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Minutes 
BROWN COUNTY PLANNING COMMISSION 

BOARD OF DIRECTORS 
Wednesday, August 2, 2017 

Green Bay Metro Transportation Center 
901 University Avenue, Commission Room 

Green Bay, WI  54302 
6:30 p.m. 

ROLL CALL: 
 
Paul Blindauer X  Frederick Heitl X  Glen Severson X 

James Botz Exc  Phil Hilgenberg X  Ray Tauscher Exc 

Brian Brock X  Jacob Immel X  Norbert Van De Hei X 

William Clancy X  Kathleen Janssen Exc  Jason Ward Exc 

Norbert Dantinne, Jr. X  Dotty Juengst X  Dave Wiese X 

Bernie Erickson X  Dave Kaster Exc  Matthew Woicek X 

Kim Flom  X  Patty Kiewiz X  Reed Woodward X 

Steve Grenier X  Michael Malcheski X   

Mark Handeland X  Gary Pahl X  City of Green Bay (Vacant) 

Matthew Harris X  Terry Schaeuble  Exc  Br. Co. Board – De Pere (Vacant) 

 
OTHERS PRESENT:  Chuck Lamine, Cole Runge, Dan Teaters, Jennifer Hallam-Nelson and Lee 
Novak (audience) 
 
1. Approval of the minutes of the June 7, 2017 regular meeting of the Brown County Planning 

Commission Board of Directors.  
 
A motion was made by S. Grenier and seconded by G. Pahl to approve the minutes of the 
June 7, 2017, regular meeting of the Brown County Planning Commission Board of Directors.  
Motion carried. 

 
2. Receive and place on file the draft minutes of the June 12, 2017 meeting of the Brown County 

Transportation Coordinating Committee. 
 

A motion was made by P. Kiewiz and seconded by D. Juengst to receive and place on file the 
draft minutes of the June 12, 2017 meeting of the Brown County Transportation Coordinating 
Committee.   Motion carried. 

 
3. Public Hearing:  Major Amendment to the 2040 Brown County Sewage Plan proposing the 

addition of 78.74 acres to the Village of Wrightstown SSA.  
 

D. Teaters opened the public hearing. 
 
D. Teaters asked if anyone wished to speak.   
 
Lee Novak with Robert E. Lee & Associates Inc., representing the Village of Wrightstown.  L. 
Novak stated he assisted with the amendment and is in attendance to answer any questions. 
 
D. Teaters asked a second and third time if anyone else wished to speak.  Hearing no further 
comment, D. Teaters closed the public hearing.    
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4. Discussion and action on the Village of Wrightstown – Major Amendment to the 2040 Brown 
County Sewage Plan SSA 2017-01 VWR.  
 
D. Teaters provided a brief overview via PowerPoint. 
 
The Village of Wrightstown is requesting an amendment for their sewer service area. There 
are three areas that are proposed; one area is on the very northern part of the community 
(areas defined as 1, 2 & 3 on the application).  Area 4 is at the southern and eastern portion 
of the community.  D. Teaters reviewed the detailed maps.  D. Teaters reviewed the criteria 
and breakdown in the staff report.   
 
D. Teaters opened the floor up for questions/discussions. 
 
P. Blindauer asked what the proposed use for area 2 was.  D. Teaters stated part of area 2 is 
already developed (water tower), and the remainder will be used for commercial or industrial 
development.  
 
G. Paul asked how can they hop-skip around the Village.  D. Teaters explained and pointed 
out the Town’s and Village’s community boundaries.  To keep the areas contiguous to the 
existing sewer service area, they had to make sure the parcels on the east side of CTH U 
were touching existing sewer service areas and because these areas of right-a-way exist, and 
those are within the Village, those areas are contiguous.  C. Lamine asked if the area on the 
other side of CTH U is within the Village.  D. Teaters stated that it is within the Village, but 
outside of Brown County.  D. Teaters indicated that there is a Memorandum of Understanding 
with East Central Regional Planning Commission, as well as Outagamie County.  
 
Discussion on sewer. D. Teaters also explained that the proposal is to run sewer and water 
down CTH U.  C. Lamine explained some of the factors that are considered.  We look at if it 
is, and they are contiguous to a sewer service area that they have within the Outagamie 
County side of the road.  We do, as part of the requirement for application process, ask for 
notification of the town and the town is invited to comment.  The allocation of acreage that is 
provided is based on a population projection for the Village of Wrightstown.  C. Lamine stated 
that Lee Novak, on behalf of the Village, could answer any specific questions the Board has 
regarding information on the engineering or the design or the ability to extend sewer to the 
area.  
 
G. Pahl questioned farmland preservation. D. Teaters explained that the current zoning of the 
parcels is not part of the review for a sewer service area amendment, and explained that the 
Village would need to re-look at the zoning once the sewer service is provided to the area. 
 
M. Malcheski asked where is the sewer main line on CTH U, on the side of the road or down 
the middle? 
 
A motion was made by S. Grenier seconded by D. Juengst to open the floor.  Motion carried. 
 
L. Novak stated that the intent is to go down the west side of the road for both the sanitary 
and water.  The end of the sanitary is just off the map on the south side and the water main is 
to the water tower and onward - they’ll be eight feet apart. A permit application was submitted 
to Outagamie County as there is wetlands in those ditches.  The intent is to also provide 
service to the property on the west side of CTH U, which is in the Village sewer service area 
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and is contiguous to Royal St. Patricks Golf Course, so sewer and water will also be provided 
to the properties on the west side of CTH U. 
 
F. Heitl asked about annexed properties and our policy if letters of support have not been 
received yet?  C. Lamine indicated that the properties have ben annexed by petition of the 
property owners.  Letters of support for the sewer service area amendment have been 
requested as a condition of approval.  
 
M. Malcheski questioned where the new water line runs?  L. Novak indicated it runs on the 
east side of Hwy 41.   
 
Discussion on stormwater facilities, L. Novak indicated he has not seen any proposed 
development plans as of yet, but yes, will have to meet Village, County codes.  G. Pahl 
expressed concern of flooding out neighbors.   
 
A motion was made by D. Wiese seconded by M. Malcheski to close the floor.  Motion carried. 
 
N. Dantinne stated he thought that the municipalities had to have a cooperative agreement in 
place, signed, before they had a sewer service amendment.  N. Dantinne stated it seems like 
a lot of concerns between the Village and Town of Wrightstown.  In lieu of land, in lieu of tax. 
Based on the annex, N. Dantinne stated that he didn’t know if he could support a sewer service 
area amendment.  N. Dantinne asked if the Town of Wrightstown and Village of Wrightstown, 
are talking together.  D. Teaters stated, within the past year or two, and possibly longer, there 
had been discussions concerning a boundary agreement.  D. Teaters stated he does not know 
where the discussion are at this point.  D. Teaters stated that he did have a meeting with the 
Town and met with NEW Water and discussed servicing the area, and at the meeting, it was 
determined, prices were going to be very high to service it for the Town.  At the end of the 
meeting, it was understood that in the immediate future, the Town just wasn’t going to be able 
to service the area.  D. Teaters stated that as far as an agreement between the two 
communities, from what D. Teaters understands in the sewer service area plan, an agreement 
is only required if a sewer service area amendment proposal would include property that is 
within both communities sewer service area.  At the time this was submitted, the right-of-way 
for the entire east side of the road, which is within the Town connecting area one and area 
two, was supposed to be part of this.  D. Teaters stated he worked with L. Novak and his staff 
concerning the agreement.  Instead, they were able to make it contiguous and exclude that 
part of the road so that the sewer service amendment was not occurring in the Town.   
 
C. Lamine stated that the two factors were – one community would already identify a sewer 
service amendment for the town, the annexation would occur and the village or the city would 
ask for an amendment for the same area for the area the other community would have already 
planned for sewer service area – that’s not the case here.  The other element typically was 
identifying the area within a sanitary district.  The Town has not identified it as within a sanitary 
district.  Additionally, another element of a sewer service plan is to have a cost effective means 
of providing sewer service to the area, and as D. Teaters indicated, the cost for the Town 
would be cost prohibitive.    
 
S. Grenier stated that he understood that these areas have been annexed by the Village 
already – that they are not Town property – but Village property, and the land uses proposed 
are consistent with the Village of Wrightstown comprehensive plan and have met all other 
procedural steps required by the sewer service amendment process.   
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G. Pahl expressed the Towns concerns regarding their need for a stormwater runoff 
management plan.  
 
B. Erickson suggested tabling this item until next meeting to address G. Pahl’s concerns with 
the Village and the Town and include comments in the amendment for approval.  C. Lamine 
expressed concern.  The stormwater management plan is not within our authority and will be 
handled by a different body at a different date.  
 
A motion was made to open the floor by S. Grenier, seconded by D. Juengst.  Motion carried.   
 
Question asked if they have a stormwater management plan?  L. Novak indicated yes and 
intend to enforce it.  L. Novak stated he hopes the Board will approve the amendment tonight.  
L. Novak indicated that there are plans to put in the sewer and water in this calendar year and 
construction is set to begin on both this calendar year.  The first step to get a sewer extension 
approval is it has to be in a sewer service area.  There are several other approvals that need 
to be completed before sewer construction can begin.   
 
L. Novak was asked to explain if it’s over one acre of disturbed land you need to have DNR 
approval on stormwater management plan.  L. Novak indicated that both of these projects will 
entail having to do a stormwater management through the DNR.   
 
G. Pahl asked if this was state mandated?  L. Novak indicated, yes, state mandated and 
Village mandated.   
 
A motion was made by S. Grenier, seconded by D. Juengst to return to regular order.  Motion 
carried.   
 
A motion was made by S. Grenier and seconded by J. Immel to approve the Major Amendment 
to the 2040 Brown County Sewage Plan SSA 2017-01 VWR as identified in the staff 
recommendations.  G. Pahl voted Nay.  Motion carried. 
 

5. Approval of a local assistance contract with the Town of Scott to prepare comprehensive plan 
update maps and figures.  

 
C. Lamine stated that the Town is working on their comprehensive plan update, and while 
staff are not doing their entire comprehensive plan update, the Town has requested that staff 
prepare the maps for their document.  C. Lamine stated that the contract is for $10,000 with 
work occurring this year and going into next year. C. Lamine stated that the contact 
information on page 5 of the document should be replaced with C. Lamine’s email address.  
Staff asks that the BCPC Board of Directors approve the local assistance contract with the 
Town of Scott to prepare comprehensive plan update maps and figures. 
 
A motion was made by G. Pahl and seconded by K. Flom to approve the local assistance 
contract with the Town of Scott to prepare a comprehensive plan update maps and figures.  
Motion carried. 

 
6. Discussion regarding the Specialized Transportation Mobility Coordinator’s report for the 2nd 

quarter of 2017. 
 

C. Runge introduced Jennifer Hallam-Nelson, Mobility Coordinator. 
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J. Hallam-Nelson highlighted portions of her report.   
 
Privacy issues were raised concerning having customer names appearing in the report.  
Names will be redacted from report that is included in the agenda packet that is available on-
line.  

 
A motion was made by K. Flom and seconded by J. Immel to receive and place on file the 
Specialized Transportation Mobility Coordinator’s report for the 2nd quarter of 2017.  Motion 
carried.  
 

7. Brown County Planning Commission staff updates on work activities during the month of June 
and July, 2017. 

 
A motion was made by B. Erickson and seconded by D. Wiese to receive and place on file 
the staff updates on work activities during the month of June and July, 2017. Motion carried.  

 
8. Directors Report. 

 
C. Lamine acknowledged that there was a delay in receiving the agenda packets.  C. Lamine 
stated that staff will look into the mail processing service again.  Some board members stated 
that they had trouble with the link to the packet in the second email.  C. Lamine stated staff 
will look into that.  

 
C. Lamine stated he is working on the 2018 budget and indicated that we will be bringing the 
budget to the October Planning Commission meeting for the Board’s approval. 
 
C. Lamine provided an update on the STEM (Science, Technology, Engineering, and Math) 
Innovation Building. C. Lamine stated that the county has received the grant from the 
governor, however, we are still waiting to see if the budget is approved. The County is working 
with UWGB on fundraising efforts and those fundraising efforts are going well.  C. Lamine also 
stated that the sales tax was approved.  C. Lamine indicated that an RFP process to hire an 
architectural engineering firm for design of the building was completed.  There were eight 
great applicants and Somerville Inc. was chosen.  
  
C. Lamine noted that we are recruiting for a principal planner position.    
 
C. Runge provided an update on the southern bridge. 
 
A motion was made by B. Erickson and seconded by P. Kiewiz to receive and place on file 
the Directors Report.  Motion carried. 
 

9. Other matters. 
 
None. 
 

10. Adjourn. 
 

 A motion was made by P. Blindauer and seconded by G. Paul to adjourn.  Motion carried. 
 
The meeting adjourned at 7:30 p.m.   


