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about swwrPC
Southwestern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission 
(SWWPRC) is an extension of local government in South-
western Wisconsin. We provide low-cost expert planning 
and economic development services to the county, city, vil-
lage, and town governments of our five-county jurisdiction 
(Grant, Green, Iowa, Lafayette, and Richland counties). We 
assist our local communities to save both time and money 
while planning for the future. SWWRPC is one of nine Re-
gional Planning Commissions in the State of Wisconsin 
and was created by an Executive Order in 1970. 

Over 85% of our budget comes from funding outside the 
region, with the SWWRPC bringing in over $14 million of 
economic development funding alone. We have leveraged 
these self-generated funds to help our counties and their 
communities save costs and prevent redundancy while 
preparing for future challenges.

swwrPC Vision
We envision a southwestern Wisconsin that has met its 
full potential. A place that is recognized for its resilient 
and diverse economy, high quality of life, and distinctive 
Driftless landscape. It will be a place where interconnected 
bonds between individuals and organizations form strong 
communities of inclusion and cooperation. Southwest-
ern Wisconsin will be a place where the richness of the 
land contributes to the healthy lives of its residents and 
visitors—and the stewardship of our natural resources is 
a shared and valued responsibility. Our region will be a 
place that fosters innovation and creativity, inspiring and 
empowering thinkers and doers. With deep respect for the 
traditions that built southwestern Wisconsin, we strive to 
create the best possible region for tomorrow.

swwrPC mission
The Southwestern Wisconsin Regional Planning Commis-
sion collaborates with communities and organizations to 
build capacity within southwestern Wisconsin, serving as 
advocates for its residents. We create opportunities and 
develop dynamic solutions to the challenges facing the re-
gion. We foster growth by supporting innovative endeav-
ors that provide tangible benefits to those we serve. We 
believe in the bold vision of southwestern Wisconsin and 
work to build the region’s future.



4 | Fair Housing and Equity Assessment



Fair Housing and Equity Assessment | 5

tabLE oF ContEnts

Executive summary | 6

introduction | 7

data review | 9

  identification and assessment of areas of  
racial/Ethnic segregation as well as integration | 9

  identification and assessment of racially  
Concentrated areas of Poverty | 16

  identification and assessment of access to  
Existing areas of High opportunity | 22

  identification and assessment of major Public  
investments (current and future) | 24

  identification and assessment of Fair Housing  
issues, services, and activities | 25

Conclusions | 28



6 | Fair Housing and Equity Assessment

EXECutiVE summary

The Fair Housing and Equity Assessment (FHEA) is designed to provide new insight into the benefits and  
challenges experienced by marginalized groups throughout Southwestern Wisconsin. 

This document provides detail over five distinct topics concerning equity and fairness:

1. Identification and Assessment of Areas of Racial/Ethnic Segregation as well as Integration

2. Identification and Assessment of Racially Concentrated Areas of Poverty

3. Identification and Assessment of Access to existing areas of high opportunity

4. Identification and Assessment of Major Public Investments 

5. Identification and Assessment of Fair Housing issues, services, and activities

The FHEA was designed to focus on ethnic populations. While the FHEA is not an ideal fit for examining a rural 
homogenous population like Southwestern Wisconsin, the Southwestern Wisconsin Regional Planning  
Commission’s completion of the FHEA highlighted five issues regarding housing equity in the region:

1. The rapidly growing Hispanic population and their integration into the community

2. Housing quality and access for undocumented Hispanic laborers

3. Potential overlap between populations in poverty, the elderly community and lack of access to an automobile

4.  The relationship in access to opportunity between rural and municipal communities, and how transportation  
limits access to opportunity

5. Large tracts of poverty in northwestern Grant County

In order to mitigate the concerns raised by the FHEA, SWWRPC will:

1.  Identify and prioritize projects that will provide a greater understanding of the growing Hispanic community both  
for legal residents and undocumented laborers

2. Enhance outreach efforts into the Hispanic and undocumented communities

3.  Provide technical assistance and support to organizations that advocate on behalf of undocumented immigrants and 
Hispanic-Americans

4.  Identify and prioritize projects that are spatially located in the overlap of poverty, the elderly, an limited access  
to an automobile

5. Identify and prioritize projects and funding that are spatially located in the overlap of rural communities and poverty

6.  Increase the understanding of the dynamic between rural and municipal communities including how projects are 
selected and funded by state and federal agencies

7.  Provided technical assistance and greater support to rural communities that want to apply for EDA funding

8.  Work closely with Southwest Workforce Development Board and Southwest Technical College to gain a detailed 
understanding between areas of opportunity and disparity in Southwestern Wisconsin
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introduCtion

In October of 2010, southwestern Wisconsin was one of 45  
regions in the United States to receive federal funding to 

plan for our economic vitality and regional sustainability. This 
funding was made available by the U.S. Department of Hous-
ing and Urban Development (HUD) as part of a new federal 
initiative, the Partnership for Sustainable Communities, made 
of HUD, the US Department of Transportation (DOT), and the 
US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 

This project, titled Grow Southwest Wisconsin, was a  
grassroots charge led by Southwestern Wisconsin Regional 
Planning Commission (SWWRPC), to develop a plan that will 
guide southwestern Wisconsin to greater social and economic 
self-sufficiency. The overall objectives of this effort are to iden-

tify and capitalize on local resources, to better produce energy 
and food, minimize commutes and maximize employment 
of our local population in Grant, Green, Iowa, Lafayette, and  
Richland Counties.

Grow Southwest Wisconsin was successful in large part due to 
its public outreach. Over the course of the planning process,  
37 public meetings were held with over 100 participants, and 
over 100 additional participants were surveyed. 

The Fair Housing and Equity Assessment (FHEA) is a com-
ponent of this Sustainable Communities grant. This assess-
ment is designed to provide new insight into the benefits and  
challenges experienced by different groups throughout the 
5-county planning region in Southwestern Wisconsin. 



8 | Fair Housing and Equity Assessment

This document provides detail over  
five distinct topics concerning equity  
and fairness:

1.  Identification and Assessment of Areas 
of Racial/Ethnic Segregation as well as 
Integration

2.  Identification and Assessment of Racially  
Concentrated Areas of Poverty

3.  Identification and Assessment of Access 
to existing areas of high opportunity

4.  Identification and Assessment of Major  
Public Investments 

5.  Identification and Assessment of Fair 
Housing issues, services, and activities

After completing a data analysis on each of these topics, the 
findings were reported to the Grow Southwest Wisconsin Con-
sortium. The feedback taken from the Consortium was clear: 
the FHEA may be an excellent resource to more urbanized 
regions of the country with a high level of racial segregation, 
however it is not an accurate measure of housing inequality 
in Southwestern Wisconsin. Unlike most urban areas, issues 
in the planning region pertaining to fairness in housing do not 
begin and end with race. Two key issues that separate South-
western Wisconsin from most urban areas participating in the 
FHEA is that the region is mostly homogenous and, because 
of its relatively small population, the methods used to gather 
data create much smaller sample sets than what is generally 
considered to be statistically significant. 

While the FHEA was not a perfect fit in examining a rural ho-
mogenous population like Southwestern Wisconsin, the SW-
WRPC’s completion of the FHEA, highlighted five issues re-
garding equity in the region:

1.  The rapidly growing Hispanic population 
and their integration into the community

2.  Housing quality and access for  
undocumented Hispanic laborers

3.  Potential overlap between populations in 
poverty, the elderly community and lack 
of access to an automobile

4.  The disparity in access to opportunity be-
tween rural and municipal communities

5.  Large tracts of poverty in  
northwestern Grant County

The following sections explore each issue in detail and also 
examine the additional sets of data and the planning process 
which informed the above conclusions.

…the FHEA may be an excellent resource to more urbanized regions  
of the country with a high level of racial segregation, however it is not  

an accurate measure of housing inequality in Southwestern Wisconsin. 
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data rEViEw
identification and assessment of  
areas of racial/Ethnic segregation 
as well as integration

The results of the Segregation Index were one of the most 
surprising elements in the data analysis portion of the 

FHEA. Overall, Southwestern Wisconsin does not have enough 
ethnic diversity for most ethnic groups to be represented in 
the data. Ethnic populations that make up less than 1% of the 
total population were automatically omitted from the study by 
HUD. The only three ethnic groups that were large enough to 
qualify as part of the study were the “White,” “Hispanic,” and 
“Asian” populations.

The Segregation Index is a score ranked from 0 to 1. The closer 
to 1, the more segregated the population is. The Segregation 
Index was computed and designed by HUD and is intended 
to be read like a percentage. If a population had a rating of .8, 
then it means that 80% of the population would have to move 
so that each neighborhood reflects the racial composition of 
the region as a whole. The score is computed for the overall 
white population and all non-white people, as well as the white 
population compared to each eligible minority group.

Overall, Southwestern Wisconsin is considered non-segregat-
ed. Its .37 rating between the white and non-white population 
means that most ethnic groups are well-distributed within 
the population. However, when one ethnic group was isolated 

swwrPC asian PoPuLation by CEnsus bLoCKs
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against the white population the segregation value for that 
particular group was increased. The surprising element of the 
study was the incredibly high rate of segregation in the Asian 
population. According to the analysis, the Asian population’s 
high index value of .72 indicates that they are nearly 100%  
segregated (See Table 1).

Table 1 - Segregation Index

White-Non-White .37

White-Black N/A

White-Hispanic .44

White-Asian .72

White-Pacific Islander N/A

White-Native American N/A

PLattEViLLE asian PoPuLation by CEnsus bLoCKs

To better understand where the Asian population was living 
and how they could be so segregated, SWWRPC conducted 
a GIS analysis. Using 2010 Census Block data, the SWWRPC 
looked to see where the Asian population lived, to give them 
such a high segregation rate. 

Asian Population
The highest concentration of the Asian population is in Platte-
ville. However, as it is indicated in the map, the dark brown con-
centration is only occupied by 16-38 people. This large census 
block is also directly next to the University of Wisconsin Plat-
teville campus. The residential districts outlined by the cen-
sus block contain both university and privately-owned student 
housing. Additionally, another large census block immediately 
to the east of the university is the second highest concentration 
of Asians. Again, this is a very large census block containing 
only 10-15 Asian persons. The third highest concentration of 
the Asian population is directly north of Platteville and only 
contains 6-9 Asian people. 
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Census Block Asian Population Total Population Percentage of Asian Population 
within the Census Block

Highest Concentration 16-36 1,990 .8% - 1.2%

Second Highest 10-15 531 1.8% - 4.5%

Third Highest 6-9 221 2.7% - 5.5%

Table 2 - Concentrations of the Asian Population within Census Blocks

Due to the small numbers, these concentrations of the Asian 
population are not considered to be statistically significant. 
In each of the previously mentioned census blocks the Asian 
population accounts for a fraction of the total population of the 
census block (See Table 2)

The only other concentration of the Asian population is near 
Dodgeville. Again, here there is a very large census block that 
contains approximately 10-15 people. 

The high segregation value of the Asian population is not 
an effective indicator of racial inequality in Southwestern  

dodgEViLLE asian PoPuLation by CEnsus bLoCKs

Wisconsin. The value of .72 was high because of both the  
amount of diversity a university brings to a fixed location,  
and also because of the large census blocks that are common 
when counting rural populations. Of the potential areas of  
segregation, none are statistically significant. The follow-
ing map illustrates that there is no single census block where 
the Asian population comprises more than 1% of the location. 
This means that according to the Segregation Index, 72% of 
the Asian population would have to relocate to more evenly 
distribute a population that in its greatest concentration is no 
more than 1% of the existing location’s population. 
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swwrPC asian PoPuLation by CEnsus bLoCKs
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Hispanic Population
Unlike the Asian population, analyzing the Hispanic popula-
tion was more complicated. To start, the .44 Segregation Index 
was not high enough to be indicated, by HUD as a “high level 
of segregation.” Rather, the .44 index rating indicates that the 
Hispanic population could one day become segregated. SW-
WRPC was encouraged by the Grow Southwest Wisconsin 
Consortium to explore his issue because the Hispanic popula-
tion has been growing in Southwestern Wisconsin and is ex-
pected to continue to do so as a result of the large agriculture 
and cheese processing industries in the region.

In 2010 the total Hispanic population comprised 1.9% of the 
total population of the five-county planning region in South-
western Wisconsin. This accounts for 2,900 Hispanic residents 
among a total population of 146,594. Hispanic residents make 
up very little of the total population, however between 2000 
and 2010 the region has had an enormous in-migration of His-
panic residents. In ten years, the total population of the His-
panic community increased by 208%. Lafayette County had the 
largest increase in the region between 2000 and 2010, by 467% 
(Table 3).

If the Hispanic population continues to grow, and that growth 
is geographically concentrated and subsequently segregated, 
then the .44 rating could very well be much higher in years 

to come. Additionally, undocumented immigrants are rarely 
counted by the Census. Even though the planning region’s 
rating was considered moderately segregated, it is likely that 
an uncounted undocumented population has not been repre-
sented in the figure.

SWWRPC began its analysis of the Hispanic community in 
the same way that it examined the Asian community. First, a 
GIS map was produced to understand the distribution of the 
Hispanic population. Even though the Hispanic population is 
less-segregated, it is overall much larger than the Asian popu-
lation. This means that the darkest portions of the map contain 
more than twice as many people than the darkest portions of 
the Asian population map. 

Unlike the Asian population, the Hispanic population is less 
concentrated. However pockets of concentration are found 
in major farm communities throughout the region. The  

County 2000 2010 Percentage 
Change

Grant County 280 649 131.8%

Green County 327 1033 215.9%

Iowa County 75 336 348.0%

Lafayette County 92 522 467.4%

Richland County 167 360 115.0%

Total 941 2900 208.2%

Table 3 - Hispanic Population Growth by County – US Census 2000 & 2010

In ten years, the total population  
of the Hispanic community  

increased by 208%.
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swwrPC HisPaniC PoPuLation by CEnsus bLoCKs

highest concentration is on a very small, single census block in  
Lafayette County near Shullsburg. This group of 32-60 Hispan-
ic people likely work for the large dairy farm that occupies the 
same location. The other concentrations are similar, but less 
dense near Bloomington, Richland Center, and Albany – each 
with approximately 15-31 Hispanic people represented. The fol-
lowing photos are taken from the parcel, located in Lafayette 
County, with the highest concentration of Hispanic people. 

Again, to try and measure the Hispanic community in the plan-
ning region is difficult because undocumented workers fre-
quently do not report themselves on the census. To understand 
how segregated the undocumented and Hispanic community 
really is, and to make an effort in understanding the housing 
needs of the undocumented community, SWWRPC reached 
out to an advocacy group that works on their behalf. The name 
of this group and the names of the individuals affiliated with 
it have been deliberately omitted in order to protect their  
anonymity. 
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The organization works primarily to foster dialogue and par-
ticipation in Southwestern Wisconsin on issues that affect un-
documented workers. The organization provides basic trans-
lation and educational services to help them fit in and adjust 
to American life. The individual contacted by SWWRPC is a 
translator and teacher within the organization. Her ten years of 
experience have frequently required visits with undocumented 
workers in their homes. While this individual was not able to 
provide any additional data, she was able to provide some valu-
able anecdotal insight into the current conditions of housing 
within the undocumented community. 

Every person she provides services to is undocumented. The 
majority of these people come from Mexico or Central America 
and are in the United States through an expired visa or an ille-
gal border crossing. Most of the people she provides services to 
work on large dairy farms in Dane, Green, Iowa, and Lafayette 
counties. The rest are related to individuals that work on dairy 
farms or find some other work in the community as a laborer. 

sHuLLsburg arEa HisPaniC PoPuLation by CEnsus bLoCKs

She estimates that 90-95% of all the undocumented workers she 
visits live in housing supplied by their employer, typically a 
dairy farmer. Usually these homes are in trailers on the farmer’s 
property, like in the previous photos. Frequently, rent is simply 
deducted from the pay of the worker. A new trend in the undoc-
umented Hispanic community is that younger immigrants try 
and find an apartment in municipalities like Mineral Point and 
Dodgeville. The farmer will work out the arrangement and sign 
an official lease, and the workers are the actual residents. Fre-
quently, in these housing arrangements, more than one family 
or an extended family will stay in one apartment or house.

Overall, the educator would not qualify the housing arrange-
ment as unsafe or unfair. However, she did comment that 
because the workers are undocumented, they do not have as 
many options in finding housing as US citizens do. According 
to her and her organization, most workers are satisfied with the 
housing provided for them. She considers the quality of hous-
ing to be “very poor” but does not consider it to be unlivable 
or even unsafe. 
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While there may be some considerable ethical concerns with 
housing arrangements of this type, the educator receives al-
most no complaints or reports of abuse from the employer. She 
reinforces this point by stating again that most people seem 
very happy with their arrangement. 

Segregation Index Conclusions
Even though the most immediate and cursory conclusion from 
this study was that the Asian population is segregated from the 
rest of the population, further analysis indicated that the issue 
was much more nuanced. The Asian population is very small 
and their grouping together is part of the diversity attributed 
to the university as well as a side-effect counting a population 
through very large census blocks. 

The deeper issue that came from this analysis was regarding 
the Hispanic population. The .44 segregation rate may not 
seem high but there are multiple issues that complicate this 
figure. First, while their numbers are difficult to track, the un-
documented population of Southwestern Wisconsin is very 
real and very active. Because of their undocumented status, 
they are isolated from the community and are unable to have 
an active choice in their housing options. This forces them to 
congregate into places that are already identified on the map 
as slightly segregated, in housing that is provided by their 
employers. Second, the Hispanic population is expected to in-
crease, which could potentially increase their level of segrega-
tion in the region. 

In the future, SWWRPC will continue to identify the needs 
of this population. As there is very little understanding of the 
needs of Hispanic population in Southwestern Wisconsin, the 
SWWRPC will work with area partners to conduct interviews 
and gain a detailed understanding of the other needs of this 
community, namely: education, transportation, and access to 
employment. 

identification and assessment  
of racially Concentrated areas  
of Poverty
A racially concentrated area of poverty (RCAP) is defined by 
HUD as a census tract with a family poverty rate greater than 
or equal to 40% and with a majority non-white population. Ac-
cording to the data provided by HUD, the five-county planning 
region in Southwestern Wisconsin contains no RCAPs.

As it was discussed in the Segregation Index section, South-
western Wisconsin is not very ethnically diverse: 97% of the 
population is white (Census 2010). No ethnic minority makes 
up more than 1% of the population, except the Hispanic popu-
lation, which is composed of more than one race. According to 
the 2010 Census, “Hispanic” refers to a person of Cuban, Mexi-
can, Puerto Rican, South or Central American, or other Spanish 
culture or origin regardless of race. Unlike other regions and 
metropolitan areas, race is not the most distinguishing compo-
nent in issues concerning housing inequality in Southwestern 
Wisconsin. The Grow Southwest Wisconsin Consortium iden-
tified other populations as having the most potential of being 
disenfranchised, such as the elderly, people in poverty (regard-
less of race), and people with no access to a vehicle. 

Because the data provided by HUD was not compatible with 
the needs of Southwestern Wisconsin, SWWRPC mapped ad-
ditional data sets in order to understand concentrations of 
poverty and populations at risk of being disenfranchised in 
the region. A cursory review of the data showed that simply 
replacing the racial element in HUD’s formula for computing 
a racially concentrated area of poverty would not deliver the 
intended results as there is no single group, other than white 
individuals, that make up more than 50% of any given census 
tract’s or block’s total population. 

The deeper issue that came from  
this analysis was regarding the  

Hispanic population.

Southwestern Wisconsin is not  
very ethnically diverse: 97% of  

the population is white  
(Census 2010).
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Instead of finding a large population of one group of people in 
a single area, SWWRPC found relationships between different 
populations and their geography. Specifically, concentrations 
of the elderly, people in poverty, and people with no access to 
a vehicle were mapped and their locations were compared to 
find areas of concentration that overlap. 

According to the 2011 American Community Survey, the high-
est concentration of poverty in the five-county region is in the 
city of Platteville. This census tract is home to 4,245 residents, 
1,731 of which are considered to be in poverty which repre-
sents approximately 40% of the census tract’s total population. 
Again, similar to the Segregation Index, looking at the popula-
tion in Platteville is difficult because it is a small city with a uni-

PErCEnt PoVErty CEnsus traCts

versity. According to the 2010 Census, Platteville’s population 
is 11,224, and the university’s total student body is 8,624 (not 
including online students). Granted these figures are subject 
to a number of conditions: the census may not accurately re-
flect the transient student population, not all students live in 
Platteville or necessarily in this particular census tract, some 
students work part-time, etc. However, it is likely that there is 
a relationship between full-time students and the number of 
people who qualify as living in poverty within this census tract. 

Otherwise the other areas of poverty include large census tracts 
in rural Grant County. These areas have a 12%-18% poverty rate. 
These large census tracts account for 2,915 total people in pov-
erty in rural Grant County. 

According to the 2011 American Community Survey, the highest concentration 
of poverty in the five-county region is in the city of Platteville.



18 | Fair Housing and Equity Assessment

The elderly population was examined in the same way. The 
distribution of poverty and the elderly population share some 
commonalities. For instance, the population represented by the 
dark brown census tract near Monroe is 12% - 18% in poverty 
and also 16% - 18% over 65 years old. Additionally, census tracts 
in northwest Grant County also have 12% - 18% of their popula-
tion in poverty, and are represented by 16% - 19% of an elderly 
population. 

Lastly, using the same methods as listed above, these patterns 
were compared to individuals lacking automobile access. Be-
cause Southwestern Wisconsin is rural, people without access 
to a vehicle have limited resources available to them, making 
it difficult to get the services they need. With some exceptions, 
people without access to a car are typically represented by the 
elderly or persons with disabilities.

Again, some trends are clearly evident. The same census tract 
near Monroe has the highest ranking of inaccessibility to a  
vehicle. The following series of maps indicate how a single 

PErCEnt oVEr agE 65 by CEnsus traCts

census tract near Monroe has a relationship between all three 
areas of interest as described by the Grow Southwest Wiscon-
sin Consortium. With the exception of Platteville in the pov-
erty map, this census tract has the highest concentration of 
poverty, age, and vehicle inaccessibility. Additionally, there are 
two other shared relationships in rural Grant County between 
poverty and age, and in Richland County between age and ac-
cess to a vehicle.

Because Southwestern  
Wisconsin is rural, people  

without access to a vehicle have  
limited resources available to  
them, making it difficult to get  

the services they need.
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PErCEnt witH no aCCEss to a VEHiCLE by CEnsus traCts

RCAP Conclusions
While the planning region does not contain any RCAPs, the 
additional analyzed data indicated areas of overlapping con-
cern. Monroe has the highest concentration in all three catego-
ries: poverty, elderly, and no automobile access. Richland Cen-
ter has a concentration of elderly people and a concentration 
of people without a car, but does not have as many people in 
poverty. Lastly, a large section of rural Grant County has 12% 
- 18% of its total population in poverty. Of these census tracts 
almost 3,000 individuals are in poverty and 16%-19% of their 
total population is 65 years or older. 

SWWRPC visualized this data again by overlaying data from 
each map to compute an area of compounding disenfranchise-
ment. Here we can see a more specific example of exactly which 
census tracts are at risk for disenfranchising their elderly, poor, 
and immobile populations. The map indicates a color scheme 
of 1-5 to indicate how concentrated these three populations are 

within a single census tract. The corresponding table provides 
the level of concentration in each category per census tract. For 
instance, Richland Center and Monroe have the highest con-
centration of these three populations with 19.11% - 24.10% of the 
population 65 years or older, 18.41% - 40.78% of the population 
in poverty, and 3.55% - 6.78% with no access to a vehicle. While 
this is not a strictly scientific study, it allowed SWWRPC to 
visualize where the most impact for compounding disenfran-
chisement may occur. 

Once again, this additional analyses serves not to illustrate a 
concrete relationship between each affected group, but is rath-
er an effort to identify areas of compounding disenfranchise-
ment in the same way that an RCAP creates obstacles to that a 
particular group’s advancement to better opportunities. Essen-
tially, three areas of concern have been identified for potential 
investment in the future. 
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Percentage of Population 
65 Years or Older

Percentage of Population 
In Poverty

Percentage of Population With  
No Access to a Vehicle

1 8.40% - 12.20% 3.36% - 6.36% 0.28% - 0.95%

2 12.21% - 14.60% 6.37% - 9.45% 0.96% - 1.46%

3 14.60% - 16.10% 9.46% - 11.99% 1.47% - 2.46%

4 16.11% - 19.10% 12.00% - 18.40% 2.47% - 3.54%

5 19.11% - 24.10% 18.41% - 40.78% 3.55% - 6.78%

arEas oF ComPounding disEnFranCHisEmEnt

Monroe has the highest concentration in all three categories:  
poverty, elderly, and no automobile access.
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identification and assessment of  
access to Existing areas of High  
opportunity
Another element of the data analysis is the “Identification and 
Assessment of Access to Areas of High Opportunity.” Part of 
this analysis includes an analysis of “Disparity in Access to Op-
portunity.” This includes initial data gathered by HUD, where 
certain sub-sections of the population are rated on their ac-
cess to community resources like housing, education, and jobs. 
These figures are rated from 1 to 10, the higher the figure mean-
ing the closer that group is to the specific community oppor-
tunities represented. The individual scores per sub-group were 
ranked in each area of opportunity to create a final composite 
score: their “Opportunity Index.” Criteria used to compute the 
Opportunity Index include: School quality, level of poverty, em-
ployment, neighborhood stability, and job accessibility. Table 
4 illustrates the opportunity index per sub-group. Groups that 
are smaller than 1% of the total population were omitted from 
HUD’s index. 

Table 4 - Opportunity Index by Sub-Group

Population Sub-Group Opportunity Index

All Persons 5.50

Asian Persons N/A

Black Persons N/A

Hispanic Persons 5.57

Native American N/A

Pacific Islander N/A

Persons in Voucher Households 8.15

Persons in Public Housing 2.90

Poor Asian N/A

Poor Black N/A

Poor Families 4.23

Poor Hispanic 5.06

Poor Native Americans N/A

Poor Pacific Islanders N/A

Poor White 5.50

White Persons 5.51

Most groups that had a large enough population to be repre-
sented in the study had an aggregated “Opportunity Index” 
score between four and six. The lowest were poor families in 
the region with an opportunity score of 4.23 and the highest 
were Hispanic persons with 5.57, out ranking even the White 
population’s score of 5.51. However, there were two significant 
outliers presented in the data. Persons in public housing had a 
low score well outside of the range of the other data at 2.9, and 
persons in voucher households had a significantly high index 
score of 8.15. 

While, to some extent, a lower access of opportunity is expect-
ed among persons in public housing, a score so much lower 
than poor families required some further investigation to un-
derstand this phenomenon. Additionally, there was no cursory 
explanation for why people in voucher households were “out-
performing” every other sub-group of the population, includ-
ing the opportunity index for the entire region. 

In response to the data, SWWRPC collected information 
from every provider of public housing in the region. The re-
sults were more telling to regional housing dynamics than the  
initial data review.

There are a total of eight housing authorities in the five-county 
region. Of the eight authorities, four only provide public hous-
ing in conventional public housing buildings, three provide 
voucher housing, and only one provides both (Table 5). Each 
housing authority was contacted to better understand the pop-
ulation they serve and how that population’s access of oppor-
tunity deviates from the regional average.

There was no cursory explanation 
for why people in voucher households 

were “outperforming” every other  
sub-group of the population,  

including the opportunity  
index for the entire region. 
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Table 5 - Location, Type, and Opportunity Index of Public Housing in Southwestern Wisconsin

Housing Authority Type of Public Housing Score

Albany Housing Authority Fixed Location Public Housing 2.9

Boscobel Housing Authority Fixed Location Public Housing 2.9

Monroe Housing Authority Fixed Location Public Housing 2.9

Richland Center Housing Authority Fixed Location Public Housing 2.9

Lafayette County Housing Authority -Both- --

Dodgeville Housing Authority Housing Voucher 8.15

Platteville Housing Authority Housing Voucher 8.15

Richland County Housing Authority Housing Voucher 8.15

Of the four agencies providing only fixed-location housing, 
Albany and Monroe Housing Authorities only provide hous-
ing to the elderly population. In order to apply for housing at 
these locations the potential resident must be over 55 and must 
make less than $32,000 annually. The Richland Center Hous-
ing Authority provides housing for more than just the elderly 
population, however it prioritizes its service first to the elderly, 
then the disabled, and lastly low-income able-bodied individu-
als and families. Low-income able-bodied residents are the vast 
minority in the Richland Center Housing Authority fixed loca-
tion public housing. The Boscobel Housing Authority provides 
an even three-way split in their housing between the elderly, 
disabled, and simply low-income. Lafayette County Hous-
ing Authority provides this type of public housing, as well as 
voucher housing. The fixed-location public housing that they 
provide is also almost entirely filled by elderly individuals. In 
total, there are eight buildings for public housing throughout 
Lafayette County. Seven of those buildings are for the elderly 
and only one is designated for low-income and disabled resi-
dents.

This understanding of the demographic make-up of persons 
in public housing explains why their opportunity rating was so 
low. Of all the persons in public housing, approximately 90% 
do not participate in the labor market because they are retired 
or unable to work. The “Labor Engagement Index” for persons 
in public housing is the lowest in the region. Additionally, be-
cause this demographic is elderly they do not attend school, 
have a higher poverty rating, and have a higher turnover rating 
in public facilities. Educational access and attainment, poverty 
status, and neighborhood stability all affect the overall Access 
to Opportunity Index. This is not a statement on the quality, 

location, or fairness of public housing, but rather a reflection 
of the demographics and characteristics of the population that 
public housing serves. At only an initial review of the data, it 
would seem that persons living in public housing have little or 
no access to any kind of opportunity. Whereas this is technical-
ly true, the access to opportunity stems from the characteristics 
of the population and not from their obstacles to opportunity. 

The significant outlier in voucher households was also ex-
amined in this manner. There are currently four providers of 
voucher housing in the planning region. Three provide only 
voucher housing and one, the previously mentioned Lafayette 
County Housing Authority, provides both. The primary differ-
ence between the populations of people using public housing 
vouchers versus people in public housing buildings is that 
younger people with families are the primary users of voucher 
housing. Unlike, the fixed building units, this population repre-
sents a group of people that are seeking employment and other 
opportunities. Additionally, of all four housing authorities that 
provide housing vouchers, every single authority indicated 
that the users of their services all live within the boundary of a 
municipality or nearly all users live within a municipal bound-
ary. Because these figures were derived from the rankings of 
the sub-group population, as well as their physical location, 
this means that the high rating of 8.15 is not an indicator of 
how much better access individuals in voucher households 
have to opportunity, but rather it can be an explanation on how 
the level of opportunity is greater within the municipal limits 
of cities and villages in the region. If we assume that the 8.15 
rating of voucher households is actually an indicator of the op-
portunities of municipalities, then comparing the 8.15 figure to 
the 5.50 figure for all people in the five counties becomes more 
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telling. It would mean that the 5.50 rating is the average that 
was computed after averaging the municipal areas and rural 
areas together. If this assumption is true, then it would mean 
that according to the data provided by HUD, rural communi-
ties in Southwestern Wisconsin have the lowest access to op-
portunity. 

However, because of the way that opportunity is calculated, 
municipal areas are automatically favored. Of all the inputs 
into the analysis, school quality, employment, neighborhood 
accessibility, and job access all favor municipal areas. Com-
pared with rural communities in the planning region, mu-
nicipal areas have the most (and sometimes the only) schools. 
Farming is an economic boon for the region, but in terms of 
sheer number of jobs, municipalities will always be greater. For 
instance greatest employer in Lafayette County is government 
(school, county, etc) with 1,046 employees. These jobs are lo-
cated in municipalities. In Grant County government, health 
care, manufacturing and retail industries are all hiring more 
employees than agriculture. Again, these are jobs that are 
rooted in municipalities, not the jobs and opportunities typi-
cally found in the more rural parts of the region. Simply put, 
the greater the population, the greater the investment. This il-
lustrates how the FHEA is best utilized within urban popula-
tions where the scale of access to opportunity is on the same 
tier region-wide. This process simply does not reflect the types 
of opportunity available to rural populations and appears to 
dwarf these opportunities when compared to municipalities in 
the same region.

Access to Opportunity Conclusion 
Municipalities in Southwestern Wisconsin are have a higher 
calculated “access to opportunity,” than the regional average 
with the rural areas averaged in. According to the data and the 
way it was interpreted, access to opportunity becomes synony-
mous with access to municipal centers and resources. Dispar-
ity in the region is better addressed through the lens of urban 
versus rural rather than ethnic majority and minority. The data 
shows that the 80,434 people in the region who live within a 
municipal boundary have the highest access to opportunity 
of the total population of 146,594. This means that 66,160 resi-
dents of the planning region have might have limited access 
to opportunity. This information paired with the findings from 
the RCAP section, point to a trend in the more rural areas of 
southwestern Wisconsin. 

However, even if these assumptions are true, it points to the in-
herent nature of rural America. People live as close to cities as 
it suits their needs, but generally speaking municipalities are 
the commerce and opportunity centers of any region. In South-
western Wisconsin it may seem like municipal areas have a 
heightened access to opportunity, however rural populations 
are typically very mobile. As long as an individual has access to 
an automobile they do not necessarily have a limited access to 
opportunity as the analysis may imply. According to the Brook-
ing’s institute, 7.5 million Americans have no access to a vehi-
cle. Of those Americans, 90% live in a metropolitan area where 
transit is available. In southwestern Wisconsin 2,578 people or 
1.7% of the total population have no access to a vehicle, with lit-
tle or no access to transit. This analysis has shown that there is 
a subsection of the rural population that absolutely has limited 
access to opportunity – the portion of the 1.7% of the population 
that live in rural townships can cannot gain the benefit of the 
municipal areas. Instead of racial demographics, this popula-
tion is the priority in terms of access to opportunity and should 
be prioritized. Just like in the RCAP section, these population 
and the ones indicated by the Grow Southwest Consortium; 
people with no access to automobiles, the elderly, and people 
in poverty, may be more at risk when compounded by their lo-
cations outside of regional municipalities.

In the future, SWWRPC will work more closely with Southwest 
Workforce Development and Southwest Technical College to 
gain a detailed understanding of the relationship between ar-
eas of opportunity and disparity in Southwestern Wisconsin. 
Specifically, we will define where job creation is occurring, 
and better map the linkages between areas of compounding 
disenfranchisement and areas of economic growth. The SW-
WRPC will use these partnerships to create bridges between 
low income areas and expanding areas of opportunity and job 
creation. 

identification and assessment  
of major Public investments  
(current and future)
SWWRPC’s Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy 
(CEDS) is a locally initiated planning process designed to cre-
ate employment opportunities, foster more stable and diversi-
fied local economies, improve local conditions, and provide a 
mechanism for guiding and coordinating the efforts of local 
individuals and organizations concerned with the economic 
development of the region.

As part of the CEDS, economic development assistance is 
awarded to projects that will help drive economic growth in 
Southwestern Wisconsin. A list of approved Economic Devel-

Simply put, the greater the population, 
the greater the investment.
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opment Administration (EDA) funded projects in the planning 
region from 2011 to 2014 can be found in Appendix A. Any gov-
ernment body can apply for funds that will benefit economic 
development within their jurisdictions. A local board with EDA 

guidance prioritizes which projects will receive funding based 
on population, unemployment rate, the likelihood of job cre-
ation and retention, and other criteria. This list is a summary 
of all public investments granted through the CEDS process. 
While this list does not summarize every single public invest-
ment in the planning region, it does provide a reference for the 
major public investments in Southwestern Wisconsin. 

One trend that is evident in this list is that the majority of proj-
ects that received EDA funding through the CEDS process are 
located in municipalities. Similar to what was addressed in the 
Access to Opportunity section, this illustrates that most public 
spending is diverted into municipal areas to drive economic 
opportunities where there is the highest concentration of 
people. This relationship between the rural environment and 
municipal centers is one that has been consistent through the 
FHEA development process. 

The benefit of prioritizing projects through this process is that 
projects that will positively impact the most people are more 
likely to get funding. However, it also means that governing 
bodies with more resources are more likely to put time and 
energy into finding projects and taking steps towards secur-
ing funding. Additionally, EDA prioritizes infrastructure proj-
ects, and municipal areas have the most infrastructure. EDA 
also directly prioritizes communities with larger populations. 
This works really well for cities like Fennimore that have elev-
en projects approved and an estimated $6,350,000 in potential 
funding coming into their communities, however townships 
and individuals and communities living outside of a munici-
pality are less likely to receive funds.

Public Investments Conclusion
Overall, public investments are prioritized into municipalities. 
In terms of “fairness”, the location and type of public invest-
ment does not necessarily create an inequality issue. Munici-
palities in the planning area are not large enough to geograph-
ically exclude or segregate any particular group of people 
from public investment. The greatest concern of inequality 
is between the rural population and those who live within the 

municipality. However, like previously stated access to an auto-
mobile is the primary factor in determining if an individual has 
access municipal public investments. 

identification and assessment  
of Fair Housing issues, services,  
and activities
In order to understand fair housing issues that were not already 
covered in this study, SWWRPC reached out to the HUD Fair 
Housing Regional Office in Chicago to try and gain some per-
spective on the type of fair housing concerns and complaints 
coming from Southwest Wisconsin. Unfortunately no data was 
available.

However, it is evident from the data review, that Southwestern 
Wisconsin does not face the same racially-based fair housing 
issues that most major American cities face, or at least not to 
the same degree. Southwestern Wisconsin’s minority popula-
tion is very small, so while unfair housing practices may oc-
cur, a regional framework is lacking to fully understand issues 
concerning fair housing or services and activities to increase 
fairness.

The Grow Southwest Wisconsin Consortium identified one 
major obstacle to fairness in housing is the prevalence of in-
formal networks used by landlords and their renters. In an in-
formal review of the region’s residents, SWWRPC found that a 
common method of renting property is for landlords to reach 
out within their own social networks to find renters that they 
feel are suitable for their needs. A common complaint was that 
discrimination occurs, however since there was no public list-
ing, proving discrimination is very difficult. Common, infor-
mal complaints include landlords prioritizing tenants based 
on gender, race, age, student status, and families with young 
children. The HUD Fair Housing Regional Office in Chicago 
was contacted in an attempt to receive more information on 
this topic, specifically if there was any data they could share 
on complaints related to these concerns. However, no data was 
available. 

Other housing challenges common in the region include:

•  Old housing stock. The median year in which all housing 
structures were built in the region is 1963, making them much 
older than housing nationally (year 1975) and statewide (year 
1970) (ESRI; ACS 2009 5-year estimates). Approximately 34 
percent of all the regional housing structures were built prior 
to 1940. This percent is also much larger than the nation (14 
percent) and state (22 percent). 

Any government body can apply for 
funds that will benefit economic devel-

opment within their jurisdictions.
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•  Low home values. The median values of owner occupied 
housing in the region is $130,145, which is much lower than 
the state ($166,100) and nation ($185,400).(ESRI; ACS 2009 
5-year estimates) The following map shows higher housing 
values closer to the Madison metropolitan region in the east.

•  Affordable housing is an issue for renters and home own-
ers with a mortgage. Affordable housing is generally defined 
as spending no more than 30 percent of a household income 
on housing costs (e.g. mortgage or rent payments, taxes, in-
surance, utilities, etc.). With a median household income of 
$43,011 for the region, (ESRI; ACS 2009 5-year estimates) af-

fordable housing expenses would be $1,075 or less per month. 
The region’s unaffordable housing situation is better than the 
state and nation for rentals, but slightly worse than the state 
for home owners with a mortgage (see the following chart). 

•  Lack of diversity in housing stock. Single family housing 
(detached) dominates the regional housing market, making 
up 81% of all housing types. This percentage is much higher 
than found statewide (66%) and nationwide (62%). Approxi-
mately 20% of vacant housing is for rent and 13 percent for 
sale (ESRI; ACS 2009 5-year estimates).

mEdian VaLuE oF Housing units by muniCiPaLity

Source: ACS 2010 5 year estimates
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unaFFordabLE Housing units basEd on HousEHoLd inComE

Source: ACS 2010 5 year estimates

Aside from SWWRPC, the following groups are actively 
engaged in addressing housing issues in Southwestern 
Wisconsin. As of yet, no group formally addresses issues 
concerning fair housing as defined by HUD.

Neighborhood Housing Services of  
Southwest Wisconsin (NHSSW)
Neighborhood Housing Services of Southwest Wiscon-
sin has maintained a 30-year program of home preserva-
tion, new home construction, homeownership programs, 
and foreclosure prevention. Additionally, they provide 
community support and outreach campaigns on issues 
surrounding housing. SWWRPC is currently partnering 
with NHSSW to establish a neighborhood association to 
improve their low-neighborhood. Specifically, to increase 
pedestrian safety, eliminate threats like abandoned build-
ings and vermin, and to be more proactive in civic con-
cerns that affect their community. 

Platteville Community  
Development Board
The Platteville Community Development Board was estab-
lished by the Platteville City Council to administer Com-
munity Development Revolving Loan Funds as part of the 
Community Development Block Grant Program. The Re-
volving Loan Fund provides financial support for the re-
habilitation of housing for eligible residents of Platteville.

Southwest Community Action  
Program (SWCAP)
Southwest Community Action Program provides many 
anti-poverty initiatives in Southwest Wisconsin. In regards 
to housing, SWCAP provides a lease-purchase program, a 
no-interest deferred payment loan program for rehabilitat-
ing homes, a rental rehabilitation loan program, a home 
purchase loan program, as well several home-owner edu-
cational programs.0
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ConCLusions

Overall, the FHEA process was helpful in identifying is-
sues concerning fairness in housing in the Southwest-

ern Wisconsin counties of Grant, Green, Iowa, Lafayette, and 
Richland. However, the process outlined and mandated by the 
FHEA was not the best process to illustrate inequality in the 
region. HUD’s guidelines were tailored to communities whose 
primary issues regarding inequality are race. Even though is-
sues concerning racial equality exist in Southwestern Wiscon-
sin, in a homogenous region of a relatively small population 
of 146,594, with a density of 39 persons per square mile, racial 
inequality is not as pressing of an issue as transportation ac-
cess to regional resources. 

Each section of the FHEA required a scrutinizing look at an 
issue that would be pressing and significant in a large city, but 
had little significance in a rural setting. According to HUD data, 
segregation among some groups was an issue in the planning 
region. However, closer analysis of the data showed that the 
formulas used to calculate segregation are better suited for ur-
ban centers with more diverse populations and smaller census 
blocks. Again, in the RCAP analysis, Southwestern Wisconsin 
did not have enough of a minority population to qualify even 
one RCAP. Instead, other data had to be found to examine oth-
er concentrations of poverty. The access to areas of opportu-
nity study only reported interesting and relevant information 
after working through data outliers that made no sense given 
the context of the region. In the end, the statistically unsound 
sampling of voucher households and public housing provided 
a sampling that was relevant in comparing townships to mu-
nicipal centers. However, the data analysis that was provided 
had no mechanism to interpret this relationship, as the study 
was designed for a single municipal or at least urbanized area. 
Quantifying access to opportunity across a geography varied 
in urban and rural environments skews the data to reflect that 
rural environments always have less access to opportunity, 
which frankly is not necessarily true. 

Difficulties aside, the FHEA provided valuable feedback, again 
namely the relationship between rural and municipal commu-
nities. Specifically, when rural communities have a disenfran-
chised population within them that may not be able to gain the 

opportunities presented by municipal areas. The concentra-
tion of opportunity access, compounded with the distribution 
of public funding is an issue that deserves credit and weight 
– one that SWWRPC will consider and monitor in the future. 
Additionally, not having a regional framework to address fair-
ness in housing issues, no matter how small, is a matter worth 
exploring. However, the most important issue that came out 
of this study is the need to address and plan for the growing 
Hispanic population. While, at the moment, there are few prob-
lems rising to the surface, the steady incline of the population 
will soon require the direct attention of regional leaders. Ad-
ditionally, the housing conditions provided to the undocu-
mented Hispanic community, may not at the moment be gen-
erating complaints or problems that reach community leaders; 
however, there is significant potential for abuse. A better un-
derstanding of the undocumented community and their needs 
is critical to fairness in the region. Other findings through the 
FHEA, like concentrations of poverty, access to transportation, 
and access of the aging population are part of ongoing initia-
tives and a regular piece of our body of work. 

SWWRPC has identified the following  
key issues as a result of the FHEA:

1.  The rapidly growing Hispanic population 
and their integration into the community

2.  Housing quality and access for  
undocumented Hispanic laborers

3.  Potential overlap between populations  
in poverty, the elderly community and 
lack of access to an automobile

4.  The relationship in access to  
opportunity between rural and municipal  
communities, and how transportation 
limits access to opportunity

5.  Large tracts of poverty in  
northwestern Grant County

The most important issue that came out of this study is the need  
to address and plan for the growing Hispanic population.
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In order to mitigate the concerns raised 
by the FHEA, SWWRPC will:

1.  Identify and prioritize projects that  
will provide a greater understanding  
of the growing Hispanic community  
both for legal residents and  
undocumented laborers

2.  Enhance outreach efforts into the  
Hispanic and undocumented  
communities

3.  Provide technical assistance and support 
to organizations that advocate on behalf 
of undocumented immigrants and  
Hispanic-Americans

4.  Identify and prioritize projects that are 
spatially located in the overlap of poverty, 
the elderly, an limited access to an  
automobile

5.  Identify and prioritize projects and  
funding that are spatially located in the 
overlap of rural communities and poverty

6.  Increase the understanding of the  
dynamic between rural and municipal 
communities including how projects  
are selected and funded

7.  Provided technical assistance and  
greater support to rural communities  
that want to apply for EDA funding

8.  Work closely with Southwest  
Workforce Development Board and 
Southwest Technical College to gain a 
detailed understanding between areas  
of opportunity and disparity in  
Southwestern Wisconsin

Major takeaways from  
stakeholder engagement
As previously mentioned, the primary takeaway from stake-
holder engagement with the Grow Southwest Wisconsin Con-
sortium was that the data and guidance provided by HUD was 
not compatible with the needs of Southwestern Wisconsin. 
The consortium indicated that if HUD continues to use this 
program to illustrate fairness in rural regions, they should also 
consider providing additional criteria covering the following 
topics:

•  Relationship between municipal  
centers and rural communities

• Aging population 

• Vehicle accessibility 

• Affordable housing

• Patterns in overall regional poverty

• Veterans

• Mental illness

• Education 

• Aging Housing Stock

• Home Value

• Diversity of Housing Stock

• Economic diversity and Vitality
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Project Jurisdiction County Project Title Project Description Estimated Community Proposed
Number     Project Cost Identified Funding Start Year 

1 City of Brodhead Green Brownfield Redevelopment - Old Middle School  The City would like to promote redevelopment  
of a facility that has been vacant for over 15 years. n/a EDA; Brownfield; USDA; CDBG 2013

2 City of Brodhead Green RDA #2  Brownfield demolition and redevelopment.  — RDA & TIF 2011 
School building rehab for housing. 

3 City of Brodhead Green E 7th Ave Sewer & Water  Sewer installation 5th St to E 7th Ave, south to 19th St.  $500,000 TIF & assessments 2011 
Water installation on E 6th Ave and south to 15th S.  
and E 7th Ave south to 19th St. 

4 City of Brodhead Green Sugar River Recreation Area Development  The City would like to evaluate how to develop a  n/a TEA; donations; City 2013 
City-owned nature area for bicyclists, hikers, and walkers,  
while maintaining the natural character of the area.  
The project includes development of a plan and  
implementation of environmentally friendly resources,  
including improvement of walking trails and canoeing  
waters of the Sugar River and the Mill Race.  

5 City of Cuba City Grant Industrial Park Infrastructure  Construction of streets, extension of electric, $2,100,000  TIF, local, grants 2011  
water and sewer utilities to lands purchased for  
industrial park expansion 

6 City of Cuba City Grant Industrial Park Land Acquisition  Purchase of land for expansion of  $400,000  TIF, local, grants 2011 
Kaster-McClain Industrial Park  

7 City of Dodgeville Iowa County Courthouse Retro fit for LEED energy efficiency $950,000  federal, state, local 

8 City of Dodgeville Iowa County Highway building Retro fit for LEED energy efficiency $800,000  federal, state, local 

9 City of Dodgeville Iowa County Jail Retro fit for LEED energy efficiency $1,250,000  Federal, state, local 

10 City of Dodgeville Iowa Business incubator Small business incubator project $750,000  EDA, Tax Incremental District, local 2011

11 City of Fennimore Grant Library Expansion Modifications to meet ADA accessibility and user needs $500,000 Loans, grants, donations 2015

12 City of Fennimore Grant Public Works Garage Addition  Construction of addition to existing facility to  $200,000 Budgeted funds 2013 
meet equipment. 

13 City of Fennimore Grant Senior Citizens Center  Construction of a senior citizens center to  $1,000,000 Loans, private donations, grants 2015 
serve area residents. 

14 City of Fennimore Grant Updates at Municipal Swimming Pool Modifications to meet current state codes and user needs. $250,000  Loans, private donations,  2013-2015 
grants, budgeted funds 

15 City of Fennimore Grant Land Acquisition for Industrial Use Acquisition of at least 40 acres of land for future industrial. $400,000  Loans, possible grants,  2014 
public-private partnerships 

16 City of Fennimore Grant Smart metering program  Update electric and water meter system to include  $300,000 Loans, grants, donations 2013-2015 
smart metering hardware and software equipment. 

17 City of Fennimore Grant Wastewater Treatment Plant Modifications  Upgrade wastewater treatment plant facilities to  $1,200,000 Loans, possible grants, user fees 2015 
meet current and future needs of users.  

18 City of Fennimore Grant Water storage facility, 300,000 gallon capacity Construction of a 300,000 gallon water storage facility  $1,500,000 Loans, grants, user fees 2015 
   and Well #6 and drilling of Well #6 to meet current and future  
    water supply needs of the community. 

appendix a
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Project Jurisdiction County Project Title Project Description Estimated Community Proposed
Number     Project Cost Identified Funding Start Year 

1 City of Brodhead Green Brownfield Redevelopment - Old Middle School  The City would like to promote redevelopment  
of a facility that has been vacant for over 15 years. n/a EDA; Brownfield; USDA; CDBG 2013

2 City of Brodhead Green RDA #2  Brownfield demolition and redevelopment.  — RDA & TIF 2011 
School building rehab for housing. 

3 City of Brodhead Green E 7th Ave Sewer & Water  Sewer installation 5th St to E 7th Ave, south to 19th St.  $500,000 TIF & assessments 2011 
Water installation on E 6th Ave and south to 15th S.  
and E 7th Ave south to 19th St. 

4 City of Brodhead Green Sugar River Recreation Area Development  The City would like to evaluate how to develop a  n/a TEA; donations; City 2013 
City-owned nature area for bicyclists, hikers, and walkers,  
while maintaining the natural character of the area.  
The project includes development of a plan and  
implementation of environmentally friendly resources,  
including improvement of walking trails and canoeing  
waters of the Sugar River and the Mill Race.  

5 City of Cuba City Grant Industrial Park Infrastructure  Construction of streets, extension of electric, $2,100,000  TIF, local, grants 2011  
water and sewer utilities to lands purchased for  
industrial park expansion 

6 City of Cuba City Grant Industrial Park Land Acquisition  Purchase of land for expansion of  $400,000  TIF, local, grants 2011 
Kaster-McClain Industrial Park  

7 City of Dodgeville Iowa County Courthouse Retro fit for LEED energy efficiency $950,000  federal, state, local 

8 City of Dodgeville Iowa County Highway building Retro fit for LEED energy efficiency $800,000  federal, state, local 

9 City of Dodgeville Iowa County Jail Retro fit for LEED energy efficiency $1,250,000  Federal, state, local 

10 City of Dodgeville Iowa Business incubator Small business incubator project $750,000  EDA, Tax Incremental District, local 2011

11 City of Fennimore Grant Library Expansion Modifications to meet ADA accessibility and user needs $500,000 Loans, grants, donations 2015

12 City of Fennimore Grant Public Works Garage Addition  Construction of addition to existing facility to  $200,000 Budgeted funds 2013 
meet equipment. 

13 City of Fennimore Grant Senior Citizens Center  Construction of a senior citizens center to  $1,000,000 Loans, private donations, grants 2015 
serve area residents. 

14 City of Fennimore Grant Updates at Municipal Swimming Pool Modifications to meet current state codes and user needs. $250,000  Loans, private donations,  2013-2015 
grants, budgeted funds 

15 City of Fennimore Grant Land Acquisition for Industrial Use Acquisition of at least 40 acres of land for future industrial. $400,000  Loans, possible grants,  2014 
public-private partnerships 

16 City of Fennimore Grant Smart metering program  Update electric and water meter system to include  $300,000 Loans, grants, donations 2013-2015 
smart metering hardware and software equipment. 

17 City of Fennimore Grant Wastewater Treatment Plant Modifications  Upgrade wastewater treatment plant facilities to  $1,200,000 Loans, possible grants, user fees 2015 
meet current and future needs of users.  

18 City of Fennimore Grant Water storage facility, 300,000 gallon capacity Construction of a 300,000 gallon water storage facility  $1,500,000 Loans, grants, user fees 2015 
   and Well #6 and drilling of Well #6 to meet current and future  
    water supply needs of the community. 
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Number     Project Cost Identified Funding Start Year 

19 City of Fennimore Grant Feasibility study for incubator building at SWTC  Contract with company to do a feasibility study  $25,000 Loans, possible grants,  2013 
on a partnership between the city of Fennimore and   public-private partnerships 
Southwest Wisconsin Technical College for an incubator  
building at the college 

20 City of Fennimore Grant Storm water management plan/project  Develop plan, identify and implement storm  $250,000 Loans, private donations, grants,  2014-2015 
water management.  budgeted funds 

21 City of Fennimore Grant Updates at Municipal Swimming Pool  Modifications to meet current state codes and user $250,000 Loans, private donations, grants,  2015-2016 
needs of area residents  budgeted funds

22 City of Fennimore  Grant  Automated Metering Infrastructure Program  Update electric water meter system to include automated  $475,000 Loans, grants, donations 2014-2016 
metering hardware and software equipment 

23 City of Lancaster Grant Industrial Park Development Develop 60 acres of industrial park land in City’s east side. $1-4 Million CDBG, EDA 2011

24 City of Mineral Point Iowa Doty St. Rehab Water, storm sewer, curb and blacktop replacement  $1-1,500,000 CDBG/Taxes 

25 City of Mineral Point Iowa TIF #2 TIF district infrastructure (streets, water/sewer) $500,000- $1 mill. TIF/EDA 

26 City of Monroe Green Badger Trail Pavillion  The Badger Trail was completed last year and the trail  n/a TEA; City 2014 
runs through the City of Monroe before connecting to the  
Illinois trail system. The City is looking at constructing a  
pavilion with restrooms for bicyclists entering/exiting  
the trail in Monroe. 

27 City of Monroe Green North Industrial Park Expansion  The city of Monroe is evaluating the expansion of their  $2.0-$3.0 million TIF; CDBG; EDA 2013 
North Industrial Park. Land adjacent to the existing park  
is available. The expansion would be developed as a  
certified shovel ready site. The existing industrial park  
is almost 65% full and several projects are on the table. 

28 City of Monroe Green Parking Ramp Enhancement  Repair, maintain, and update community parking ramp –     2013 
project may include constructing a roof and/or additional  
level to the ramp.   

29 City of Monroe Green Water Meter Replacement  Replace water meters and meter reading technology     2013 
through entire city; construct infrastructure for fixed 
base reading   

30 City of Monroe Green WWTP Upgrade  Upgrade and expansion of current $22,000,000    2013 
WasteWater Treatment Plant

31 City of Platteville Grant Downtown Housing Develop rental housing in vacant upper $100,000 plus DCDBG, TIF 2011 
    floor of downtown building.

32 City of Platteville Grant Shell Building Construct a 40,000 SF Shell Building in the Industrial Park $1,600,000 Local banks, TIF, private 2013

33 City of Platteville Grant Evergreen Road Reconstruction/Improvement  Rebuild and improve Evergreen Road between  $600,000 TIF, City, TEA Grant 2013 
Eastside Road and Highway 151 

34 City of Platteville Grant Industry Park Improvement/Expansion  Purchase land/infrastructure improvements to  $1,400,000 TIF, City, EDA 2013 
expand industrial park 

35 City of Platteville Grant Airport Runway Improvements ($40,000 Annually) $40,000 City General Fund 2014-2016
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19 City of Fennimore Grant Feasibility study for incubator building at SWTC  Contract with company to do a feasibility study  $25,000 Loans, possible grants,  2013 
on a partnership between the city of Fennimore and   public-private partnerships 
Southwest Wisconsin Technical College for an incubator  
building at the college 

20 City of Fennimore Grant Storm water management plan/project  Develop plan, identify and implement storm  $250,000 Loans, private donations, grants,  2014-2015 
water management.  budgeted funds 

21 City of Fennimore Grant Updates at Municipal Swimming Pool  Modifications to meet current state codes and user $250,000 Loans, private donations, grants,  2015-2016 
needs of area residents  budgeted funds

22 City of Fennimore  Grant  Automated Metering Infrastructure Program  Update electric water meter system to include automated  $475,000 Loans, grants, donations 2014-2016 
metering hardware and software equipment 

23 City of Lancaster Grant Industrial Park Development Develop 60 acres of industrial park land in City’s east side. $1-4 Million CDBG, EDA 2011

24 City of Mineral Point Iowa Doty St. Rehab Water, storm sewer, curb and blacktop replacement  $1-1,500,000 CDBG/Taxes 

25 City of Mineral Point Iowa TIF #2 TIF district infrastructure (streets, water/sewer) $500,000- $1 mill. TIF/EDA 

26 City of Monroe Green Badger Trail Pavillion  The Badger Trail was completed last year and the trail  n/a TEA; City 2014 
runs through the City of Monroe before connecting to the  
Illinois trail system. The City is looking at constructing a  
pavilion with restrooms for bicyclists entering/exiting  
the trail in Monroe. 

27 City of Monroe Green North Industrial Park Expansion  The city of Monroe is evaluating the expansion of their  $2.0-$3.0 million TIF; CDBG; EDA 2013 
North Industrial Park. Land adjacent to the existing park  
is available. The expansion would be developed as a  
certified shovel ready site. The existing industrial park  
is almost 65% full and several projects are on the table. 

28 City of Monroe Green Parking Ramp Enhancement  Repair, maintain, and update community parking ramp –     2013 
project may include constructing a roof and/or additional  
level to the ramp.   

29 City of Monroe Green Water Meter Replacement  Replace water meters and meter reading technology     2013 
through entire city; construct infrastructure for fixed 
base reading   

30 City of Monroe Green WWTP Upgrade  Upgrade and expansion of current $22,000,000    2013 
WasteWater Treatment Plant

31 City of Platteville Grant Downtown Housing Develop rental housing in vacant upper $100,000 plus DCDBG, TIF 2011 
    floor of downtown building.

32 City of Platteville Grant Shell Building Construct a 40,000 SF Shell Building in the Industrial Park $1,600,000 Local banks, TIF, private 2013

33 City of Platteville Grant Evergreen Road Reconstruction/Improvement  Rebuild and improve Evergreen Road between  $600,000 TIF, City, TEA Grant 2013 
Eastside Road and Highway 151 

34 City of Platteville Grant Industry Park Improvement/Expansion  Purchase land/infrastructure improvements to  $1,400,000 TIF, City, EDA 2013 
expand industrial park 

35 City of Platteville Grant Airport Runway Improvements ($40,000 Annually) $40,000 City General Fund 2014-2016
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36 City of Platteville Grant Economic Development Strategy Plan   Undertake a study that will help formulate a plan and  $15,000 City General Fund, TIF 2014 
action steps to better coordinate economic development  
activates between the city and the various economic entities -  
PAIDC, Main Street, GCEDC, Chamber, etc.. 

37 City of Richland Center Richland Richland Center Biotechnology Center/ Waste Treatment  This would provide for two biomass recycling centers,  $30,000,000  EPA, Revenue Bonds, General 2011 
one for industrial dairy waste and one for agricultural   Bonds, EDA, CDBG 
waste plus a Statewide Center for biomass research.  
This project would create 30 jobs immediately and  
provide for a future biotech industrial park.   

38 City of Shullsburg Lafayette Casino/Hotel Complex  Add additional water tower and well to serve casino/hotel  $1,300,000 Local, state, federal, TIF 2013 
complex. (Based on receiving approval of governmental  
agencies.) 

39 City of Shullsburg Lafayette E High Street Renovations  Widen Street with curb and gutter. New bituminous  $195,000 Local, state, federal 2013 
pavement. New water mains. Storm sewer construction.  
Repair existing storm sewer. 

40 City of Shullsburg Lafayette  Extending Sewer Lines to Casino/Hotel Complex and  Extend sewer lines. Extend water mains. Upgrade existing $1,500,000 Local, state, federal 2013 
Upgrades to WWTP sewer treatment plant. (upon governmental approval.) 

41 City of Shullsburg Lafayette Repair and Replace Sewer Mains  Repair and replace problem sections of sewer mains  $150,000 Local, state, federal 2013 
preventing infiltration of water.  

42 City of Shullsburg Lafayette Repair and Replace Storm Sewer  Repair and/or replace present storm sewer lines to  $150,000 Local, state, federal 2012 
eliminate infiltration of surface water.  

43 County of Green Green Green County Innovation Center  GCDC would like to evaluate the feasibility of developing  $100,000 +/- EDA; private sector; CDBG 2014 
a business incubator system throughout Green County.  
This would include a primary location with services for  
1st and 2nd stage advanced manufacturing, as well as the  
typical resources found at business incubators. 

44 County of Iowa Iowa Brenan Road Bridge Concrete overlay. $100,000 - $249,999  

45 County of Iowa Iowa Dodgeville - Mount Horeb Road  Replace wingwalls on B250019,32, and 37; deck patching  $1,000,000 - $1,999,999  
and overlay on B250037 and 38.  

46 County of Iowa Iowa Dodgeville - Mount Horeb Road  Patch and asphalt overlay eastbound lanes;  $8,000,000 - $8,999,999   
overlay only on westbound lanes.  

47 County of Iowa Iowa Highland - STH 133 Road  Recondition roadway to correct safety, alignment and  $4,000,000 - $4,999,999   
pavement deficiencies and pave three feet of shoulders.  
Replace existing deficient Underwood Creek Bridge. 

48 County of Iowa Iowa Mineral Point - Hollandale Road  Recondition roadway by widening and replacing worn  $6,000,000 - $6,999,999   
surface and pave three feet of the shoulders. 

49 County of Iowa Iowa Montfort - Dodgeville Road  Improve safety of existing intersection by constructing  $2,000,000 - $2,999,999  
a roundabout.  

50 County of Iowa Iowa Spring & Main Streets, Village of Highland.  Reconstruct Spring and Main Streets. $1,000,000 - $1,999,999  



Fair Housing and Equity Assessment | 35

Project Jurisdiction County Project Title Project Description Estimated Community Proposed
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36 City of Platteville Grant Economic Development Strategy Plan   Undertake a study that will help formulate a plan and  $15,000 City General Fund, TIF 2014 
action steps to better coordinate economic development  
activates between the city and the various economic entities -  
PAIDC, Main Street, GCEDC, Chamber, etc.. 

37 City of Richland Center Richland Richland Center Biotechnology Center/ Waste Treatment  This would provide for two biomass recycling centers,  $30,000,000  EPA, Revenue Bonds, General 2011 
one for industrial dairy waste and one for agricultural   Bonds, EDA, CDBG 
waste plus a Statewide Center for biomass research.  
This project would create 30 jobs immediately and  
provide for a future biotech industrial park.   

38 City of Shullsburg Lafayette Casino/Hotel Complex  Add additional water tower and well to serve casino/hotel  $1,300,000 Local, state, federal, TIF 2013 
complex. (Based on receiving approval of governmental  
agencies.) 

39 City of Shullsburg Lafayette E High Street Renovations  Widen Street with curb and gutter. New bituminous  $195,000 Local, state, federal 2013 
pavement. New water mains. Storm sewer construction.  
Repair existing storm sewer. 

40 City of Shullsburg Lafayette  Extending Sewer Lines to Casino/Hotel Complex and  Extend sewer lines. Extend water mains. Upgrade existing $1,500,000 Local, state, federal 2013 
Upgrades to WWTP sewer treatment plant. (upon governmental approval.) 

41 City of Shullsburg Lafayette Repair and Replace Sewer Mains  Repair and replace problem sections of sewer mains  $150,000 Local, state, federal 2013 
preventing infiltration of water.  

42 City of Shullsburg Lafayette Repair and Replace Storm Sewer  Repair and/or replace present storm sewer lines to  $150,000 Local, state, federal 2012 
eliminate infiltration of surface water.  

43 County of Green Green Green County Innovation Center  GCDC would like to evaluate the feasibility of developing  $100,000 +/- EDA; private sector; CDBG 2014 
a business incubator system throughout Green County.  
This would include a primary location with services for  
1st and 2nd stage advanced manufacturing, as well as the  
typical resources found at business incubators. 

44 County of Iowa Iowa Brenan Road Bridge Concrete overlay. $100,000 - $249,999  

45 County of Iowa Iowa Dodgeville - Mount Horeb Road  Replace wingwalls on B250019,32, and 37; deck patching  $1,000,000 - $1,999,999  
and overlay on B250037 and 38.  

46 County of Iowa Iowa Dodgeville - Mount Horeb Road  Patch and asphalt overlay eastbound lanes;  $8,000,000 - $8,999,999   
overlay only on westbound lanes.  

47 County of Iowa Iowa Highland - STH 133 Road  Recondition roadway to correct safety, alignment and  $4,000,000 - $4,999,999   
pavement deficiencies and pave three feet of shoulders.  
Replace existing deficient Underwood Creek Bridge. 

48 County of Iowa Iowa Mineral Point - Hollandale Road  Recondition roadway by widening and replacing worn  $6,000,000 - $6,999,999   
surface and pave three feet of the shoulders. 

49 County of Iowa Iowa Montfort - Dodgeville Road  Improve safety of existing intersection by constructing  $2,000,000 - $2,999,999  
a roundabout.  

50 County of Iowa Iowa Spring & Main Streets, Village of Highland.  Reconstruct Spring and Main Streets. $1,000,000 - $1,999,999  
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Number     Project Cost Identified Funding Start Year 

51 County of Iowa Iowa WSOR Freight Rail Service Improvement Project  Improve rail freight line between Middleton,  $25,000,000 TIGER IV ($15 mil), 2013 
WI and Lone Rock, WI.   State ($8 mil), private ($2 mil) 

52 Grant County Grant Dickeyville Spec Building  Construct 40,000 square foot industrial building,  $4,800,000 Private and TIF 2014 
anchor a new industrial park, and install sewer and  
water to park 

53 REGION Grant, Green,  Enterprise Center Network Starting a network of incubators around the region $5-7 Million  EDA, State, Local, SWWRPC 2011 
  Iowa, Lafayette,   over the next 5 years. Consists of 4 to 5 centers 
  and Richland  around the region. 
  Counties   

54 REGION Grant, Green,  Housing study Create a baseline of housing stock avalability, and condition $150,000  EDA, State, Local 2011 
  Iowa, Lafayette,  
  and Richland 
  Counties  

55 REGION Grant, Green,  Incubator feasibilty study Regional feasibilty study of incubator needs $250,000  EDA, State, Local 2011 
  Iowa, Lafayette,  
  and Richland  
  Counties 

56 REGION Green, Iowa  Regional Transportation Plan Develop a regional plan for transportation systems N/A N/A 2011 
  and Lafayette 
  Counties, and  
  various multiple  
  participating  
  townships, cities,  
  and villages 

57 REGION SW Wisconsin,  Tri-State Effort Effort to understand regional competitiveness $350,000  EDA, Corporate donations, Grants 2011 
  NE Iowa and  in rural regions. 
  NW Illinois 

58 Town of Boscobel Grant Borden Street Reconstruction Reconstruct .3 mile of street.  $48,000 Trip grant ($15,000) 2013

59 Town of Brigham Iowa Building expansion Possible expansion of shared Municipal Building.   

60 Town of Hickory Grove Grant Ideal Road Bridge Replace bridge and change road approach. $190,000 Trip grant 2013

61 Town of Hickory Grove Grant Sealcoat Roads Roads not surfaced yet.  $100,000 Local taxes 2013

62 Town of Jefferson Green Five Corner Road Bridge  Removal of old bridge and creation of new bridge $500,000 Federal, State, Railroad 2014-2015 
(Bridge is over railroad tracks)

63 Town of Linden Iowa Bloomfield Manor Retrofit for LEED energy efficiency $1,250,000  federal, state, local 

64 Town of Linden Iowa Bloomfield Manor Elevator Replace aging elevator at the county owned care facility $125,000  taxes 

65 Town of New Glarus Green Joint Library Possible shared project with the Village of New Glarus $2,5 Million Local 2011

66 Town of New Glarus Green Relocate Town Garage 4200 Square foot x 40 Square foot $168,000  Local 2011

67 Town of New Glarus Green Storm Water Management System New storm water management system. - -  2011
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51 County of Iowa Iowa WSOR Freight Rail Service Improvement Project  Improve rail freight line between Middleton,  $25,000,000 TIGER IV ($15 mil), 2013 
WI and Lone Rock, WI.   State ($8 mil), private ($2 mil) 

52 Grant County Grant Dickeyville Spec Building  Construct 40,000 square foot industrial building,  $4,800,000 Private and TIF 2014 
anchor a new industrial park, and install sewer and  
water to park 

53 REGION Grant, Green,  Enterprise Center Network Starting a network of incubators around the region $5-7 Million  EDA, State, Local, SWWRPC 2011 
  Iowa, Lafayette,   over the next 5 years. Consists of 4 to 5 centers 
  and Richland  around the region. 
  Counties   

54 REGION Grant, Green,  Housing study Create a baseline of housing stock avalability, and condition $150,000  EDA, State, Local 2011 
  Iowa, Lafayette,  
  and Richland 
  Counties  

55 REGION Grant, Green,  Incubator feasibilty study Regional feasibilty study of incubator needs $250,000  EDA, State, Local 2011 
  Iowa, Lafayette,  
  and Richland  
  Counties 

56 REGION Green, Iowa  Regional Transportation Plan Develop a regional plan for transportation systems N/A N/A 2011 
  and Lafayette 
  Counties, and  
  various multiple  
  participating  
  townships, cities,  
  and villages 

57 REGION SW Wisconsin,  Tri-State Effort Effort to understand regional competitiveness $350,000  EDA, Corporate donations, Grants 2011 
  NE Iowa and  in rural regions. 
  NW Illinois 

58 Town of Boscobel Grant Borden Street Reconstruction Reconstruct .3 mile of street.  $48,000 Trip grant ($15,000) 2013

59 Town of Brigham Iowa Building expansion Possible expansion of shared Municipal Building.   

60 Town of Hickory Grove Grant Ideal Road Bridge Replace bridge and change road approach. $190,000 Trip grant 2013

61 Town of Hickory Grove Grant Sealcoat Roads Roads not surfaced yet.  $100,000 Local taxes 2013

62 Town of Jefferson Green Five Corner Road Bridge  Removal of old bridge and creation of new bridge $500,000 Federal, State, Railroad 2014-2015 
(Bridge is over railroad tracks)

63 Town of Linden Iowa Bloomfield Manor Retrofit for LEED energy efficiency $1,250,000  federal, state, local 

64 Town of Linden Iowa Bloomfield Manor Elevator Replace aging elevator at the county owned care facility $125,000  taxes 

65 Town of New Glarus Green Joint Library Possible shared project with the Village of New Glarus $2,5 Million Local 2011

66 Town of New Glarus Green Relocate Town Garage 4200 Square foot x 40 Square foot $168,000  Local 2011

67 Town of New Glarus Green Storm Water Management System New storm water management system. - -  2011
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68 Town of Ridgeway Iowa Hands Hill Project   Two new bridges, widening road, vertical curve,  $347,958  TRIP D Funds, 50/50 2011 
improve slopes, improve sight distance, improve slopes.   County Bridge, Local borrowing

69 Village of Albany Green Water Street Project  Infrastructure (water/sewer), street sidewalks, curb and $750,000 Loans, grants 2013-2014 
gutter, parking electric, streetscape. Also hoping to 
improve building conditions.

70 Village of Arena Iowa Industrial Park Development  Extend infrastructure past a planned development $1,500,000- 2,000,000 TIF, EDA  
to make city owned land available for industrial  
development.

71 Village of Bagley Grant Blacktop Roads Blacktop all village streets and alleys; overlay some.  $15,000-$20,000 Matching funds, road aid 2011

72 Village of Barneveld Iowa Industrial Park Development  Extend infrastructure past a planned development to $1.5-2 million TIF, EDA 2015 
make village-owned land available for industrial  
development.

73 Village of Barneveld Iowa Barneveld Business Park  We currently have an option to purchase up to 50 acres $2,000,000 TIF 2013 
in the Barneveld Business Park. We also have an additional  
20 acres that the Village of Barneveld already owns.  
We will be putting in water, sewer, and streets for the project

74 Village of Barneveld Iowa Highway ID reconstruction Reconstruction highway, add curb/gutter $300,000  Bank financing 

75 Village of Belleville Green, Dane Badger Trail Corridor Redevelopment Project  With the Badger Trail being completed, several buildings n/a EDA, Brownfield, USDA, TEA 2013 
along the trail have been identified as blighted.  
This includes an old railroad depot and fertilizer plant.  
The Village would like to complete a brownfield cleanup  
and prepare the sites for redevelopment of retail and  
service businesses.

76 Village of Blue River Grant Exchange Street and utility improvements Replace sanitary sewer, install new water main $472,100  CDBG/borrowing 2011

77 Village of Blue River Grant Jay Street Construction New sewer lines, resurface and grade.  $100,000 Local, loan 2011

78 Village of Boaz Richland   The State will have a project within the village, replacing    2013 
the Highway 171 bridge that crosses Mill Creek. At this  
time the Village will be relocating village sewer lines.  
The Village is hopefully counting on some financial aid  
from the State for this project.

79 Village of Browntown Green Dale Street Project Reconstruction  Grind blacktop and relay. Pave length .  $67,000 State FY 2012 funding 2013 
65 mile; 18’ to 20’ wide.

80 Village of Dickeyville Grant Dickeyville Business Park  Develop new business park by US Highway 151/61.  $1,100,000 CDBG, EDA, Private, TIF 2013 
Extend sewer and water to site. 

81 Village of Gradiot  Middle School Renovations  Make decisions as to the future uses for $200,000 CDBG Grant, USDA, Local 2014-2015 
closed middle school in village

82 Village of Gradiot  Main St. Resurfacing  Add curb and gutter and repave Main St from $100,000 unknown 2015-2016 
Village Rd to Highway 11

83 Village of Hazel Green Grant, Lafayette 14th Street Reconstruction  Reconstruct East 14th (Birch to east end).  $100,000 Local, grant 2013 
New breaker, curb, gutter, bituminous.
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68 Town of Ridgeway Iowa Hands Hill Project   Two new bridges, widening road, vertical curve,  $347,958  TRIP D Funds, 50/50 2011 
improve slopes, improve sight distance, improve slopes.   County Bridge, Local borrowing

69 Village of Albany Green Water Street Project  Infrastructure (water/sewer), street sidewalks, curb and $750,000 Loans, grants 2013-2014 
gutter, parking electric, streetscape. Also hoping to 
improve building conditions.

70 Village of Arena Iowa Industrial Park Development  Extend infrastructure past a planned development $1,500,000- 2,000,000 TIF, EDA  
to make city owned land available for industrial  
development.

71 Village of Bagley Grant Blacktop Roads Blacktop all village streets and alleys; overlay some.  $15,000-$20,000 Matching funds, road aid 2011

72 Village of Barneveld Iowa Industrial Park Development  Extend infrastructure past a planned development to $1.5-2 million TIF, EDA 2015 
make village-owned land available for industrial  
development.

73 Village of Barneveld Iowa Barneveld Business Park  We currently have an option to purchase up to 50 acres $2,000,000 TIF 2013 
in the Barneveld Business Park. We also have an additional  
20 acres that the Village of Barneveld already owns.  
We will be putting in water, sewer, and streets for the project

74 Village of Barneveld Iowa Highway ID reconstruction Reconstruction highway, add curb/gutter $300,000  Bank financing 

75 Village of Belleville Green, Dane Badger Trail Corridor Redevelopment Project  With the Badger Trail being completed, several buildings n/a EDA, Brownfield, USDA, TEA 2013 
along the trail have been identified as blighted.  
This includes an old railroad depot and fertilizer plant.  
The Village would like to complete a brownfield cleanup  
and prepare the sites for redevelopment of retail and  
service businesses.

76 Village of Blue River Grant Exchange Street and utility improvements Replace sanitary sewer, install new water main $472,100  CDBG/borrowing 2011

77 Village of Blue River Grant Jay Street Construction New sewer lines, resurface and grade.  $100,000 Local, loan 2011

78 Village of Boaz Richland   The State will have a project within the village, replacing    2013 
the Highway 171 bridge that crosses Mill Creek. At this  
time the Village will be relocating village sewer lines.  
The Village is hopefully counting on some financial aid  
from the State for this project.

79 Village of Browntown Green Dale Street Project Reconstruction  Grind blacktop and relay. Pave length .  $67,000 State FY 2012 funding 2013 
65 mile; 18’ to 20’ wide.

80 Village of Dickeyville Grant Dickeyville Business Park  Develop new business park by US Highway 151/61.  $1,100,000 CDBG, EDA, Private, TIF 2013 
Extend sewer and water to site. 

81 Village of Gradiot  Middle School Renovations  Make decisions as to the future uses for $200,000 CDBG Grant, USDA, Local 2014-2015 
closed middle school in village

82 Village of Gradiot  Main St. Resurfacing  Add curb and gutter and repave Main St from $100,000 unknown 2015-2016 
Village Rd to Highway 11

83 Village of Hazel Green Grant, Lafayette 14th Street Reconstruction  Reconstruct East 14th (Birch to east end).  $100,000 Local, grant 2013 
New breaker, curb, gutter, bituminous.
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84 Village of Hazel Green Grant, Lafayette Water Tower Maintenance/Painting  Overcoat exterior, blast, and remove and replace interior $230,000 Local user fees 2013 
wet coat system. Blast spat, prep. spot, prime coat interior  
dry coat. Overall maintenance.

85 Village of Highland Iowa Commercial Freezer Build a commercial freezer/ vegitable processing incubator $2,000,000  Private, Federal, State 2011

86 Village of Highland Iowa County 1 Reconstruction  Complete reconstruction of County 1 from corporate limits $364,700  STP - Rural Funding  
to bottom of Main St includes utilities

87 Village of Lone Rock Richland Sewer Relining  Cleaning, televising and lining sewer lines,  $800,000 Dept. of Commerce, State of Wisc. 2011 
and redoing manholes.

88 Village of Monticello Green Pratt Road Infrastructure Project  Pratt Road bi-sects the Monticello Industrial area.  n/a EDA; Village; TIF;  2014 
At least one company has indicated that it would like to   Rural Development 
expand, but is concerned about storm water drainage  
issues and low water pressure. In addition, the road is  
in need of repair.

89 Village of Muscoda Grant, Iowa Storm Water Construction  Install storm water pipes, replace sanitary sewer and  $500,000 General fund, tax levy,  2014 
water mains, and street construction on 3rd Street   and utility revenues 
(Maple to Nebraska Street).

90 Village of Muscoda Grant, Iowa Substation Upgrades Increase capacity at both substations for reliability.  $950,000 Utility revenue bonds 2012 
      or general obligation note

91 Village of Muscoda Grant, Iowa Upgrades to Various Electric Circuits Upgrades to electric lines to reduce line loss.  $400,000  WPPI Energy and/or utility revenue 2012-2013 
bonds or general obligations

92 Village of Muscoda Grant, Iowa Upgrades to Water System  Continue to work on upgrading water system,  unknown Utility revenues 
replace 4 to 5 hydrants per year, research new well  
location, repair/replace mains when doing street  
reconstruction. 

93 Village of New Glarus Green Backtown Redevelopment Project  The Village would like to redevelop a blighted area n/a EDA; CDBG; TIF; USDA 2014 
along Hwy 69 and the Little Sugar River. This would  
entail relocating 3 municipal facilities, improving utilities  
and infrastructure, and clearing the site for redevelopment.

94 Village of Potosi Grant Downtown Renovation  Chamber has formed a committee to oversee the — Revolving Loan Fund &  2011 
renovation project. Work has already started on some  Grants through Chamber 
buildings. 

95 Village of Ridgeway Iowa Jarvis St New street, water and sewer lines, curb and improved  $375,000    
    sidewalk.

96 Village of Ridgeway Iowa Ternest Court Redo Ternes Ct is a street project.   

97 Village of South Wayne Lafayette South Wayne  Develop park to include ball fields, playground,  Over $100,000 Donations, SW Comm. Foundation 2011 
   Community Park  shelter house, and restrooms.  

98 Village of Viola Richland Banker Park Improvements ADA Fishing Piers, trails, restroom upgrades, signage, etc. $60,000  DNR, local 2011

99 Village of Viola Richland CDBG-EAP Lift Station and Flood Proofing $576,258  Commerce, Engineering 2011
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Project Jurisdiction County Project Title Project Description Estimated Community Proposed
Number     Project Cost Identified Funding Start Year 

84 Village of Hazel Green Grant, Lafayette Water Tower Maintenance/Painting  Overcoat exterior, blast, and remove and replace interior $230,000 Local user fees 2013 
wet coat system. Blast spat, prep. spot, prime coat interior  
dry coat. Overall maintenance.

85 Village of Highland Iowa Commercial Freezer Build a commercial freezer/ vegitable processing incubator $2,000,000  Private, Federal, State 2011

86 Village of Highland Iowa County 1 Reconstruction  Complete reconstruction of County 1 from corporate limits $364,700  STP - Rural Funding  
to bottom of Main St includes utilities

87 Village of Lone Rock Richland Sewer Relining  Cleaning, televising and lining sewer lines,  $800,000 Dept. of Commerce, State of Wisc. 2011 
and redoing manholes.

88 Village of Monticello Green Pratt Road Infrastructure Project  Pratt Road bi-sects the Monticello Industrial area.  n/a EDA; Village; TIF;  2014 
At least one company has indicated that it would like to   Rural Development 
expand, but is concerned about storm water drainage  
issues and low water pressure. In addition, the road is  
in need of repair.

89 Village of Muscoda Grant, Iowa Storm Water Construction  Install storm water pipes, replace sanitary sewer and  $500,000 General fund, tax levy,  2014 
water mains, and street construction on 3rd Street   and utility revenues 
(Maple to Nebraska Street).

90 Village of Muscoda Grant, Iowa Substation Upgrades Increase capacity at both substations for reliability.  $950,000 Utility revenue bonds 2012 
      or general obligation note

91 Village of Muscoda Grant, Iowa Upgrades to Various Electric Circuits Upgrades to electric lines to reduce line loss.  $400,000  WPPI Energy and/or utility revenue 2012-2013 
bonds or general obligations

92 Village of Muscoda Grant, Iowa Upgrades to Water System  Continue to work on upgrading water system,  unknown Utility revenues 
replace 4 to 5 hydrants per year, research new well  
location, repair/replace mains when doing street  
reconstruction. 

93 Village of New Glarus Green Backtown Redevelopment Project  The Village would like to redevelop a blighted area n/a EDA; CDBG; TIF; USDA 2014 
along Hwy 69 and the Little Sugar River. This would  
entail relocating 3 municipal facilities, improving utilities  
and infrastructure, and clearing the site for redevelopment.

94 Village of Potosi Grant Downtown Renovation  Chamber has formed a committee to oversee the — Revolving Loan Fund &  2011 
renovation project. Work has already started on some  Grants through Chamber 
buildings. 

95 Village of Ridgeway Iowa Jarvis St New street, water and sewer lines, curb and improved  $375,000    
    sidewalk.

96 Village of Ridgeway Iowa Ternest Court Redo Ternes Ct is a street project.   

97 Village of South Wayne Lafayette South Wayne  Develop park to include ball fields, playground,  Over $100,000 Donations, SW Comm. Foundation 2011 
   Community Park  shelter house, and restrooms.  

98 Village of Viola Richland Banker Park Improvements ADA Fishing Piers, trails, restroom upgrades, signage, etc. $60,000  DNR, local 2011

99 Village of Viola Richland CDBG-EAP Lift Station and Flood Proofing $576,258  Commerce, Engineering 2011
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