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3.6. Outreach 
Maps showing outreach meetings have been created and will continue to be updated.  These 
maps show: 

• The location of site-specific community organization and business meetings 
• The jurisdictions of state legislatures, county governments, municipal government, 

school districts and local organizations where meetings have been held with agency 
officials and/or elected officials. 

• A list of meetings with regional organizations that have an interested in the entire 
corridor. 
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Local Organizations

School Districts Municipal Government County Government State Legislators

Regional / Corridor
Organizations

Community Organizations and Businesses

I-94 Corridor
Outreach
Meetings

One to Two Meetings

Three or More Meetings

One to Two Enviromental Justice Related Meetings

Three or More Environmental Justice Meetings

Union Grove
Chamber of
Commerce,
6/12/2006

Kenosha
Rotary,

6/13/2006

Kenosha
Realtors

Association,
7/19/2006

Kenosha/Racine
Land Trust ,
11/3/2006

Kenosha Chamber
expo,

2/25/2006
2/26/2006

Kenosha Public
Transit,

5/5/2006

Racine West
Rotary Club,
5/15/2006

Racine Co Econ
Development,

5/10/2006

Kenosha
School Board
11/27/2006

Kenosha Unified
Schools,

5/17/2006

Paris School
District,

5/9/2006

Kenosha
Alderman Butler

12/27/2006

Racine
Alderman Shakoor

11/17/2006

Racine
Alderman Fair

11/17/2006

Village of
Caledonia,
11/21/2006

Town of
Yorkville,
9/15/2006

Town of Somers
Locall Offical

9/15/2006
Town of Paris

Board Meeting,
9/26/2006

Village of
Pleasant Prairie
Local Officals

5/24/2006,
11/9/2006

Village of
Mount Pleasant
Local Officals

5/16/2006,
12/12/2006

Kenosha
Alderwoman Mark

12/27/2006

Supervisor Arrington
11/24/2006

Supervisor Snow
11/17/2006

Supervisor Lumpkin
11/17/2006

Supervisor Shakoor
11/17/2006

Supervisor Lumpkin
11/17/2006

Supervisor Dyess
11/17/2006

Kenosha County Board
6/20/2006

Supervisor Vetrovec
3/28/2006

Racine County Officals,
1/9/2006

9/20/2006,
12/20/2006

Kenosha County Officals
2/1/2006,
5/24/2006,
9/20/2006

Kenosha County
Local Agencies and
Utilities, 3/27/2006

Rep. Steinbrink
1/3/2006

Sen. Wirch
1/3/2006,
4/21/2006

Rep. Lehman
1/12/2006 Rep. Gundrum

1/12/2006
Rep. Vos
1/12/2006

Sen. Stepp
1/12/2006

Rep. Kerkman
1/3/2006 Rep. Kreuser,

1/3/2006
2/17/2006

Rep. Turner
1/5/2006

Focus Groups,
11/29/2006

Public Information
Meeting,
2/2/2006

Fiesta Racine,
8/11 to 8/13

Cristo Rey Parish,
12/21/2006

Property Owners,
9/20/2006 (3 mtgs)

County G
Property Owners,

8/16/2006,
9/13/2006 (2 mtgs)

10/11/2006

Jerrold Franke,
WisPark,
5/11/2006

Primera Iglesia
Luterna,

11/12/2006

UW Parkside,
5/22/2006

Public Information
Meeting,

1/31/2006,
6/8/2006,

11/30/2006

Dept of
Tourism,

3/22/2006

Property Owner,
11/16/2006

Ruffalo
Painting,
8/23/2006

Quality
Carriers,

8/21/2006

Kenosha
Regional
Airport,

5/11/2006

Dairyland
Greyhound Park,

5/24/2006

New Omega
Church,

11/18/2006

St. Patrick's
Parish,

11/19/2006,
TBD

Property Owners,
10/3/2006

10/6/2006 (3 mtgs)

Mobil Oil,
8/23/2006

Gateway Technical
College, 4/27/2006

Racine Hispanic Business and
Professional Assoc. Roundtable,

11/21/2006,
1/10/2007,

TBD

County K Property
Owner Meeting,

12/7/2006

Public Information
Meeting,

11/28/2006

Mars Cheese Castle
4/21/2006

Abundant Life
Ministries / Project

New Life,
11/18/2006

Burlington
Rotary

1/22/2007

County C
Local Agencies & Utilities

3/27/2006

Franklin

Kenosha

Oak Creek

Racine

Caledonia

Mount Pleasant

Pleasant Prairie

Sturtevant

Paddock Lake

Union Grove

Silver Lake

Paris

Salem

Bristol

Yorkville

Raymond

Somers

Vernon

Early Risers Kiwanis, West Bend, 1/12/2006,
ACLU Wisconsin, 3/20/2006, 1/5/2007
Public Policy Forum ,3/29/2006
Teamsters Local 200, 4/5/2006, 5/9/2006
Minority labor interests, 4/8/2006
Bicycle Federation of Wisconsin, 4/13/2006
Building and Trades Council, 4/28/2006
Sierra Club, 5/4/2006
Goodwill of SE Wisconsin, 5/4/2006
International Union of Operating Engineers, 5/9/2006
African American Chamber, 5/9/2006
Statewide groups, TDA, ACEC, WTBA, etc., 5/10/2006
Laborers Local 113, 5/15/2006
UMOS internal staff meeting, 6/30/2006
Milw. North Shore Rotary Club, 8/7/2006
State Patrol SE Region, 8/22/2006
M&I Political Awareness Forum, 10/4/2006
Judge Valerie Hill, 10/13/2006
FHWA Interagency Environment Conference, 11/15/2006
Mini Service Expo, 11/18/2006
Institute of Transportation Engineers, 11/7/2006
American Society of Civil Engineers, 11/7/2006, 12/21/2006
NAACP, 11/27/2006
Engineers and Scientists of Milwaukee, 12/21/2006
Engineer/Contractor Conference, 1/17/2007
Context Sensative Design Workshop, 1/25/2007



Local Organizations

School Districts Municipal Government County Government State Legislators

I-94 Corridor
Outreach
Meetings

Regional / Corridor
Organizations

Community Organizations and Businesses

0LOZDXNHH�8UEDQ
/HDJXH��
�������

9LVLW�0LOZDXNHH�
([HFXWLYH�WHDP�
����������

+LVSDQLF�&KDPEHU�
���������

6(�&KDPEHU�8QLWHG
LQ�%XVLQHVV��2DN�
&UHHN���)UDQNOLQ��
���������

&XGDK\�&KDPEHU
RI�&RPPHUFH�
���������

6RXWK�0LOZDXNHH
&KDPEHU�RI
&RPPHUFH�
���������

6HQ��/D]LFK�
��������� 5HS��6WRQH�

���������

5HS��+RQDGHO
����������
���������

5HS��*XQGUXP�
���������

036�7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ
���������

2DN�&UHHN���)UDQNOLQ�
6FKRRO�'LVWULFW
��������

*UHHQILHOG
6FKRRO�'LVWULFW�
���������

2QH�WR�7ZR�0HHWLQJV
7KUHH�RU�0RUH�0HHWLQJV

2QH�WR�7ZR�(QYLURPHQWDO�-XVWLFH�5HODWHG�0HHWLQJV
7KUHH�RU�0RUH�(QYLURQPHQWDO�-XVWLFH�0HHWLQJV

(DUO\�5LVHUV�.LZDQLV��:HVW�%HQG������������
ACLU Wisconsin, 3/20/2006, 1/5/2007
3XEOLF�3ROLF\�)RUXP�����������
Teamsters Local 200, 4/5/2006, 5/9/2006
0LQRULW\�ODERU�LQWHUHVWV����������
%LF\FOH�)HGHUDWLRQ�RI�:LVFRQVLQ�����������
%XLOGLQJ�DQG�7UDGHV�&RXQFLO�����������
6LHUUD�&OXE����������
*RRGZLOO�RI�6(�:LVFRQVLQ����������
,QWHUQDWLRQDO�8QLRQ�RI�2SHUDWLQJ�(QJLQHHUV����������
$IULFDQ�$PHULFDQ�&KDPEHU����������
6WDWHZLGH�JURXSV��7'$��$&(&��:7%$��HWF������������
/DERUHUV�/RFDO���������������
8026�LQWHUQDO�VWDII�PHHWLQJ�����������
0LOZ��1RUWK�6KRUH�5RWDU\�&OXE����������
6WDWH�3DWURO�6(�5HJLRQ�����������
0	,�3ROLWLFDO�$ZDUHQHVV�)RUXP�����������
-XGJH�9DOHULH�+LOO������������
)+:$�,QWHUDJHQF\�(QYLURQPHQW�&RQIHUHQFH������������
0LQL�6HUYLFH�([SR������������
,QVWLWXWH�RI�7UDQVSRUWDWLRQ�(QJLQHHUV�����������
American Society of Civil Engineers, 11/7/2006, 12/21/2006
1$$&3������������
(QJLQHHUV�DQG�6FLHQWLVWV�RI�0LOZDXNHH������������
(QJLQHHU�&RQWUDFWRU�&RQIHUHQFH�����������
&RQWH[W�6HQVDWLYH�'HVLJQ�:RUNVKRS�����������

0LOZDXNHH�
&LW\�'HYHORSPHQW
���������

0LOZDXNHH�
&LW\�(QJLQHHU
�������� 0LOZDXNHH�

0D\RU�%DUUHWW�
���������
����������
���������

0LOZDXNHH
$OGHUPDQ�:LWNRZVNL�
����������
����������
����������
���������

&LWLHV�RI�)UDQNOLQ�	
2DN�&UHHN�

3ODQQLQJ�'HSDUWPHQWV�
����������

&LWLHV�RI�)UDQNOLQ�	
2DN�&UHHN�-RLQW�
&LW\�&RXQFLO�0WJ���
���������

&LW\�RI�2DN�&UHHN�
3ODQQLQJ
���������

0LOZDXNHH�
3XEOLF�:RUNV
���������

0LOZDXNHH
$OGHUPDQ�+LQHV�
�������� 6XSHUYLVRU�+ROORZD\�

7%'

6XSHUYLVRU�:KLWH
7%'

0LOZDXNHH�&RXQW\�
3DUNV
����������
����������
����������

0LOZDXNHH�&RXQW\
3XEOLF�:RUNV
���������
���������

6XSHUYLVRU�&HVDU]
����������
7%'

0$7&�����������

,VODPLF�&HQWHU�
���������

3RWDZDWRPL
&DVLQR�
���������

/DR�)DPLO\
&RPPXQLW\�
���������

'LYLQH�0HUF\
)XQ�)HVW�
���������

5HDO�(VWDWH
5RXQGWDEOH�
��������

1HLJKERUKRRG
+RXVH�&%2�
���������

0LOZDXNHH
3XEOLF�0HHWLQJ�
��������

��WK�6WUHHW
%ORFN�0HHWLQJ�
���������

6W��9HURQLFD¶V
&KXUFK�)HVW�
���������

9LFWRU\
(OHPHQWDU\
6FKRRO�
���������

3XEOLF
,QIRUPDWLRQ
0HHWLQJ�
���������

:HVW�6XEXUEDQ
&KDPEHU�RI
&RPPHUFH�
���������

2DN�&UHHN��
)UDQNOLQ�3XEOLF
0HHWLQJ�
��������

/LQFROQ�$YHQXH
%XVLQHVV
$VVRFLDWLRQ�
���������

0DUFXV�:KLWH�
,QWHUIDLWK
&RQIHUHQFH�
���������

$PHULFDQ�,QGLDQ
&KDPEHU�RI�&RPPHUFH�
$PHULFDQ�,QGLDQ
&RQVWUXFWLRQ�7UDGH
$VVRFLDWLRQ��
����������

,VODPLF�&HQWHU
RI�0LOZDXNHH�
���������

6W��+HOHQ¶V
3ROND�)HVW�
��������

(OP�5RDG�%ORFN
PHHWLQJ�
���������

:LOVRQ�*DUGHQ
$SDUWPHQWV�
��������

'UH[HO�$YHQXH
5HVLGHQWV�
����������

5RQDOG�5HDJDQ
+LJK�6FKRRO�
���������

/RZHOO
(OHPHQWDU\
6FKRRO�
���������

��WK�6WUHHW
%ORFN�0HHWLQJ�
����������

*DUODQG
(OHPHQWDU\
6FKRRO�
���������
����������

3XEOLF�,QIRUPDWLRQ
0HHWLQJ��
���������

*HQHUDO�0LWFKHOO�,QW�
$LUSRUW�����������

*HQHUDO�0LWFKHOO�,QW�
$LUSRUW�����������

+RZDUG
-RKQVRQ¶V
$LUSRUW�+RWHO�
���������

��WK�6WUHHW
%XVLQHVV
$VVRFLDWLRQ�
���������

3ODLQILHOG
&XUYH�5HVLGHQWV
0HHWLQJ�
���������

6����WK�6W�
*URXS�±�VSHFLDO
PHHWLQJ�
��������

$LUSRUW�*DWHZD\
%XVLQHVV�$VVRF��
����������
����������

:LOORZ�&UHHN
$QQXDO�+RPH
2ZQHUV�0HHWLQJ�
���������

,FRQ
'HYHORSPHQW
&RUS��.OHPHQW¶V
6DXVDJH�
���������

+LVSDQLF
3URIHVVLRQDOV
RI�*UHDWHU
0LOZDXNHH�
����������

/LQFROQ
1HLJKERUKRRG
5HGHYHORSPHQW
&RUSRUDWLRQ�
���������

6W��6WHSKHQV
&KXUFK�%XLOGLQJ
&RPPLWWHH�DQG
$UFKLWHFWV��7%'

0H[LFDQ�)LHVWD�
+HQU\�0HLU
)HVWLYDO�3DUN�
��������WR
�������

$LUSRUW�*DWHZD\
%XVLQHVV
$VVRFLDWLRQ
%RDUG�0HPEHUV�
���������

*HQHUDO�0LWFKHOO�,QW��
$LUSRUW��

&RXQW\�DQG�$LUSRUW�6WDII
���������

:LOVRQ�3DUN
6HQLRU�&HQWHU�
���������

&KLOGUHQ
V�+RVSLWDO�
7%'

5DPVH\�$YH
3URSHUW\�2ZQHUV
����������

Milwaukee

Franklin

Muskego

New Berlin

Oak Creek

Brookfield

Mequon

Wauwatosa

West
Allis

Greenfield

Glendale

Cudahy

South Milwaukee

St. Francis

Menomonee Falls

Caledonia

Germantown

Greendale

River Hills

Brown Deer

Elm
Grove

Fox Point

Bayside

Hales Corners

Whitefish Bay

Shorewood

Raymond

Norway



I-94 North-South Corridor Environmental Justice Analysis 

3.7. Population Projections 
Population projections for each of the major race / ethinic categories as reported by the Census 
Bureau are provided.  Each Census has a slightly different definition of Hispanic and “Other 
Race”.  In addition, until Census 2000, only one race category was allowed to be selected, 
starting in 2000, a person can provided multipable race categories.  In order to provide the most 
consistent measure across the various census, the totals provided are for race, not Hispanic, or 
Hispanic of any race.   
The sources used are as follows: 
1980:  U. of Wisconsin, Applied Population Lab (WisStat) using data from 1980 Census 
1990:  Census 1990, STF1, Table P10 
2000:  Census 2000, SF1, Table P8 
2005:  2005 American Community Survey (Census Bureau), Table C03002 
2010-2035:  Based on methodology described below. 

3.7.1. Population Projection Methodology 
The procedure for performing minority population projections is a straight-line projection of past 
growth.  It is based on the assumption that past population changes will be similar to future 
population changes.  The formula also weights the more recent growth rates more so than growth 
rates longer ago.  The formula is: 

( ) 3
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⎜
⎝
⎛ −

+
−

+
−

=
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 Where: 
P is the minority or low-income population for the given year, with 2005 as the 

base year, and 1980, 1990 and 2000 being that year’s Census counts, and 
  G is the average annual growth 
 Thus the population in 2035 would be: 
  P2035 = P2000 + ( 35 x G ) 
This formula is based on the methodology used by the Wis. Dept. of Administration in 
conducting population projections for municipalities as described in “Methodology for 
Developing Minor Civil Division Projections”, 
http://www.doa.state.wi.us/docs_view2.asp?docid=1688.  While this method is a basic 
extrapolation method, the DOA found the difference between the county population projection 
and the sum of the municipal projections were usually within five percentage points even though 
the DOA uses the more complicated age cohort component method for county population 
projections.  Since the objective is to compare minority and low-income population projections 
with the general population projections, this simpler method is sufficient.   
This method is applied to each county in the study area:  Milwaukee, Racine and Kenosha. 
 

1/25/2007  36 

http://www.doa.state.wi.us/docs_view2.asp?docid=1688


I-94 North-South Corridor Environmental Justice Analysis 

3.7.2. Milwaukee County 

-

200,000

400,000

600,000

800,000

1,000,000

1,200,000

Tw oOrMore  -    -    14,609  13,109  14,939  16,770  18,600  20,431  22,261  24,092 

Other  7,990  994  1,259  3,656  4,462  5,268  6,074  6,879  7,685  8,491 

AmIndian  3,058  6,291  5,735  5,675  5,761  5,847  5,933  6,019  6,105  6,191 

Asian  3,011  14,872  24,203  27,433  31,533  35,634  39,734  43,835  47,935  52,036 

Hispanic  29,343  44,671  82,406  98,623  114,642  130,661  146,680  162,699  178,718  194,737 

Black  148,307  193,583  228,471  230,777  241,176  251,576  261,975  272,374  282,774  293,173 

White  773,279  698,864  583,481  518,699  460,115  401,530  342,946  284,362  225,777  167,193 

1980 1990 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 2035

 
  Annual Change   Cumulative Change  
  Persons   Percent  Persons   Percent 
 Am.Indian                17  0.3%          516  9.1%
 Asian              820  3.0%     24,603  89.7%
 Black            2,080  0.9%     62,396  27.0%
 Other Race              161  4.4%       4,835  132.3%
 Hispanic            3,204  3.2%     96,114  97.5%
 TwoOrMore              366  2.8%     10,983  83.8%
 Minority            6,648  1.8%    199,447  52.6%
 White         (11,717) -2.3%   (351,506) -67.8%
 Total Population           (5,069) -0.6%   (152,059) -16.9%
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3.7.3. Racine County 

-

50,000

100,000

150,000

200,000

250,000

TwoOrMore  -    -    2,080  1,907  2,188  2,470  2,751  3,032  3,314  3,595 

Other  952  142  156  245  239  233  227  221  215  209 

AmIndian  131  456  541  405  372  340  307  274  241  209 

Asian  181  964  1,385  1,826  2,178  2,531  2,883  3,236  3,588  3,941 

Hispanic  7,201  9,034  14,990  18,022  20,753  23,483  26,214  28,945  31,676  34,406 

Black  13,731  16,693  19,441  19,651  20,444  21,238  22,031  22,824  23,618  24,411 

White  150,936  147,745  150,238  148,315  147,563  146,810  146,058  145,305  144,553  143,801 

1980 1990 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 2035

 
  Annual Change   Cumulative Change 
  Persons   Percent  Persons   Percent 
 Am.Indian                (7) -1.6%        (196) -48.5%
 Asian                70  3.9%       2,115  115.8%
 Black              159  0.8%       4,760  24.2%
 Other Race                (1) -0.5%          (36) -14.7%
 Hispanic              546  3.0%     16,384  90.9%
 TwoOrMore                56  3.0%       1,688  88.5%
 Minority              824  2.0%     24,715  58.8%
 White             (150) -0.1%      (4,514) -3.0%
 Total Population              673  0.4%     20,191  10.6%
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3.7.4. Kenosha County 

-

50,000

100,000

150,000

200,000

250,000

Tw oOrMore  -    -    2,033  2,043  2,410  2,776  3,143  3,509  3,876  4,242 

Other  698  93  160  622  830  1,037  1,245  1,453  1,661  1,868 

AmIndian  149  443  491  698  832  966  1,100  1,234  1,368  1,502 

Asian  171  652  1,403  1,664  1,963  2,262  2,561  2,860  3,159  3,458 

Hispanic  3,578  5,580  10,757  14,202  17,017  19,831  22,646  25,460  28,275  31,090 

Black  2,850  5,190  7,446  8,045  8,908  9,771  10,635  11,498  12,361  13,224 

White  115,691  116,223  127,287  129,034  131,929  134,825  137,720  140,615  143,511  146,406 

1980 1990 2000 2005 2010 2015 2020 2025 2030 2035

 
  Annual Change   Cumulative Change 
  Persons   Percent  Persons   Percent 
 Am.Indian                27  3.8%         804  115.1%
 Asian                60  3.6%       1,794  107.8%
 Black              173  2.1%       5,179  64.4%
 Other Race                42  6.7%       1,246  200.4%
 Hispanic              563  4.0%     16,888  118.9%
 TwoOrMore                73  3.6%       2,199  107.6%
 Minority           1,036  3.8%     31,088  114.0%
 White              579  0.4%     17,372  13.5%
 Total Population           1,516  1.0%     45,482  29.1%
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4. Methodology 

4.1. Census data 
For Census 2000, the US Bureau of the Census released two levels data detail, Summary Files 1 
and Summary File 3 (SF1 and SF3).  There are data files published, but they are not used as 
often, and address a particular subject, or contain more detailed race breakdowns.   
The data are available at several levels of geographical detail.   The smallest, most detailed 
geographic level is the Census Block.  A Census Block is the smallest unit of geography the 
Census publishes data.  A Census Block is akin to a typical city block that is bounded by streets.  
The next geographic level is the Census Block Group.  A Census Block Group is just that, a 
group of several Census Blocks.  A typical Census Block will have a population around 3,000.   
The SF1 data set is released at the Census Block level.  However, only basic population count, 
sex, race, and age information are available at the Census Block level due to privacy concerns.  
Additional population and housing information is available at the Census Block Group and larger 
geographic levels.  The SF1 data set is derived from the Census “Short Form” that includes the 
entire population.   
The SF3 data set contains all information that is derived from the Census “Long Form” and 
contains much more detailed population and housing information, but is derived from a sample 
of the population.  The SF3 data set is not available at the Census Block level.  It is only 
available the Census Block Group and larger geographic levels.   
The terminology, subjects, and categories used in this document are intended to use the same 
definitions as the Census.  Thus the terms such as “Asian”, “family”, and “poverty” have the 
same meaning as that used by the Census.   

4.1.1. SEWRPC Data 
Data received from SEWRPC is from the Census SF1, Table P9 and Census SF3, Table P87 thru 
P93.  SEWRPC then computed various percentages and indicators whether a particular Census 
Block or Block Group was above the southeast regional average.  It should be noted that the 
race/ethnic population counts was taken from data indicating race alone or in combination with 
other races. These categories not mutually exclusive.  Census 2000 permitted persons to indicate 
that they are more than one race.  Thus a person who indicated that they have both white and 
black, will be included in both the white population count, and the black population count.  For 
this reason the population obtained by summing all of the racial categories will most likely 
exceed the total population for any given area. Total minority population was calculated as the 
sum of all non-white race groups, plus Hispanics indicating their race as “White.” 

4.2. Corridor Estimation Method 
This project will use a land-use based methodology to calculate population estimates for the 
study area.  This method provides the most accurate way to provide estimates of population 
demographics for the study corridor. 
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4.2.1. Study Areas and Census Geography 
The Study Area is comprised of the area within 0.25 and 1.0 miles of I-94.  It is not surprising 
the Census Blocks and Census Block Groups boundaries do not follow the Study Area 
boundaries.  This leads to the problem of how to determine the population and population 
characteristics of the Study Area when the Study Area does not follow Census geographies.  The 
graphic below illustrates this problem.  The Census Block boundaries are gray, the Study Area 
boundaries are blue, and I-94 is red. 

 
The simplest solution is to aggregate the Census data based on whether the center of the Census 
Block (or Block Group) is within the Study Area.  While this works well for very large areas 
(such as tens of miles in width), it is not practical for smaller areas.  The graphic below illustrates 
this problem.  The Census Blocks that have their center within the Study Area are highlighted in 
yellow. 

 
While the highlighted blocks roughly follow the Study Area boundaries, there are also areas that 
are completely missed.  This even more noticeable when Census Block Group boundaries are 
used instead.  The Census Block Group boundaries are the wide grey lines, while the Census 
Block boundaries are the narrow grey lines. 
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Clearly the results would be skewed because large areas outside the Study Area would be 
counted. 
Another method would be to determine the percentage of a Census Block’s (or Block Group) 
area that is within the Study Area.  This percentage would then be applied to the population 
count.  For instance if a Block Group had 3000 persons, and 33% of the Block Group was in the 
Study Area, it would be estimated that 1000 persons are within the Study Area for that Block 
Group.  However this approach has limitations.  The area within the Study Area could be largely 
commercial or industrial, and thus have little resident population.  The results would still be 
skewed.  Because the Study Area is a along a major transportation corridor, which often has 
adjacent non-residential uses, this would be a severe limitation for this study. 
The method proposed is to incorporate land use into the calculation.  The area of land designated 
as single-family residential, multi-family residential, and non-residential will be determined for 
each Census Block Group.  The SEWRPC Regional Land Use Inventory 2000 will be used as the 
land use source data.  The graphic below illustrates the detail of this land use inventory.  The 
yellow areas are single-family, the orange is multi-family, and non-residential is white. 

 
The basically methodology is: 

1. The population living in single-family residences, and multi-family residences for that 
Census Block Group will be determined (using SF3 Table H33).   

2. The total area for each land-use within the Census Block is calculated.   
3. A “density” rate will be computed for the single-family and multi-family areas in terms 

of population per area for each Census Block Group.   
4. The next step would be to calculate the area of the single-family and multi-family for 

each Census Block Group that is within the Study Area.   
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5. The final step is to apply the density rate to that area to calculate the estimated population 
within the Study Area. 

The following is an example calculation: 
Step 1. Census Block Group 1 has 1000 persons in single-family residences and 300 in 

multi-family residences.   
Step 2.  Using ArcGIS spatial analysis tools, it is determined that the SEWRPC Regional 

Land Use Inventory has 250 acres classified as single-family and 15 acres 
classified as multi-family within Census Block Group 1. 

Step 3.  A Density rate is then computed: 
Single-Family = 1000 persons / 250 acres = 4 persons per acre 
Multi-Family = 300 persons / 15 acres = 20 persons per acre 

Step 4.   Again using ArcGIS spatial analysis tools, it is determined that 50 acres classified 
as single-family and 10 acres classified as multi-family within Block Group 1 and 
the Study Area. 

Step 5.   The estimated population within the Study Area and Block Group 1 is then 
calculated: 

Single-Family = 50 acres x 4 person per acre = 200 persons 
Multi-Family = 10 acres x 20 persons per acre = 200 persons 
Total = 400 persons 

All four steps would then be repeated for each Census Block Group that is at least partially 
within the Study Area. 

4.2.2. Estimating Population Characteristics 
Once the base population for the each Block Group within the Study Area is computed, other 
population characteristics can be computed.  This would be accomplished as a percentage of the 
total population for that Block Group.   
Building on the previous example, we know that the total population for Block Group 1 is 1,300 
(1000 in Single-family and 300 in multi-family), and that 400 persons are estimated in the Study 
Area.  Let’s say the total population below the poverty line in Block Group 1 is 45 persons.  This 
would be 3.46% of the population of Block Group 1.  We can then estimate that 13.8 persons 
within the study area are below the poverty line (400 persons x 3.46%).   
Using the methods described, the population characteristics can be calculated for the entire 
corridor Study Area.  All of the estimates that are based on Census data within this document are 
computed using this method.  

1/25/2007  43 


	Environmental Justice Topics
	Outreach
	Population Projections
	Population Projection Methodology
	Milwaukee County
	Racine County
	Kenosha County


	Methodology
	Census data
	SEWRPC Data

	Corridor Estimation Method
	Study Areas and Census Geography
	Estimating Population Characteristics





