OREGON, WI 53575

JENNIFER HANSON, CLERK
TOWN OF OREGON
1138 UNION RD
OREGON, WI 53575-2742

Subject: LIBERTY PARK ANNEXATION

Section 66.0217 (6), Wis. Stats., provides that the annexation of lands to cities and villages within a county 
having a population of 50,000 or more shall be reviewed by the Department of Administration in order to 
determine if the proposed annexation is in the public interest or against the public interest. The proposed 
annexation from the TOWN OF OREGON to the VILLAGE OF OREGON (see attached description) must 
be reviewed pursuant to the statute.

To assist us in making this determination, we urge that you promptly supply the data requested on the 
enclosed questionnaire (where possible) and return the questionnaire to the department.

The purpose of this questionnaire is to assist the department in determining "Whether the governmental 
services, including zoning, to be supplied to the territory could clearly be better supplied by the town...." 
The statute further stipulates that the department shall study the "shape of the proposed annexation and the 
homogeneity of the territory with the annexing municipality." In addition, we would appreciate receiving 
from you any comments or information bearing on governmental services or shape and homogeneity that 
would indicate whether the annexation is in or against the public interest.

Please return the questionnaire as soon as possible so that the information can be reviewed prior to the 
department's statutory deadline of March 16, 2026. Direct any questions and comments to Bradley Vowels-
Katter at (608) 261-6097. Thank you for your cooperation.

For additional information on annexation or other land use issues, visit our web site at 
http://doa.wi.gov/municipalboundaryreview/.

Sincerely,

Bradley T. Vowels-Katter
Municipal Boundary Review – DOA
Direct (608) 261-6097
bradley.vowelskatter@wisconsin.gov
http://doa.wi.gov/municipalboundaryreview

Enclosures: Annexation Questionnaire

TONY EVERS

KATHY BLUMENFELD
GOVERNOR

SECRETARY

Municipal Boundary Review
PO Box 1645, Madison WI 53701
Voice (608) 261-6097     Fax (608) 264-6104
Email: wimunicipalboundaryreview@wi.gov
Web: http://doa.wi.gov/municipalboundaryreview









*All four property boundries
are adjacent to the 
Village of Oregon.





DIR - Request for Annexation Review

Property Information



Questions: wimunicipalboundaryreview@wi.gov or 608-264-6102

The Description

s.66.0217 (1) (c)

The annexation petition must include a legal description of the land to be annexed. The land must be described
by reference to the government lot, private claim, quarter-section, section, town and range in which the land
lies. The land must be further described by metes and bounds commencing from a monumented corner of the
section or quarter-section, or the monumented end of a private claim or federal reservation, in which the land
lies; OR

If the land is wholly and entirely within a lot or lots, or all of a block or blocks of a recorded subdivision plat or
certified survey map, it must be described by reference to the lot (s) and/or block (s) therein, along with the
name of the plat or the number, volume, page, and County of the certified survey map.

The land may NOT be described only by:

Aliquot part;
Reference to any other document (plat of survey, deed, etc.);
Exception or Inclusion;
Parcel ID or tax number.

The Map

s. 66.0217 (1) (g)

The map shall be an accurate reflection of the legal description of the parcel being annexed. As such, it must
show:

A tie line from the parcel to the monumented corner of the section or quarter-section, or the monumented
end of a private claim or federal reservation, in which the parcel lies. The corner and monument must be
identified.
Bearings and distances along all parcel boundaries as described.



All adjoiners as referenced in the description.

The map must include a graphic scale.

 

The map must show and identify the existing municipal boundary, in relation to the parcel being annexed.

[It is beneficial to include a North arrow, and identify adjacent streets and parcels on the map.]

The Petition

State the purpose of the petition:

Direct annexation by unanimous approval; OR
Direct annexation by one-half approval; OR
Annexation by referendum.

Petition must be signed by:

All owners and electors, if by unanimous approval
See 66.0217(3)(a)
See 66.0217(3)(b) if by referendum

State the population of the land to be annexed

 

[It is beneficial to include Parcel ID or Tax numbers, the parcel area, and identify the annexee (Town) and
annexor (Village or City) in the petition.]

The petition must be filed with the Clerk of the annexing City or Village and with the Clerk of the Town in which
the land is located s. 66.0217.

If the annexation is by one-half approval, or by referendum, the petitioner must post notice of the proposed
annexation as required by s. 66.0217 (4).

Questions: wimunicipalboundaryreview@wi.gov or 608-264-6102



Questions: wimunicipalboundaryreview@wi.gov or 608-264-6102



Outlook

RE: 5214 Hwy. CC-Oregon

From Eslick, Kevin <Eslick.Kevin@danecounty.gov>
Date Thu 2/26/2026 1:46 PM
To Elise Cruz <ECruz@oregonwi.gov>; bryan allstargroup.net <bryan@allstargroup.net>; Jennifer Hanson

<jhanson@townoforegonwi.gov>; Lauren Striegl <lstriegl@oregonwi.gov>
Cc Schmid, Charlene <Schmid.Charlene@danecounty.gov>; Martin Shanks <MShanks@oregonwi.gov>; Eslick,

Kevin <Eslick.Kevin@danecounty.gov>

1 attachment (331 KB)
5214 CTH CC Traffic 01.30.26.pdf;

Hi Elise,

Please forward the site approvals.

Please email me what has been tenta vely agreed to between the Village and Property Owner for improvements
required to CTH CC.

It is possible to complete a permit to access at any me in the process.

FYI, I have the tra c informa on received on 2/3/2026 (a ached) being reviewed by Charlene.  I do not know
when the review will be done/completed, but it is on a long list of reviews to do.

Kevin Eslick
Associate Highway Engineer – Permits and Construc on
Dane County Highway Department
2302 Fish Hatchery Road, Madison WI 53713
608-283-1486  cell 608-206-0017
eslick.kevin@danecounty.gov

From: Elise Cruz <ECruz@oregonwi.gov>
Sent: Thursday, February 19, 2026 12:07 PM
To: Eslick, Kevin <Eslick.Kevin@danecounty.gov>; bryan allstargroup.net <bryan@allstargroup.net>; Jennifer
Hanson <jhanson@townoforegonwi.gov>; Lauren Striegl <lstriegl@oregonwi.gov>
Cc: Schmid, Charlene <Schmid.Charlene@danecounty.gov>; Mar n Shanks <MShanks@oregonwi.gov>
Subject: RE: 5214 Hwy. CC-Oregon
Hi Kevin, The property has not been annexed yet but all of the site approvals are in place and con ngent on annexa on. I provided a copy of these to Bryan Ellio  from All-Star. Please let me know if you would like me to send them to you,

Hi Kevin,

The property has not been annexed yet but all of the site approvals are in place and contingent on
annexation. I provided a copy of these to Bryan Elliott from All-Star. Please let me know if you would
like me to send them to you, as well.

Our primary goal is making sure we don’t annex the property that will somehow be inaccessible from the
County highway or that any County requirements would require major changes to the approved site plan.
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Site with Vision Triangle @ 1"= 60'
5214 County Hyw. CC

January 30, 2026

County Highway CC

Long Term Traffic
Weekday AM Peak
55 Apartments @ 0.44 = 24 Trips
6 Townhouse   @ 0.46 =   3 Trips
80% Outbound/20% Inbound
Weekday PM Peak
55 Apartments @ 0.67 = 37 Trips
6 Townhouse   @ 0.58 =   4 Trips
80% Inbound/20% Outbound

Construction Traffic
Peak Am & PM
Workers 20 Trips In & 20 Out
Deliveries Intermittent Mid Day

Heavy Vehicle Traffic
Trash Pickup - Twice a Week
Resident Move In & Out

Construction Timeframe
Townhouses -  Summer/Fall 2026
Apartments - To be Determined


