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Waukesha County Farmland Preservation Planning Advisory Committee 

Meeting Notes- January 11, 2011 

 
1. Call to Order   

Meeting was called to order by Committee Chairman Gary Goodchild at 10:20 a.m.  Committee 

members in attendance included Goodchild, Oberhaus, Herrmann, and Holtz.  County Staff in 

attendance included Shaver, Lindquist, Rose, Fruth and Doyle.   

2. Review November 5, 2010 Advisory Committee Meeting Notes 

The meeting notes from the November 5, 2010 meeting were approved without change.   

3. Discuss Results of December 9, 2010 Countywide Information Meeting and January 6, 2011 

Waukesha County Farm Bureau Presentation 

Perry and Jason discussed that that both of the above meetings were well attended.  

Approximately 30 persons attended the informational meeting despite the snowy weather and 

poor road conditions.  Perry noted that some additional areas in the southwest part of the county 

were added to the draft mapping as a result of input gathered at the informational meeting.  There 

were also questions raised regarding the role of boundary agreements in planning areas.  

Questions at the Farm Bureau presentation centered around tax credits, the process for secondary 

agricultural areas becoming formal preservation areas and the ramifications of extra-territorial 

land use plan designations.  

Perry also noted that meetings with individual planners are ongoing and that a meeting was held 

jointly with the City and Town of Oconomowoc planners in advance of this meeting.   

4. Review Draft Chapter 3- Farmland Preservation Tools, Planning Standards and 

Recommendations 

Questions/Comments from Committee 

Are lands with a preliminary plat mapping designation intended to be retained in that 

category if the subdivision proposal has been put on hold or has been withdrawn? 

 

Answer- No, any parcel within the unincorporated part of the County that has had a 

preliminary plat presented in the past several years is mapped with that designation.  
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Perry and Jason explained that mapping such areas is an indication of possible 

development activity but does not suggest that the project is eminent. 

 

In reviewing the PDR/PACE language on page 3D-4, a question was asked by an 

audience member as to why there was not discussion that Purchase of Development 

Rights (PDR) could be a county administered program. 

 

Dale suggested that staff will insert discussion relative to this point at the conclusion of 

the PACE/PDR section to clarify that a PDR can be either a local or county program or 

can be administered at the state or federal levels. 

 

During the discussion of the formulation of farmland preservation standards under 

Objective #1, a comment was made suggesting that in some parts of the Town of 

Mukwonago there has been little conflict between farm and non-farm neighbors.   

 

Jason noted that the concept of farm vs. non-farm conflict also pertains to bigger picture 

issues like the escalation of land prices that results from neighboring farms being 

developed, which makes it more difficult for farmers to consider expanding their 

operations and which tends to dissuade remaining farmers from making further 

investments in their operations. Perry also noted that the type and scale of farming are 

also factors in the risks of land use conflicts, using the example of a large livestock 

operation. 

 

During discussion of Objective #1, Perry noted that Nancy Anderson had offered 

comments regarding the need to modify the reference to the SEWRPC definition of rural 

land use. 

 

Perry stated that he will add clarifying text to address this point. 

 

How should local land use plans relate to this farmland plan? 

 

Jason stated that the proposed plan language recommends that communities re-visit their 

local land use plans to ensure consistency with both the plan text and mapping and that 

consideration be given to amending local plans to incorporate provisions of the new law 

and the new county farmland plan. 

 

A comment from the audience was made suggesting that a reference to the PACE 

program be added to the fourth implementation recommendation under Objective #3 on 

page D3-16. 

 

Staff agreed that this change would be appropriate. 

 

A suggestion was made to describe farmland preservation zoning differently from the 

“FP” designation that was inserted into the table on page D3-17 so as to avoid confusion 

with floodplain designations. 
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Staff agreed and suggested that this abbreviation will be modified. 

 

Jeff Herrmann was asked how the AEA discussion began in Oconomowoc. 

 

Jeff noted that property owners initiated the effort and that the town and county then 

supported the application process and assisted with mapping.  He urged that getting the 

county involved was critical. 

 

Tom Oberhaus stated that most farmers outside of the primary preservation areas do not 

have the new farmland program on their radar screen, as the general perception seems 

to be that the available tax credits do not offset the potential loss of land value that could 

result with the farmland preservation area designation. 

 
5. Discussion of Next Steps in Process and Adjournment 

Perry stated that meetings with local community planners would continue in early January and 

that text and mapping edits would wrap up shortly.  He explained that the draft plan would then 

be advanced as a 2011 Comprehensive Development Plan amendment and a draft copy of the 

plan would be submitted to DATCP for their review within the next month or two. 

Perry and Dale thanked the members of the committee for their service and noted that the plan 

outcome was a unique solution that was a direct result of the committee’s stated interest in 

making more lands eligible for inclusion at the outset of this planning effort. 

The meeting was adjourned at 11:59 p.m. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

  

 
N:\PRKANDLU\Land and Water Conservation\Farmland Preservation\County Farmland Preservation Plan Update - 2010\FPP Advisory 

Committee\Meeting Notes\FPP Advisory Commit Mtg Notes 1-11-11.docx 

 

 


