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North Shore Management Plan Survey

Section 1 - This section asks about your property on or near the North Shore of Lake Superior.

1. Does your property have shoreline frontage on Lake Superior? (Check only one response)
Yes ~ No

2. Please indicate on the attached map the approximate location of your property.

3. Are you a seasonal or full-time resident on or near the North Shore?
Seasonal Full-time

Section 2 - This section asks about your general impressions of the North Shore of Lake Superior.

4. To what extent do you consider each of the following to be a problem on the North Shore of
Lake Superior? (Circle the number that best describes how serious you find each issue.)

1

A A very Don’t
Not a A slight | moderate | A serious | serious Know
Issue problem | problem | problem | problem | problem
Overall water quality 1 2 3 4 5 0
Lake water pollution due to faulty/substandard 1 2 3 4 5 0
septic systems
Lake water pollution due to runoff from homes,
cabins, resorts and other development 1 2 3 4 5 0
Lake water pollution due to run off from roads 1 2 3 4 5 0
Well water contamination due to failing septic
systems 1 2 3 4 5 0
Pollution coming into the lake from elsewhere in
the watershed 1 2 3 4 5 0
Lakeshore erosion 1 2 3 4 5 0
Vegetation removal by property owners 1 2 3 4 5 0
Declining fish habitat 1 2 3 4 5 0
Declining wildlife habitat 1 2 3 4 5 0
Declining aquatic bird habitat 1 2 3 4 5 0
Loss of wetland areas 1 2 3 4 5 0
Visual impact from road of development in the
Highway 61 corridor 1 2 3 4 5 0
Visual impact from lake of development in the
Highway 61 corridor 1 2 3 4 5 0
Visual impact of wireless communications
facilities (towers) 1 2 3 4 5 0
Development along the ridgeline 1 2 3 4 5 0
Question 4 Continued.
Issue A A very
Not a A slight | moderate | A serious | serious Don’t
problem | problem | problem | problem | problem know




Safety in relation to the number of vehicle access
points along Highway 61 1 2 3 4 5 0

Amount of commercial signage along the
Highway 61 corridor 1 2 3 4 5 0

General appearance of commercial signage along
the Highway 61 corridor 1 2 3 4 5 0

Other — Please describe

5.

For the problems in Question 4 that you considered to be moderate, serious, or very serious,
provide more details below about each problem(s):

Problem:

Problem:

Problem:

(If more space is needed, attach a separate page)

Over the past five years, would you say the overall quality of life along the North Shore of Lake
Superior is: (Check one)

Getting better

About the same

Getting worse

Over the past five years, what, if anything, has become particularly better about living on the North
Shore?

Over the past five years, what, if anything, has become particularly worse about living on the North
Shore?

Write several words or phrases that express why you value living on or near the North Shore of Lake
Superior.




10.  How could the quality of life be improved on the North Shore?

11. The following is a list of current and possible future development scenarios along the North Shore of
Lake Superior? (Circle the number that best describes your support of each development pattern.)

Neither
Strongly
Strongly support nor ODDOSE

Development Patterns support Support oppose Oppose PP
Commercial or residential multiple unit/high density
development is an appropriate type of development anywhere 1 ) 3 4 5
on the North Shore as long as adequate wastewater treatment
can be provided
Commercial or residential multiple unit/high density
development is an appropriate type of development only in 1 ) 3 4 5
areas near existing high-density residential and commercial
areas
Commercial or residential multiple unit/high density
development in some parts of Lake Superior is appropriate only
if this would be offset by other parts of the lakeshore remaining 1 2 3 4 5
undeveloped or developed in lower densities than currently
permitted
Linear low-density residential development along the lakeshore 1 2 3 4 5
with similar lot sizes and minimum lot frontages

Development Patterns Strongly | Support Neither Oppose | Strongly

support support nor oppose

oppose




Residential growth based on a number of units per acre with 1 2 3 4 5
less emphasis on minimum lot size and a smaller minimum
frontage required

| |
|
Maintain the current level of public land on Lake Superior 1 2 3 4 5
Increase the amount of lakeshore in public ownership 1 2 3 4 5
Encourage private preservation of open space 1 2 3 4 5

12.  What are your feelings towards the following action steps that the NSMB could pursue in addressing
particular issues along the North Shore? For example, the NSMB recently provided guiding principles
on wireless tower development to local units of government. Similar activities could be done for a
variety of issues.

Neither
Strongly
Strongly support nor ODDOSE
Action Steps support | Support oppose Oppose PP

Guidelines for ridgeline development 1 2 3 4 5
Guidelines for signage in the Highway 61 corridor 1 2 3 4 5
Guidelines for using zoning to encourage development in areas
already served by utilities and wastewater systems 1 2 3 4 5
Please describe any other issues you would like to see the NSMB address in the near
future?

13.  If necessary, please expand upon your thoughts on how future growth should be managed along

North Shore.

14. Sewage disposal is an issue currently undergoing a great deal of study along the North Shore. What do
you believe is the best long-term solution for dealing with this issue? (You may check more than one)

Conventional individual lot on-site systems are adequate to address future wastewater needs of

lower-density areas

On-site systems are adequate, but the newest types of technology should be used.

As much as possible, groups of residences should be part of a cluster system.



Development of sewer lines to serve higher-density areas should be examined.

Development of sewer lines along the entire North Shore should be investigated.
Composting Systems

Depending on the site and situation, all of these options may be appropriate. There is not one
solution to the question of sewage disposal on the North Shore.

No opinion/Not familiar enough with these options to make an informed choice.

Comments:

Thank you for your input.

The revision of the North Shore Management Plan is funded in part through the following

sources:

o Shoreland Grant from the Minnesota Board of Water and Soil Resources

e Grant from the Minnesota Department of Natural Resources-Waters and Minnesota's
Lake Superior Coastal Program through the Coastal Zone Management program
administered by the National Oceanographic and Atmospheric Administration through
the Office of Ocean and Coastal Resource Management.

o Member governments of the North Shore Management Board have also assisting in
funding the revision of the North Shore Management Plan.

The plan is expected to be completed in Summer 2003.

Please return survey in the enclosed envelope.

Mail to:

Arrowhead Regional Development Commission (ARDC)
221 W. First Street
Duluth, MN 55802



> Question 1: Does your property have shore line frontage on Lake Superior?

Response Total Percent
Yes 77 37.9
No 121 59.6
Missing 5 2.5
Totals 203 100%

» Question 2: Please indicate the approximate location of your property:

Response Total Percent

Duluth Area 25 12.3
Knife River/Two Harbors 33 16.3
Silver Bay/Beaver Bay 39 19.2
Lutsen/Tofte/Schroeder 54 26.6
Grand Marais/Grand Portage 45 222
Missing 7 3.5

Totals 203 100%

» Question 3: Are you a seasonal or full-time resident near the North Shore?

Response Total Percent
Seasonal 32 15.8
Full-Time 162 79.8
Missing 9 4.5

Totals 203 100%
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> Question 4: To what extent do vou consider each of the following to be a
problem on the North Shore of Lake Superior?

Not a Slight Moderate  Serious Very Don't  Missing Total
problem serious know
Overall water quality 227 222 103 5.9 44 0.5 203
Lake water pollution due to faulty/substandard septic system 15.8% 17.7 25.6 14.8 15.8 9.4 1.0 203
Lake water pollution due to runoff from homes, cabins, resorts. 19.2 21.7 26.6 153 9.4 7.4 0.5 203
Lake water pollution due to run off from roads 18.7 26.1 24.1 14.8 59 7.9 2.5 203
Well water contamination due to failing septics | 21.7 19.7 17.2 8.4 10.3 20.2 2.5 203
Pollution entering lake from watershed 15.3 19.7 T‘ 9.9 10.8 21.2 1.0 203
Lakeshore erosion 19.2 | 27.6 222 17.7 6.9 4.9 1.5 203
Vegetation removal by property owners 25.1 17.7 22.7 14.8 7.9 7.9 3.9 203
Declining fish habitat 16.3 17.2 22.7 19.7 9.9 11.8 25 203
Declining wildlife habitat 222 18.7 22.7 13.8 10.8 8.9 3.0 203
Declining aquatic bird habitat 20.7 19.7 20.7 15.8 9.9 10.8 2.5 203
Loss of wetland areas 25.1 14.8 13.8 16.7 15.8 11.3 3.0 203
Visual impact from road of development of TH 61 corridor 24.6 19.7 232 15.3 14.3 2.0 1.0 203
Visual impact from lake of development of TH 61 corridor 24.6 18.7 15.8 14.8 10.8 13.3 2.0 203
Visual impact of wireless communications facilities 41.9 21.7 12.8 9.4 9.9 39 0.5 203
Development along the ridgeline 28.6 20.2 18.2 11.3 10.8 8.9 2.0 203
Safety in relation to the number of vehicle access points along TH 61 16.3 18.2 24.1 12.3 2.5 1.0 203
Amount of commercial signage along TH 61 22.7 22.7 25.1 153 12.8 1.0 0.5 203
General appearance of commercial signage along TH 61 24.1 23.6 25.6 12.8 9.9 1.0 3.0 203

North Shore Management Board Survey Results - October 2002 7



> Question 5: For problems in question 4 that you considered to be moderate,

serious, or very serious, provide more details below about each problem(s):

Business Entrances/ Betty’s Pies
Pollution

Unsafe 61

No Cell Phone Towers
Multiple drive entrances
Highway Access

Betty’s Pies/entrance

Small shoulders

Water quality

Reality signage unattractive
Signs should not cause distraction
Get rid of signs

Exhaust from MN Power

More homes/driveways
Wireless towers

Wetlands

Signs need repainting

Signage

Duluth raw sewage

Widen Hwy 61

Overbuilt condos/homes
Water pollution

More hwy enforcement

Septic regulations need revisions
Spring runoff from road salt
Too much truck traffic

Stop development

Visual impacts

Road chemicals

Turn lanes

Visual effects

Only one rest area

Lake pollution

Sewer system needed

Water pollution

TH 61 is dangerous

Mercury in water

Duluth needs waste improvements
Hwy 61 accidents

Towers/ridge development
Silt Buildup

Over development

Declining habitat

Air Quality

Scenic easement should be est.
Declining bird habitat

Dense development

Vegetation removal

Litter

Hwy 61 safety

Low cost housing

Septic pollution

Ridgeline Development eyesore
Driveways on corners

All suburban sprawl issues apply
Communication towers not necessary
Pollution of well water

Too many signs

Septic systems are major problem
Right of way needs mowing
Development along ridge

Too many signs

Development problems

Erosion

Clean right of way

Clean air

Protect ground water

Marked increase in number and size of lakeshore lots

Highway salting

Better septic systems

Water quality

Vehicle access

Lakeshore erosion

Road salt kills vegetation

Truck traffic-should be more lake shipping
Commercial signage

Billboards

Declining habitats

Lakes with public access should be stocked
Proximity of RR and Superior St

Septics are failing

Vehicle access at Betty’s Pies

Mound septic systems

Getting too commercial

Storm water erosion

Size and nature of signs

Power plant smog

Job prospects

Development is advantageous to economy
Tighter septic rules

Less towers

Visual pollution

Row houses

Ship inspections

Truck Traffic

Ugly Signage

Erosion

Runoff

Access to TH 61 dangerous
Billboards

Resorts/septics

More traffic

Traffic

Loss of trees

More passing lanes

Water quality

No comm. signage
Commercialization

Signage too large

Sprawl

Less disturbance for spawning fish
Sewer runoff in Duluth

Fish decline

Road conditions

Visual impacts form lake

Not conforming to setback distance
Too many signs

Highway 61 improvements needed
Continual development/wildlife
Too dense

Duluth pollutes water

Light pollution

Visual

Habitat

Ridge line development

Tourists inattentive

Community sewer needed

No commercial signage necessary
Less towers

Highway Drainage

Decline in fishing

No more signs

Commercial development

Lax supervision on commercial
compliance

Loss of trees

Poor development

Quality of life

Trashy areas

Little public input on development
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> Question 6: Over the past five years, would vou say the overall quality of life

along the North Shore of Lake Superior is:

Response Total Percent
Getting better 37 18.2
About the same 90 44.3
Getting worse 55 27.1
Missing 21 20.3

Totals 203 100%

» Question 7: Over the past five years, what, if anything, has become

particularly better about living on the North Shore?

*  Fixed the highway

= large development

= Improved TH 61

= Highway Improvement

*  More entertainment/food

=  Things are the same

* Income has increased

=  Not as much litter

= TV reception satellite

=  Property value

=  Better accessibility/ more shopping eating choices
*  More public access

= Utilities/road

= Climate/ people

= C(Climate/ people

= Better hiking/ski

=  More wildlife

* Road improvements

*  Road improvements

=  Picnic areas, rest areas

=  Nothing

= More accessibility /facilities
=  Better road

=  New golf course

= Phone/internet

=  Road/phone

=  Better roads

=  Organized efforts to protect environment
= Wilderness outlook

=  Environmental conscious

=  Refuge at Silver Bay

= Wildlife

=  Road improvements

=  Area has escaped sprawl

=  Tasteful commercial establishments
=  Development of trail

=  Emergency services

Shorter driving time

Economy improving

Lake protection

Old building replacement

Road by Beaver Bay

More culture/restaurants

Gitchi Gami Trail/ sewer lines along shore
Home grown businesses

Rest areas

Development

Nothing

Emergency service

Exhausted quality of community
Highway upgrade

DSS lets remote homeowners join the rest of the world
Access to better stores

Awareness of environmental issues
Litter in TH

New school facilities

DSS TV and internet access

Less time to get to Duluth
Housing/road

Road safety

Road conditions

Access to technology

Proposed sewer good

safety of highway/Castle Danger septic system
Access to facilities

TH 61Safety

Better restaurants

Medical service

Tourists

Recreational improvements

Better roads/septic systems
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> Question 8: Over the past five years, what, if anything, has become

particularly worse about living on the North Shore?

Traffic

Rising taxes

Truck Traffic

Sewer plant smell at BP

Increase Traffic

Too much traffic/development

Increased year round residents/push for commercial development

Too much government control
Water quality

Pollution from septics

Jet ski/loud boats
Population base is changing
Over development

TH 61

Unfriendly neighbors
Commercial development
Roads

Loss of rustic feel
Population loss

Too many people

Large development

4 lane highway needed
Resort and Condo Building
TH 61 traffic

Traffic

Pollution/septics
Disrespectful people

Bad drivers

More traffic

Too many environmentalists
Hwy 61 traffic

Limited retail / grocery

Too much truck traffic
development/ traffic

So few employees
Proposed McQuade harbor
Poor road

Visual development

Traffic speed

Trucks

Speeding trucks

Water in GM marina is foul

More congestion
Traffic density
Taxation

Rumble strips
Increasing housing

High density development units

Threat of Wal-Mart
Development of inland lakes
Urban sprawl

More traffic

Rising property values

More commercial sites

urban sprawl

Taxes too high

Special event traffic control

People trying to develop small pieces of property
Route TH 61 around Two Harbors

Outsiders raising property values

Unbalance between older and younger

Development on lake side of 61

Outsiders restricting recreational and business use of our area

More people/more development
Commercial development
Traffic/snow removal

Crime not knowing neighbors
Hwy 61/ limited cell coverage
Taxes/regulations/ truck traffic
DNR bad shore resource protection
Shopping/ grocery

Lack of snow

Efforts of some to strangle development
light pollution from Superior Shores
Tourism

Slow pace of 61

Traffic

Signage/condos

Trespassers on property

Traffic density

Taxation

Taxes/rumble strips

Less wild forest

Congestion/land prices

Two Harbors is an eyesore

Traffic noise/ wave riders
Increased bikers/ inline skaters
Lack of zoning

Traffic in summer

More congested

Real estate prices/ traffic

ATV's

High truck traffic

Limited education opportunities
Scattered commercial development
Increase in pollution

Not enough jobs/affordable housing
More people

Lots of development pressure

Very limited use at State Parks
Schroeder has lost several businesses
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> Question 9: Write several words or phrases that express why yvou value living

on or near the North Shore of Lake Superior:

safe/clean
proximity of wilderness
Privacy

Climate, public lands, recreation

Climate
Beauty
Quiet/Beauty
Beauty

Everything you need/ good life/ good recreation

The Lake
Beauty/safety
Beauty/Climate
Good EMT services
Clean/quiet
Heritage

Climate
Privacy/quiet
Lake/wilderness
Unique area

Lake view

Clean air/water
Lake
Beauty/Weather
Lake/nature
Community spirit
Nature/beauty
Relax by shore

Lake Superior/Climate
Rural/quiet
Scenic/Climate

Born here
Simple/quiet
Wildlife/ Lake Superior
Quiet/quaint

Charm

Calming

Character of the land

Lake Superior/wilderness
Beauty/nature

Quality of air and water
Beauty/solitude
Rural/beautiful

Trails/ forest/ climate
Peaceful/Beauty

Clean air

Remote

Immersion on the natural world
Better then anywhere in Midwest
Pristine/ majestic

Big water

Climate

Quiet

Good fishing

Climate
Employment/water/air
Open space

Beauty/lake

Forests

Free of big city
Beauty/clean air

Kid can play outside without my worrying
Quality of life/neighbors
Get away

Peaceful/good community
Beauty/ peaceful
Quiet/safe/beauty

Lack of pollution

Access to lake
Shores/woodlands
Climate

Clean

Clean air

Rural

Privacy
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> Question 10: How could the quality of life be improved on the North Shore?

Discourage large-scale development
adequate wages, affordable housing
Public Transit

Control commercial development/trucks
Development rules

Affordable Housing

Less people/development

Control development

I don't think it can be

More full time positions

Keeping it clean

Addition of a Marina

Hospital care between Two Harbors and Grand Marais
Water Quality /sewer system

Promote more family values

Need four-lane traffic

More animal habitat

Preservation

Traffic/Hwy 61

Build four lanes

A richer economy

Lower speeds

Limit access to private shoreline by resort guests
four-lane highway needed

Traffic on 61

Spraying for bugs

Protection of wilderness

Enforcement of building codes

Public sewage/expanding highway
Education

Better health care facilities

Bug control

Control truck traffic

Roads/bug control

Eliminate truck traffic

Less traffic/less signage

Limit development

Better shops/less travel

Wages/ diversity

Stop development

Limit development/signage/erosion
Nicer picnic sites

Minimize business development

More conifer trees needed

More cell towers needed

More boat launches

More internet service/ cell service

Slow traffic on London Road

Service provided to residents instead of visitors
Minimize high impact development/ off road vehicles

Reduce commercial venues

Better medical facilities

Schools

Better communications

Lack of young middle class

Slow down

Too many tourists

Better car phones

Cease development

Uniform zoning

traffic management/ job opportunities
Hwy 61 upgrade

More jobs for locals

Selective to new development

Less development

Shopping/mass transit

Improve highway

Better crowd control during events
Towers for cell phone coverage
Affordable housing

limit growth

Build a sewer line

Limit uncontrolled development
Individual responsibility for septic systems
Keep businesses away from lake side
More sanitary districts

Preserve green space

Shore in Hovland/ eating establishments
More attention paid to sustainability
Educate people about private property
Control growth/ traffic

Truck traffic

Keep a natural environment

Close Taconite Harbor Power Plant
Shoreline development be cautious

Reroute truck traffic

Make property owners upgrade own septic systems/ keep developers out

Restrict motor craft/ ATV's

Another safe harbor

knit together diverse elements

Teach people how to respect land more
Better traffic control

Stronger enforcement of zoning laws
Restrictions on personal development
Traffic/enforcement

Get through traffic off hwy 61

Sewer lines from Two Harbors to Silver Creek
less population over ridge

less government intervention

Finish up the highway

Limit type of vehicles on TH 61; less trucks

Better planning and zoning
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» Question 10 (continued)

=  Control growth/traffic .
= Truck traffic .
= Keep a natural environment .
=  Preservation .
= More school money .
= Less cities immigration .
*  More environmental studies .
=  Better land management by DNR .
*  More sustainable growth .
*  No more commercial/high density development .
= More rest-stops w/ public restrooms .
=  Better forest management .
= Thoughtful land use planning .
=  Lack of employment .

. Find alternative energy source

Too many people from the Cities

Do not allow urban sprawl
Water/sewer

Emergency services

Restrict commercial development
Improve water quality

Education for property owners
Preservation

Keep public and private lands available
More stores/24-hour food service
Improve TH 61

Signage

Everyday needs of residents need to grow w/ development
Regulate development

» Question 11: Please describe your support of each development scenarios

along the North Shore of Lake Superior:

Commercial or residential multiple unit/high density development is
appropriate anywhere on the North Shore as long as adequate wastewater
treatment can be provided

Commercial or residential multiple unit/high density development is
appropriate only in areas near existing high-density residential and commercial
areas

Commercial or residential multiple unit/high density development is
appropriate only if this would be offset by other parts of the lakeshore
remaining undeveloped

Linear low-density residential development along the lakeshore with similar lot
sizes and minimum lot frontages

Residential growth based on a number of units per acre with less emphasis on
minimum lot size and a smaller minimum frontage required

Maintain the current level of public land on Lake Superior

Increase the amount of lakeshore in public ownership
Encourage private preservation of open space

Strongly Support  Neutral Oppose Strongly Missing

Support Oppose
5.9 12.8 14.3 27.6 36.0 35
12.3 29.1% 26.1 13.3 15.8 3.4
19.7 222 23.6 17.6% 11.5% 34
133 26.6 26.6 15.8 12.3 5.4
7.9 16.3 27.1 24.1 13.8 10.9
335 36.0 13.3 49 2.0 10.3
28.1 16.3 23.6 15.8 10.8 5.4
429 27.1 14.8 3.0 3.4 8.9

» Question 12: What are vour feelings towards the following action steps that

the NSMB could pursue in addressing particular issues along the North

Shore?

Guidelines for ridgeline development

Guidelines for signage in the TH 61 corridor

Guidelines for using zoning to encourage development in areas already
served by utilities and wastewater

Strongly Support Neutral Oppose Strongly Missing
Support Oppose
40.9 30.5 13.3 6.9 2.0 6.4
453 33.0 9.9 49 0.0 6.9
30.5 35.0 16.3 6.4 1.5 10.3
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203

203

203

203

203

203
203
203

Total

203
203
203



Question 12a: Please describe any other issues you would like to see the

NSMB address in the near future:

Practice what you preach

Loss of control if zoning around septics
Road construction hours

Energy efficient homes

Stream habitat

Septic and well checks

More passing lanes

User tax/sewer line

Hwy 61 needs improvements

Sewage issue/ waste management
Truck regulations

Composting toilets

Low income housing

Sprawl

Restriction on campers/ passing
Control growth/ traffic

Bike trail needed from T.H. to Duluth
Uniform densities/lot sizes

Lack of quality groundwater
Emergency services

Support sewer line

Regulations need enforcement
Keep cleaning up junk areas
Light pollution

Emergency service

Protect property owners rights
Economic development/Hwy 61
New sewer will support small lot sizes
Address light pollution

Planned access roads before development

Low paying jobs

Private preservation through incentives
Strict guidelines

More school money

Discharge into lake from private businesses

Air quality on local system
Wireless towers
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> Question 13: If necessary, please expand upon vour thoughts on how future

erowth should be managed along the North Shore:

=  wilderness/less development & population
=  Personal Docks

=  (Citizen involvement in future development
=  Roads in conjunction with development

=  As pristine as possible

= Less development

= Preserve the beauty

*  Maintain recycling program

*  More public input

=  Manage future growth

*  Maintain uniqueness/encourage variety activities
=  Growth must stop

= User tax/sewer line

= NSMB adds another layer of bureaucracy

= Cook Co. zoning

*  Mound systems fail

=  Preservation

*  Local government involvement

=  New arrivals are the problem

*  Maintain one acre lot size

=  Development is a privilege

= Try to keep growth around cities

= Each community should work on their own plan for

development
*  Growth destroying uniqueness
= Lots of public and private land
*  Sustainable growth
= Control density
= Limited commercial opportunities
* Endless growth is unsustainable
= Too much service based jobs; need mfg.

Don't allow hungry developers to ruin residents lives
Limit growth to individual home ownership

Plenty of roads and trails already exist/no more
Public consensus to plan and develop

All development needs to be looked at from the lake too
Expansion will be detrimental

Protect lakeshore

No commercial development

Access to individual driveways difficult

Government purchased land

Use common sense

Larger lot sizes for new construction

Less government

Preservation

Less is more

Too many large billboards

Locally

Limit growth

The trail system should become one multi-use trail
Adapt zoning laws

NSMB more proactive in guiding communities towards
best management practices

People to build on smaller lots

NSMB code should prevail throughout North Shore

Limit commercial development aimed at tourism
Restrict growth

No Wal-Mart

Cluster growth along existing housing
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Question 14: What do vou believe is the best long-term solution for dealing

with sewage disposal? (Respondents could select more than one option)

Option Frequency
Depending on the site and situation, all of 103
these options may be appropriate
Development of sewer lines to serve 129
higher-density areas should be examined
On-site systems are adequate, but the 70
newest types of technology should be used
As much as possible, groups of residences 156
should be part of a cluster system
Composting Systems 42
Conventional individual lot on-site systems
are adequate to address future wastewater 167
needs of lower-density areas
Development of sewer lines along the 32
entire North Shore should be investigated

14

No opinion
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