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WISCONSIN COUNTY CODE ADMINISTRATORS
RENEWAL/APPLICATION FOR MEMBERSHIP

MName:

Current Employer: Work Phone: ()

Business Address:

Title/Position: e-mail:

Area of Expertise: Years of
Experience:

Would you be willing to serve on the WCCA Executive Board?
Would you be willing to serve on 8 WCCA committes? If “Yes®, which committes or committess?

Membership fees inclode the does for the current operating year, membership message board and
reduced mgistration fees for the spring and fall edocational seminars,

With mry signature below [ acknowledge that [ have read the statement of principles of the WCOCA
(see reverse side) and agree to abide by thoss principles,

Signators of Applicant Date
Membemship Category::  Full £40.00 Associate £40.00
*This is an additional renewal from this office 30,00

MOTE: Renewal applications for the first member from amy office is $40.00, and $30.00 for each
additional member from the same office. Please sobmit applications from the same office in the
same ¢ nve lope.

Mease submit this completed form along with your payment to the office below.
Make checks payable to the Wisconsin County Code Administrators,

WCCA

VILAS COUNTY ZONING OFFICE
330 COURT STREET

EAGLE RIVER WI 34521-0369



CHANGES TO WISCONSIN’S PLATTING LAWS
By Renée Powers, Wisconsin Department of Administration, Plat Review

2009 Wisconsin Acts 376 and 399, signed by
Governor Doyle on May 18, 2010, and published
June 1, 2010, made significant revisions to
Wisconsin's platting laws. All but one of the
revisions took effect June 2, 2010.

The following changes apply as of
June 2, 2010

Submittal time for final plat

Final plats must be submitted within 36 months
following preliminary plat approval. A local unit of
government may extend the time for submission of
the final plat.

Wis. Stat. § 236.11(1)(b)

Process for determining substantial conformity

A professional engineer, planner or other person
designated to review plats for a local unit of
government shall determine if a final plat

“substantially conforms” to the preliminary plat.

This determination shall be given to the unit of
government along with a recommendation for
approval/denial of the final plat. The conclusion and
recommendation are not required to be in writing but
must be made part of the public record at the
proceeding in which the final plat is being

considered.

Wis. Stat. 8§ 236.11(1)(c)

Compliance with existing ordinance

Preliminary plats or final plats, if no preliminary pla
was submitted for that development, must comply
with the local ordinance which was in effect when
the plat was submitted. If an ordinance is revised
while the plat is moving through the review process
the new requirements cannot be applied to the plat.
Wis. Stat. § 236.13(1)(b)

Financial securities limited

The plat may be developed in phases as approved by

the local unit of government. The amount of surety
bond or other security shall be limited to the phase
currently being constructed. Local units of

government may not require that the security be

provided sooner than is reasonably necessary before

the installation of improvements begins.
20 23 %&(2!&4%54 5

Time limit for recording subdivision plats

Plats must be recorded within 12 months after the
last approval and 36 months from the first
approval. Recording time limits for CSMs have
NOT changed.

Wis. Stat. § 236.25(2)(b)

Extraterritorial plat review of land use limited
Local units of government may not review a plat or
CSM within their extraterritorial plat approval
jurisdiction based upon the lands proposed use,
unless the approval/denial is based upon a plan or
regulations adopted under Wis. Stats. §
62.23(7a)(c) related to extraterritorial zoning.

Wis. Stat. § 236.45(3)(b)

The following change applies beginning
January 2, 2011

Local ordinances may not be more restrictive
than state statutes

Local ordinances may not have more restrictive
time limits, deadlines, notice requirements or be
more restrictive in other provisions of Wis. Stats.
ch. 236 that provide protections for the subdivider.
Wis. Stat. § 236.45(2)(ac)

City, village, town and county ordinances must
comply with these changes on or after January 2,
2011, or the ordinance cannot be enforced.

For More Information

Renée Powers

Wisconsin Department of Administration
Plat Review

(608) 266-3200

plat.review@wi.gov
http://doa.wi.gov/platreview

View Act 376:
www.legis.state.wi.us/2009/data/acts/09Act376.pdf

View Act 399:
www.legis.state.wi.us/2009/data/acts/09Act399.pdf




WCCA Legislative Report

2009 WisconsinAct 373 relating to notices concerning construction near or kaslastreams, o
wetlands that are given to applicants for building pexand other construction approvals, requir
the Department of Natural Resources to furnish infolonati brochures about wetlands law
requiring the DNR to provide evaluations and statementsitatvhether certain land contaiy
wetlands, and making an appropriation. The bill requirese¢hah county, city, village, and tow
(municipality) that issues a building permit_or oth@proval for construction activitywust give the
applicant a written notice that contains informatioowtlconstruction near or on wetlands.

PSC Wind Energy Rules Draft has setbacks from lot lingtsgation for noise, shadow flicker, etc|
To review the Wind Energy Draft ordinance go to the WCCA sige athttp://www.wccadm.com

Act 372 makes various changes affecting comprehensive plannisgbillisipecifies that the action
of a local governmental unit that must be consisterit thi¢ local governmental unit’s
comprehensive plan are ordinances related to official mgpjocal subdivision regulation, and
zoning, including zoning of shorelands or wetlands in dands. “Consistent with” is defined in
this bill to mean “furthers or does not contradict thesotiyes, goals, and policies contained in thg
comprehensive plan.” This bill also specifies that engaii comprehensive plan by ordinance dog
not make the comprehensive plan by itself a regulafitsn under this bill, if a local governmenta
unit has not adopted a comprehensive plan, it may bepgxesm the consistency requirement if
either: 1) the local governmental unit has not receavedmprehensive planning grant from

the Department of Administration (DOA), and the logavernmental unit adopts a resolution
stating that it will adopt a comprehensive plan by Jania®p12; or 2) the local governmental un
has received a comprehensive planning grant and an extémsioDOA. The local governmental
unit is exempt from the consistency requirement untiday 1, 2012, if it qualifies under the
former provision or until the expiration of the extiemsgranted by DOA if it qualifies under the
latter provision. Also under this bill, a town may adopbanprehensive plan whether or not it
exercises village powers.

On May 7, 2010 Scott Godfrey, Chair of the WCCA Working Landgtive Ad Hoc Committee
sent to Secretary Nilsestuen questions relating to Chapiét/is. Statutes. The WCCA received
answers to these questions on June 22 from Kathy Pieistitterinistrator of the Division of
Agricultural Resource Management. DATCP response médyumel on the WCCA web site, in

addition to three appendixes relating to a model ordindao® consolidation and conversion fees|.

The Working Lands Initiative Ad Hoc Committee is plannimgroeeting late July.

A full legislative report can be found on the WCCAbnsite. If you have any questions on
legislative activities please contact Paul van EfflVice President, Buffalo County.
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Forty years after they were first adopted, stateednd development rules have been updated to better
protect lakes and rivers while allowing property owners emibexibility on their land. These minimum
statewide standards are just one tool Wisconsin ussdgdgquard our shorelands for the future

The state Natural Resources Board adopted revisioe tautes Nov. 13, 2009. The final, official rules are
expected to be officially published in early 2010. County gawents will have two years from that time to
update their shoreland development rules to be conssiitndr exceed the state’s rules.

Now and after the rules are enacted locally, ownéexisting homes and buildings can keep what they have.
They will not have to do anything different unless thegpoise a major change on their property, like
remodeling their home, expanding it, or paving or coveringersarfaces. Then, they may have to take steps
to offset the potential impacts from their projectreased water runoff and pollutants, loss of plantsdtey f
runoff and provide wildlife habitat, and impacts on theighbors’ and lake and river users’ scenic views.

Some Standards Remain the Same: Some Standards Are New:

Homes must still be set back 75 feet
from the water.

Minimum lot size requirements remain at
20,000 square feet and 10,000 sq. feet.

Some Standards Changed:

Spending limits on repairs to existing
non-conforming residences located
within 75 feet of the water’s edge have
been eliminated.

Expansion of an existing home closer
than 75 feet from the water is now
allowed in some cases: a property owner
can build a second story or otherwise
add-on vertically, if their existing house
is at least 35-feet back from the water.
Expansion of an existing home more
than 75 feet from the water is still
allowed.

Property owners expanding the physical
footprint of a non-conforming structure
will be required to offset the
environmental impact of the expansion
by choosing from a number of options.
Examples include reducing the amount
of mowing next to the water, installing
rain-gardens to absorb storm runoff, or
re-planting native vegetation near the
shoreline. Counties will set what the
specific mitigation requirements are as
they update their ordinances.

A new standard caps the total amount of
hard or “impervious” surfaces such as
roofs, pavement and decks allowed on
shoreland property. The caps apply only
to properties within 300 feet of lakes or
rivers, and they do not affect existing
property owners unless the owners try to
make major changes that would cover up
more land with hard surfaces.

No limitations would exist for additions

or new buildings where the lot’s
impervious surfaces do not exceed 15
percent of the total lot size. Where the
sum total of impervious surfaces is
between 15 percent and 30 percent of the
lot size, property owners would be
required to take measures to offset the
environmental impact of their proposed
project.
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EC & NE districts had a joint meeting at Kelly Lake on

April 9th. Four counties gave presentations on

shoreland mitigation practices currently in use. Special

thanks go out to Dawn Schmidt from Vilas County,

Jeff Henneman from Waupaca County, Pete Wegner

from Oneida County and Ben Niffenegger from

Langlade County for presenting information on how

they have developed, implemented and enforced

mitigation thus far. | think the information shared

will help those counties with no mitigation

requirements currently to have some perspective and/or starting
point when trying to develop ordinance updates to meet NR115
mitigation requirements.

ECWCCA has not met since April; however, a couple of counties
have submitted information to be included in our district report.
Thanks much!

Welcome to Lisa Luedke. As of March 8, 2010, Lisa Luedke
became a sanitary inspector in Brown County. Lisa has been
employed by Brown County for 10 years and had been in the
Planning and Land Services department for 4 years as the
secretary lll. She is now dedicating most of her time on the
maintenance program and daily inspections. Submitted by
Matthew Heyroth

Congratulations and Happy Retirement to Mike and Te  rri
DeMaster! Mike was long-time Zoning Administrator for
Sheboygan County and Terri was a Planning Technician, and
both have retired from Sheboygan County. Their last day was
June 4, 2010. Between them they had more than 70 combined
years of service to the County. Don't know of theirimmediate
plans (travel or other). However, Mike is an avid deer and turkey
hunter and they recently acquired an 80 acre “farm” south of
Elkhart Lake; | suspect they will spend a lot of time there. They
are also both active volunteers in their church community, and
Mike is a member of the Wisconsin Conservation Congress, and
enjoys working with youth hunters. Their retirement came as a
surprise to the staff and we all wish them well. Submitted by
Matthew Mrochinski

The Door County Sanitarian’s Dept continues its Sanitary Survey
work evaluating existing systems. A northern town asked us to
evaluate all POWTS over 20 yrs old and with 2 more years leftin
their process, this summer we're looking at around 80 total
POWTS with about 30 that require soil pits due to a lack of soils
information on file. We then intend to continue our countywide
approach looking at all aged POWTS with a total around 4-500
and with 70 of them requiring soil pits. We're finding money is on
everyone’s mind and that a struggle to this process is a mandate
to provide clean drinking water but with an inability to help fund
(assist) people in order to meet that obligatory mandate.
Submitted by Chris Olson

) 9 [/ >
0
2
>
2,
>
0 26 /
2,
> n
2
B DJ / E
E 2
2 2<
=/ %1!1 - >2
/ 27?1/
i
0 < 2
9 > /
@ A 2
/
%
B 29
/ 2 -
> CcC / 4 >
D5/ 2
B
v T
E
11 2
/$ :0
/ / 2 #
F >
2
/
&1/ %1112
> /| F
2.
F
2 F
2: < @
%1 E A2
GGG
2 $
[ %11=
/ 2
) $:0
H 1%11=2 <
[ %11=/
/ |
2
H 2]
%112
9 B DD




)

. +/7 0
#
10 >/# |/

F

=EZIZIRARZILER
a

<
o

"o

E/ >

2 %)

2
<
%*)%=2 NIl 2 2 1
/< 5 $ 2
H
B
>
2
2
< / @ A2
> )
2
1%
> 0
E K
>2
9
4 / I 17 # /
0 >52:
(0]
2 NIL2 221
E
10 >
2
>9 &(
A 7
J $
>452 # > 9




& &1 O
| #""%!

|
415 *=)&(%1

"
441"5 *=)&*"%

N
/
/
/
/2%
F
2
/I E 2
/
E /
2
N
0 # "
o # . I
< # 0 "
# "
N

%*)1=/ %111
Q /#

$

1 $
1/ %1!
$ %
%1l 7
%1!1
$ /-
L
M&(=)(1&1 4 511
&(=)(%(+ 4 E5
>B P2 22
$ 3 / 0
. K L
0 2
=%1)(*)+@&+ 4  51=%1)
(*")*"%" 4 E5
OP 2B 22
8 / >0

0> $ LK

(1+)88")&%+" E &8&14 5

I (1+)&")"1 4 E5
P2 >22

% ; $ /s
9 K
$9E=%

[ # "(11)1'=%
$2 BP 2

7

: K L$
2

*"Y*2)&(%1 4

"*=)&*"'% 4 E5

51*")

%

E

P2 22

9

+& 0
| #m1=
415 (%*)(%1(

441"5 (%*)(%+ 4 E5

P2 22

7
H K

(1+)%=%)=1&( E %"= 4

(1+)%=*)*(1( 4 E5

P2 H 22

%11*

51

0

$ )K LS

%!1 - .29

| # "&*1&
(1H)%)!" 4
g

51(1+)%(*)

2 P2 22

0
K
*1)8=")1&+1 4
*(&4 E5
2 P

51*"&=")

2

2

/ 7
9 7
&1 O I %1
9 /#"+1%
4*1"5 "&*)(&*"
4*1"5 "&*)(+* 4< E5

2 P2 22

0 ;

7
$ )& <
'%! >0

0 9/ # "%
4=%15 *()%&%& 4

%&+*4 E54
P2 22

0
9
> 2
6

"2 9 2
> [ #"&I++

$ >

%&1

4%(%5 "+)**=1 4

+1*1
P >

2

))




