
  

 RESULTS OF PRIORITIES EXERCISE  

NON-RESIDENTIAL DISTRICTS AND STANDARDS SUMMARY 

SHAWANO COUNTY ZONING CODE UPDATE 

1.18.10 (summarized 2.8.10 and updated 3.10.10) 
 
 
The following provides a summary of the questionnaire results to gather ZCAC member preferences on non-
residential zoning standards as part of the updated zoning code. The statements/opinions listed below were first 
raised by at least one ZCAC member during a meeting; later, all ZCAC members had an opportunity to vote 
individually on their degree of support or opposition to the statement/opinion.  This exercise was not intended to be a 
scientific survey, but was instead designed to discern trends in preferences among ZCAC members, and to make sure 
that new ordinance language was not based on the opinions of just one ZCAC member.  This information will be 
used as a starting point to write zoning ordinance language that will be subject to further review.  
 
ZCAC members were asked to indicate their level of support for the following statements, with “1” being strongly 
opposed and “5” being strongly in favor.  The highest ratings for each statement are demarcated by bold double 
underlined type. 
 

Check your support level for the following statements, with “1” being 
strongly opposed and “5” strongly in favor, and provide any comments. 

1 2 3 4 5 

1. The new zoning code should include a range of commercial zoning districts, 
including commercial districts that generally parallel commercial zoning districts 
in the current county zoning code. 

 

0 3 4 7 2 

2. The new zoning code should include a “hamlet” zoning district, which could 
be mapped over places like Pella or Green Valley and allow a mix of commercial 
and residential land uses on smaller lots.    

Comments:  

- If they presently have commercial use.     

         

0 1 3 8 4 

3. The new zoning code should include a “rural commercial” zoning district, for 
agricultural, forestry, or other rural business or light industrial use preferring a 
relatively remote location.  
Comments:  

- Allowed in General Agricultural in Richmond.       
        

1 2 5 4 4 

4. There does not seem to be a need to create a separate “rural commercial” 
zoning district in the new zoning code, because agricultural and forestry-related 
businesses could instead be accommodated in the proposed “general 
commercial” zoning district or in some of the agricultural zoning districts 
proposed in the July 2009 zoning code outline.    
Comments:  

- Allowed in General Agricultural in Richmond.    
          

1 8 2 3 2 



Check your support level for the following statements, with “1” being 
strongly opposed and “5” strongly in favor, and provide any comments. 

1 2 3 4 5 

5. Residential uses should be allowed in some of the commercial zoning districts, 
where the intensity of the permitted commercial uses would not be too heavy to 
create incompatible uses later.    
Comments:  

- Causes problems.          
     

2 1 8 3 1 

6. All minimum front yard building setbacks should be measured from the 
improved road surface centerline, in order to avoid differential front yard 
setbacks depending on the width of the road right-of-way and to encourage 
similar setbacks along the same road.  
Comments:  

- Measured from road right-of-way.   
- Should be from road right-of-way.  
- Need to consider right-of-way clearance in some cases.  

            

1 0 4 4 6 

7. The new zoning code should allow a property owner to use the average front 
yard building setback of nearby buildings when constructing a new building or 
addition.  

Comments:  

- How does this relate to NR 115?  

             

1 0 2 7 4 

8. In general, the new zoning code should include modest front, side, and rear 
building setbacks to reduce variance situations, even if that means that buildings 
may be closer to each other and to the road.   
Comments:  

- Depends on use.    
- Need a difference base to start from.    
- No way.          

1 4 2 5 3 

 


