Alcohol License
Overview for

Portage County

Portage County, Wisconsin, and United States Data on Alcohol Licensing

Municipal governments in Wisconsin have the ability and authority to control
the number and location of alcohol outlets in their community. This report
provides a summary of current research on outlet density and a numerical
overview of the number of alcohol outlets by municipality and county. The

number and location of alcohol outlets has a significant impact on the social and
economic welfare of the community.

Produced by: the State of Wisconsin Department of Health Services, Division of
Mental Health and Substance Abuse Services, Bureau of Prevention Treatment and
Recovery and the University of Wisconsin Law School, Resource Center on Impaired
Driving, Wisconsin Alcohol Policy Project.

Available at: http://www.dhs.wisconsin.gov/substabuse/alcdensity.htm

[July, 2012]



http://www.dhs.wisconsin.gov/substabuse/alcdensity.htm

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Outlet Density: Limiting the Concentration of Retailers Selling & Serving Alcohol in Your

(60070 07 2'2 10T 1 1Y 25U 1
GlOSSANY OF TEIMS woiiiiiiieiiiiiiiiee ettt eeetebbree e e e e s sesasbbtaeereeeessessasbsesereeesssisnsssrrenereeens 8
Alcohol License Overview for WIiSCONSIN ......cocuieieerierieeree et 9
Alcohol License Overview for POrtage CoUNLY c.occcvvveeeeiieiiiiiiireeeeieeeeeiennreeeeeeeeesesnnnnseeens 17
Alcohol License Overview for Portage County Municipalities.....cccccccvvvvenrreeeneeeeiiiiennnnen, 20
Appendix 1: Alcohol License Overview for the United States ......ccceevveevvivveeiiccieeeninnee, 24
Appendix 2: Regulation of Alcohol Outlet Density Summary Evidence Table.................. 28

[ Yo [ Yo ] =TT 37



Outlet Density: Limiting the Concentration of Retailers Selling &
Serving Alcohol in Your Community

In Wisconsin, municipalities control many of the factors shaping the local alcohol
environment. Because municipalities issue alcohol licenses, municipal government has
control over the number and type of establishments selling and serving alcohol, as well
as whether sales are concentrated in one area or spread throughout the community.
Issues relating to the number and location of alcohol outlets are often referred to as
“outlet density” issues or “density” issues.’ In this report, alcohol outlet density refers to
the number of licensed locations selling alcohol beverages within a municipality or other
defined area. A glossary of terms found on page 8 defines several terms used in this
document.

Overview of alcohol outlet density:

The number, size and location of the retailers that sell alcohol for consumption
elsewhere (known as off-premises or Class A licenses in Wisconsin) or consumption
within the location the alcohol is purchased (known as on-premises or Class B licenses)
have a significant impact on both the character and economic future of a community.

Independent research documents a relationship between a high concentration of
licensed outlets selling alcohol and levels of alcohol-related crime and disorder." This
research has evolved into detailed analyses of outlet concentration in different nations,
states and communities and the range of predictable consequences (for a list of
research that has been done in this area, see Appendix 2). In 2007, the Centers for
Disease Control and Prevention (CDC) recommended communities limit alcohol outlet
density in an effort to reduce alcohol related harm."

Increases in civic disorder, crime and violence resulting from over-concentrations can
occur even when all licensees are responsible businesses. While poorly managed
licensees can exacerbate alcohol related problems, an over concentration of alcohol
licensees, even well operated establishments, can result in alcohol related problems.
The municipal procedures and guidelines, or the lack of guidelines, used to award
licenses will impact community character and municipal finances. Law enforcement,
emergency responders and jail costs are major factors in most municipal budgets:
alcohol-related disorder contributes to higher municipal costs.

Even recognizing the different measures and systems involved, it is clear Wisconsin has
a significantly higher number of alcohol outlets than other states. There are
approximately 330 residents for each alcohol outlet, based on reports from the
Wisconsin Department of Revenue. National estimates show approximately one outlet
for every 1,400 residents." Overall, Wisconsin has more outlets than the average by a
factor of four.



Wisconsin also leads the nation, or ranks near the top, in several measures of alcohol
consumption including; the number of adults who report binge drinking in the past
month, the number of drinks consumed per binge drinking occasion” and the number of
adults (18 and older) reporting that they consumed alcohol and drove at least once in
the past year."

Alcohol Licensing and Density

All alcohol use occurs within the larger context of the community. The number, location
and operation of licensees have a dramatic impact on the community alcohol
environment. It is more prudent and economical for a community to deny an
application than address the consequences of over-concentration or poor operation.
Reducing outlet density is difficult and time consuming. Community safety and
economic development are well served by planning and the careful review of all license
applicants.

The cities of Madison and Racine have partial density limits targeting their local alcohol
related problems. Each community approach targeted a specific concern; in Madison,
the proliferation of alcohol outlets near the UW Madison campus and in Racine, the
large number of locations licensed for off-premises alcohol sales. In both communities,
limitations on additional alcohol outlets were part of broader plans to prevent and
reduce alcohol related problems. Both communities adopted ordinances to prevent or
limit the number of additional outlets recognizing a municipal ordinance establishing a
ceiling or a numerical limit on the number of licensees is more stable than political
agreement.

What problems do density limits address?

Researchers have documented the relationship between concentrations of alcohol retail
outlets and social problems such as drunk driving, alcohol related injuries, violence, and
property crime.”" Over-concentrations of alcohol outlets also create quality of life
concerns, sometimes called amenity issues, such as late night noise, garbage, public
urination, and minor vandalism. This is especially true where residential areas are
adjacent to licensees. Some research indicates off-premises outlets (Class A outlets in
Wisconsin) may be a factor in domestic violence.""

How does a density limit work?

Wisconsin Statutes do not limit the number of off-premises (Class A) retail licenses or
Class B on-premises licenses limited to beer. The statutory license “quota” sets the
number of on-premise licenses for beer, wine and distilled spirits, informally referred to
as “Class B Combination” licenses to approximately 500 residents per license with
numerous exceptions and special circumstances.



Limiting the number of outlets that sell and serve alcohol avoids two related situations.
First, reducing the overall availability of alcohol reduces the overall amount of alcohol
consumed, even among heavy drinkers.” Second, limiting the number of retailers
reduces the likelihood of drink specials or other price cutting promotional strategies
that encourage dangerous drinking. Price cutting is a likely result of over-concentration
which forces retailers to compete through aggressive pricing. Drink specials featuring
discounted alcohol are known to contribute to dangerous drinking, sometimes called
binge drinking.

Even if a community froze the number, size, and location of outlets immediately,
reductions in alcohol related problems would be gradual. Limitations on outlet density
can achieve results over time. Like many alcohol related problems, no single policy or
remedy can resolve all the problems associated with an over concentration of alcohol
outlets.

Critical situations requiring an immediate response may respond to lower density but
cannot replace immediate interventions. In 2006, Madison experienced several high
profile incidents on and near State Street that were resolved by both the increased
presence of law enforcement and the adoption of an ordinance placing strict limits on
additional alcohol licenses in the area. Madison intervened to resolve the immediate
issue at significant municipal expense and then took further steps to address the
underlying over concentration of alcohol outlets.

Define the density problem in your community.

Communities will experience alcohol related problems when a large number of licensed
establishments sell and serve within a confined geographic area. Density problems will
occur in a community even in the absence of “problem” licensees. Local information can
help you determine whether your community has reached a concerning concentration
of alcohol outlets.

1. Before beginning, ask local police if crime and violence maps for the community
are available. Many police departments have access to mapping software.
Community coalitions can create a Google map of all the licensed establishments
in your community. Designate Class A (retail outlets) licensees differently than
Class B licensees (taverns and restaurants that serve alcohol) on the map (for
example: red vs. blue dots). If you have access to arrest/crime and crash maps,
combine or create overlays to consider the relationship between outlet density
and law enforcement involvement.

2. Asklocal law enforcement agencies about the amount and location calls for
service or disturbances for issues such as underage drinking, impaired driving,
property destruction, robbery, and assaults. For example: how many local police
calls for service are alcohol-related?



3. Ask police to identify “hot spots” that have both a disproportionate number of
alcohol outlets and a disproportionate number of alcohol related problems.

4. Review traffic reports or speak with law enforcement officers familiar with local
traffic patterns to determine if motor vehicle incidents occur in that area, and if
alcohol is a contributing factor.

As you conduct this research, be alert for trends in police, emergency room admissions,
and other data indicating your community is at a saturation point for alcohol outlets. Be
prepared to demonstrate how you determined a density problem exists in your
community - or a portion of your community - and a compelling argument for swift
action.

Will reducing outlet density reduce alcohol related problems?

There is ample evidence that increasing outlet density increases alcohol related
problems. Studies conducted in Norway (2000), California (2005), New Jersey (2001),
Boston (2003), and Baton Rouge (2001) indicate a general relationship between the
presence of a large number of establishments that sell and serve alcohol and increased
levels of harmful alcohol related consequences.

Experts believe capping and then reducing the number of alcohol outlets in your
community will reduce the number of alcohol related problems. It is important to pair
practices that can address the results of over-concentration -- such as increased police
presence, saturation patrols, or age compliance checks -- with community efforts to
reduce outlet density. Limiting density alone will not resolve many immediate
situations; it is a long term strategy.

How should a community approach limiting outlet density?

There is no right to an alcohol license in Wisconsin. A municipality may deny a new
application for any reason that is not discriminatory or arbitrary, as long as the rationale
is provided in writing to the applicant. Municipalities may establish a numerical ceiling
by ordinance, a moratorium, or simply refrain from issuing additional licenses. A
moratorium on new licenses would lower density over time as licenses are surrendered,
moved to a new location within the community, non-renewed or revoked.

For example, if an over-concentration of retail alcohol outlets triggers an increase (or
perceived increase) in underage drinking, the community may wish to limit or cap the
number of Class A licenses. If recent experience suggests problems result from an over-
concentration of “Class B” licenses, a moratorium on additional licenses or similar limits
on new licensees using license conditions may work best.



Why limit alcohol outlet density through ordinance and not a political agreement or
adopting an internal policy?

Adopting or modifying a municipal ordinance is more time consuming and difficult than
political or organizational agreements but, it is far less vulnerable to repeal or
amendment in the long run.

Political agreements will reflect changes in the political climate and composition of the
governing body, changing over time. Once an ordinance is enacted, it becomes part of
the status quo, and change requires a majority vote of the governing body (city council
or village board).

How does a community construct a density ordinance; what are the options?

A community may adopt broad or very narrow limitations on additional alcohol licenses.
State statutes require municipalities to provide the reason for license denials in writing
but do not establish any criteria for that determination.

For example, a municipality can:

e Create a numerical cap on the number of off-premise outlets in a specific
geographic area. Convenience stores, gas stations, and drug stores often sell
alcohol, as an additional source of revenue. Such outlets often employ young,
low-wage workers who may be susceptible to requests from friends and other
youth looking to purchase alcohol illegally.

e If your community believes the sale of gasoline and alcohol at a single location is
incompatible, the municipality may adopt guidelines or an ordinance prohibiting
the sale of gasoline by Class A licensees or adopt guidelines against issuing
alcohol licenses to locations selling gasoline.

e Create a numerical cap on the total capacity (occupancy) for licensed
establishments within a geographic area, that is, a ceiling on the maximum
number of patrons the community wants to be in all licensed Class B
establishments at one time. Clearly four licensees with a licensed occupancy of
500 each will generate more problems than four licensees limited to 100
customers each.

e Communities may establish a maximum occupancy for any Class B license when
it is issued. Often, communities use the maximum number of patrons
determined by the fire inspector to establish a maximum occupancy, but
communities may set lower limits on capacity when issuing an alcohol license.



Ask local law enforcement about the total number of people allowed in licensed
establishments. Is local law enforcement able to handle the level of calls for
service in the area or are other jurisdictions regularly called upon for assistance?
A barometer of total capacity might be the number and type of police calls at
closing hour (bar time) when multiple outlets close simultaneously. Is there
sufficient sidewalk capacity for the departing patrons or are individuals forced
into the streets?

e Cease issuing or limit the number of Class B on-premise licenses, but allow
additional licenses to be issued to restaurants. It is essential to define
restaurants clearly, perhaps by the percentage of annual revenue generated
from food sales as a condition of all licenses, then assign responsibility for
making that determination to a specific agency or individual. There is a national
trend in restaurants turning their establishments into a bar or club after food
service ends. Remember, a club and a restaurant require the same alcohol
licensing, “morphing” from restaurant to club is easy.

e Require a specific portal to portal distance between licensed outlets. For
example, amend municipal ordinances to require a distance of 1,000 feet
between the entrances of licensed establishments. (1000 feet =0.189393 mi)

e Enforce existing statute 125.68(3)(b) which prohibits licensed outlets within 300
feet of a school, hospital or church building.

How can a coalition initiate the public dialog on outlet density?

Effective advocacy on alcohol licensing issues requires a thorough understanding of local
licensing procedures. The first step is learning how your community issues, renews and
disciplines alcohol licenses. While municipalities have the statutory authority to issue
alcohol licenses, each community creates its own system for reviewing, approving, and
disciplining licenses. The Wisconsin Alcohol Policy Project has a checklist to guide your
research on local license procedure available at:

http://law.wisc.edu/wapp/index.htm|?iSec=dffb632116d8cf63798ed551e260926f&iNetl
D=jsherman2&iTime=1325865007 {Wisconsin Alcohol Policy web site}

It is important to determine the committees, governing bodies and individuals who
review license applications, the role of local law enforcement and finally, the timing of
each step. These discussions are open public meetings under the requirements of
Wisconsin’s open meetings and open records laws. The internet makes keeping abreast
of meetings and agendas much easier, but regular review of pending applications is
essential to learning and monitoring the process.


http://law.wisc.edu/wapp/index.html?iSec=dffb632116d8cf63798ed551e260926f&iNetID=jsherman2&iTime=1325865007
http://law.wisc.edu/wapp/index.html?iSec=dffb632116d8cf63798ed551e260926f&iNetID=jsherman2&iTime=1325865007

Often a committee of the Village Board or City Council conducts the initial review before
making a recommendation to the full Council or Board. Some communities appoint
citizen members to license review committees, and some governing bodies choose to
conduct all aspects of review themselves. Regardless, these meetings are public and
bound by open meeting and open record laws.

Once you understand the local licensing system and gather the data and the maps
described earlier, you are prepared to work with local elected officials and other
concerned residents to consider the over-concentration of alcohol outlets. A carefully
considered outlet density policy and ordinance can support responsible local licensees
while enhancing the community quality of life.



Glossary of Terms

Alcohol Outlet: A business licensed by the municipality for either on-premise or off-
premise consumption. Any entity providing alcohol to the public must be licensed in
Wisconsin even if alcohol sales are not the primary business or alcohol provided without
charge to customers.

Alcohol Outlet Concentration/Clustering: A significant number of alcohol outlets within
a small defined area in comparison to other measures.

Alcohol Outlet Density: The number of physical locations in which alcoholic beverages
are sold or served within a community, usually measured as outlets per population, land
mile, or road mile.

Outlet Capacity: The number of patrons allowed in an establishment at one time. Local
building codes will limit the number of individuals that can safely occupy a building.
Alcohol licensees may have a lower occupancy number established at the time of
issuance.

Class A Licenses: Class “A” beer fermented malt beverage licenses allow retail sale of
fermented malt beverages (beer) for consumption off the premises (examples: grocery
or convenience stores). “Class A” alcohol licenses allow retail sale of distilled spirits
(including wine) for consumption off the premises (examples: liquor stores or grocery
stores selling both beer and distilled spirits), and Class A beer/Class A liquor (includes
wine) — off-premises sales.

Class B Licenses: Class "B" fermented malt beverage licenses allow retail sale of
fermented malt beverages (beer) for consumption on premises and limited off premises
sales by local ordinances. (Examples: restaurants, "beer bars."), "Class B" licenses allow
retail sale of distilled spirits (including wine) for consumption on the premises.

Class C Licenses: "Class C" wine (on-premises sale), licenses allow the sale of wine for
consumption only on the premises and allow the carryout of a single opened (resealed)
bottle if sold with a meal.



Wisconsin Overview

Alcohol License Overview for Wisconsin

Data in this section are taken from multiple data sources. The most recent data is
presented for 2011-2012. Population estimates are from the Wisconsin Department of
Administration (DOA) and are based on 2011 estimates.

Land area in square miles estimates are from the U.S. Census Bureau 2010
http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/55000.html. Land area does change from year
to year, but usually not by significant amounts. Therefore, data is presented from the
most reliable data taken in the Census year.

Municipal clerks annually report the number of alcohol licenses to the Wisconsin
Department of Revenue (DOR). There is a difference between the number of licenses
issued and the number of establishments issued licenses. Some establishments may be
issued more than one type of license and some clerks do not provide information on the
license type issued to an establishment. Analysis based on license number alone will
inflate the number of establishments’ serving or selling alcohol in the area. For the
purposes of this report, “Alcohol Licenses Issued” refers to the number of
establishments holding a license.

Alcohol licenses in Wisconsin are issued at the municipal level. Data is presented here
on a county-wide basis, using the municipal information provided to the DOR for all 72

Wisconsin counties.

Table 1: People per License by Wisconsin County

Adams 20,935 50 100 209.4 27
Ashland 16,064 60 115 139.7 10
Barron 45,925 30 163 281.7 40
Bayfield 15,036 64 150 100.2 4
Brown 249,192 4 662 376.4 59
Buffalo 13,620 67 84 162.1 14
Burnett 15,448 62 97 159.3 13
Calumet 49,109 29 128 383.7 60
Chippewa 62,610 24 228 274.6 38
Clark 34,719 41 141 246.2 36
Columbia 56,850 26 179 317.6 48
Crawford 16,600 58 96 172.9 17
Dane 489,331 2 1,110 440.8 69
Dodge 88,789 17 277 320.5 49


http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/55000.html
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Richland 18,045 56 54 334.2
Rock 160,287 9 326 491.7
Rusk 14,703 65 90 163.4
Sauk 61,951 25 277 223.6
Sawyer 16,600 59 201 82.6
Shawano 41,954 35 228 184.0
Sheboygan 115,569 12 369 313.2
St. Croix 84,503 19 198 426.8
Taylor 20,681 51 99 208.9
Trempealeau 28,905 43 137 211.0
Vernon 29,849 42 102 292.6
Vilas 21,444 49 240 89.4
Walworth 102,485 14 334 306.8
Washburn 15,900 61 100 159.0
Washington 132,206 11 322 410.6
Waukesha 390,267 3 760 513.5
Waupaca 52,392 27 214 244.8
Waushara 24,531 47 102 240.5
Winnebago 167,245 7 426 392.6
Wood 74,669 22 232 321.8
Totals 5,694,236 17,298 329.4

*Ranked from 1-72, the county ranked #1 has the fewest people per license in the state (65.5). The
county ranked #72 has the most people per license in the state (513.5).

Table 2: Licenses Issued per 500 People by Wisconsin County

Adams 20,935 100 2.4 24
Ashland 16,064 115 3.6 8
Barron 45,925 163 1.8 38
Bayfield 15,036 150 5.0 4
Brown 249,192 662 1.3 59
Buffalo 13,620 84 3.1 11
Burnett 15,448 97 3.1 11
Calumet 49,109 128 1.3 59
Chippewa 62,610 228 1.8 38
Clark 34,719 141 2.0 35
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Pierce 41,085 121 15 51
Polk 44,244 159 1.8 38
Portage 70,370 227 1.6 45
Price 14,000 102 3.6 8
Racine 195,225 504 1.3 59
Richland 18,045 54 15 51
Rock 160,287 326 1.0 70
Rusk 14,703 90 3.1 11
Sauk 61,951 277 2.2 32
Sawyer 16,600 201 6.1 2
Shawano 41,954 228 2.7 18
Sheboygan 115,569 369 1.6 45
St. Croix 84,503 198 1.2 63
Taylor 20,681 99 2.4 24
Trempealeau 28,905 137 2.4 24
Vernon 29,849 102 1.7 42
Vilas 21,444 240 5.6 3
Walworth 102,485 334 1.6 45
Washburn 15,900 100 3.1 11
Washington 132,206 322 1.2 63
Waukesha 390,267 760 1.0 70
Waupaca 52,392 214 2.0 35
Waushara 24,531 102 2.1 33
Winnebago 167,245 426 1.3 59
Wood 74,669 232 1.6 45
Totals 5,694,236 17,298 1.5

*Ranked from 1-70, the county ranked #1 has the most licenses per 500 people in the state (7.6). The
counties ranked #70 has the fewest licenses per 500 people in the state (1.0).
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Table 3: Square Land Miles per Alcohol License by Wisconsin County

Adams
Ashland
Barron
Bayfield
Brown
Buffalo
Burnett
Calumet
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Clark
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Crawford
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Eau Claire
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Grant
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Green Lake
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Jefferson
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Lafayette
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1,045
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1,478
523
672
822
318
1,008
1,210
766
571
1,197
876
482
1,304
850
638
488
720
1,014
1,147
584
349
763
758
988
557
767
272
343
452
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100
115
163
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84
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128
228
141
179
96
1,110
277
248
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109
241
43
307
83
202
108
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101
89
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6.5
9.1
5.3
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0.8
8.0
8.5
2.5
4.4
8.6
4.3
5.9
1.1
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1.9
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7.8
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5.4
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2.0
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3.3
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7.5
5.7

51
63
38
65
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19
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62
32
45
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14
48
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20
69
18
70
42
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31
54
61
66
15
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12
57
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43
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Manitowoc
Marathon
Marinette
Marquette
Menominee
Milwaukee
Monroe
Oconto
Oneida
Outagamie
Ozaukee
Pepin
Pierce
Polk
Portage
Price
Racine
Richland
Rock

Rusk

St. Croix
Sauk
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Vilas
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1,545
1,399

456

358

241

901

998
1,113

638

233

232

574

914

801
1,254

333

586

718

914

722

831
1,257

893
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733
792
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555
797
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550
748
626

288
410
227
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1,960
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491
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47
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54
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100
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2.0
3.8
6.2
6.4
25.5
0.1
6.8
5.1
4.3
1.3
11
4.9
4.7
5.7
3.5
12.3
0.7
10.9
2.2
10.2
3.6
3.0
6.3
3.9
1.4
9.8

5.4
7.8
3.6
1.7
8.0
13
0.7
3.5
6.1

16
29
47
50
72

52
37
33

36
35
44
26
71

68
17
67
28
21
49
30
11
64

39
55
27
13
58
10

25
46

15
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Winnebago 435 426 1.0 6
Wood 793 232 3.4 24
Totals 54,158 17,298 3.2

*Ranked from 1-72, the county ranked #1 has the fewest square land miles per license in the
state (0.1 miles/license). The county ranked #72 has the most square land miles per license in
the state (25.5 miles/license).
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Alcohol License Overview for Portage County

Data in this report are taken from multiple data sources. Population estimates for each
year range are from Wisconsin Department of Administration (DOA) and are based on
the first year in the year range. The 2010-2011 population estimates are from the U.S.
Census Bureau. Land area in square miles estimates are from the U.S. Census Bureau
2010 http://quickfacts.census.gov/qfd/states/55000.html. Land area does change from
year to year, but usually not by significant amounts. Therefore, data is presented from
the most reliable data taken in the Census year.

Municipal clerks annually report the number of alcohol licenses to the Wisconsin
Department of Revenue (DOR). There is a difference between the number of licenses
issued and the number of establishments issued licenses. Some establishments may be
issued more than one type of license and some clerks do not provide information on the
license type issued to an establishment. For the purposes of this report, “Alcohol
Licenses Issued” refers to the number of establishments holding a license.

Table 4: County Overview

Square Alcohol

Year Population Land Licenses
WIHES issued
2003-2004 68,677 801 221
2004-2005 68,935 801 229
2005-2006 69,365 801 221
2006-2007 69,591 801 231
2007-2008 69,959 801 232
2008-2009 70,506 801 231
2009-2010 70,785 801 228
2010-2011 70,019 801 230
2011-2012 70,370 801 227

Table 5: County People/License and Rank within the State

Co. Shale ) g
ppliLic | FRVLic |
(Ave.)

2003-2004 | 310.8 348.7 46
2004-2005 | 301.0 3422 44
2005-2006 | 313.9 337.8 48
2006-2007 | 3013 3345 43
2007-2008 | 3015 329.3 45
2008-2009 | 305.2 3295 45
2009-2010 | 310.5 332.8 46
20102011 | _304.4 329.0 46
2011-2012 | 310.0 329.4 46

*Ranked from 1-72, the county ranked #1 has the fewest people per license in the state (65.5). The
county ranked #72 has the most people per license in the state (513.5).
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Portage County Overview

Fig. 1: County People/License vs. State Average People/ License by year
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Table 6: County Licenses/ 500 People Rank within the State

2003- 2004-  2005- 2006-  2007- 2008-  2009- 2010- 2011-
2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012

Co. State Lic/500 ppl
Lic/500 | Lic/500 Ppl Rank w/i

Ppl (Ave.) State*
2003-2004 1.6 1.4 45
2004-2005 1.7 15 40
2005-2006 1.6 15 44
2006-2007 1.7 15 40
2007-2008 1.7 15 42
2008-2009 1.6 1.5 44
2009-2010 1.6 15 46
2010-2011 1.6 15 47
2011-2012 1.6 15 45

*Ranked from 1-72, the county ranked #1 has the most licenses per 500 people in the state (7.6).
The county ranked #72 has the fewest licenses per 500 people (1.0).

Table 7: County Square Land Miles/License and Rank within the State

2003-2004 3.6 3.4 26

2004-2005 3.5 3.3 25
2005-2006 3.6 3.3 26
2006-2007 3.5 3.2 26
2007-2008 3.5 3.2 25
2008-2009 3.5 3.1 25
2009-2010 3.5 3.2 24
2010-2011 3.5 3.1 25
2011-2012 3.5 3.1 25

*Ranked from 1-72, the county ranked #1 has the fewest square land miles per license in the
state (0.1 miles/license). The county ranked #72 has the most square land miles per license in
the state (13.2 miles/license).
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” Portage County Overview

Table 8: Licenses Issued by License Type

Note: the number of licenses by type will not add up to the number of establishments
issued licenses due to reporting omissions and establishments that receive more than
one license type. See Glossary of terms on page 8 for definitions of each license type.

Establifhments #Class A | #Class B | #Class C
Issued Lic
2003-2004 221 28 121 2
2004-2005 229 49 151 2
2005-2006 221 38 157 2
2006-2007 231 40 164 2
2007-2008 232 40 173 2
2008-2009 231 42 173 2
2009-2010 228 42 177 2
2010-2011 230 42 183 2
2011-2012 227 41 184 2
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Alcohol License Overview for Portage County Municipalities

Table 9: Percent of County Municipalities Issued Alcohol Licenses

N # Mncp # Mncp_ % Mncp_
in Co. Issued Lic Issued Lic
2003-2004 28 23 82%
2004-2005 28 23 82%
2005-2006 28 23 82%
2006-2007 28 24 86%
2007-2008 28 24 86%
2008-2009 28 24 86%
2009-2010 28 24 86%
2010-2011 28 24 86%
2011-2012 28 24 86%
Table 10: Municipalities Not Issuing Alcohol Licenses by Year
Year Municipality Population
2003-2006 Ambherst - Town 1,460
Milladore — Village* 13
Nelsonville - Village 188
New Hope — Town 750
Whiting - Village 512
2006-2012 Milladore — Village* 6
Nelsonville - Village 173
New Hope — Town 744
Whiting - Village 1,692

* Municipality is located in more than one county.
Note: Population data shown are an average for the years in the “years” column.

Table 11: Municipality Licenses/500 People Rank within County and State
Lic/ Rank | Rank

Municipality ‘ Year Population ISI;IL(I:éd 500 w/i w/i CIZSS Clgss
Ppl Co. | State”

ALBAN - TOWN 2007-2008 908 3 1.7 13 884 0 3
2008-2009 916 3 1.6 13 930 0 3

2009-2010 926 3 1.6 14 918 0 3

2010-2011 885 3 1.7 13 899 0 3

2011-2012 883 3 1.7 13 882 0 3

ALMOND - TOWN 2007-2008 689 1 0.7 22| 1,454 0 1
2008-2009 682 1 0.7 23| 1,445 0 1

2009-2010 687 1 0.7 23| 1,431 0 1

2010-2011 680 1 0.7 23| 1,437 0 1

2011-2012 679 1 0.7 23| 1,426 0 1

ALMOND - VILLAGE | 2007-2008 437 4 4.6 5 259 0 4
2008-2009 431 4 4.6 5 266 0 4
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Portage County Overview

Lic.
Issued

Municipality Population

2009-2010 433 4 0 4
2010-2011 448 4 4.5 4 279 0 4
2011-2012 449 4 4.5 3 279 0 4
AMHERST - TOWN 2007-2008 1,470 4 1.4 17 | 1,017 1 3
2008-2009 1,496 3 1.0 18| 1,261 1 2
2009-2010 1,500 3 1.0 18 | 1,258 1 2
2010-2011 1,325 3 1.1 17 | 1,217 1 2
2011-2012 1,329 3 1.1 17 | 1,207 1 2
AMHERST - VILLAGE | 2007-2008 1,051 10 4.8 4 242 0 0
2008-2009 1,052 10 4.8 4 241 0 0
2009-2010 1,058 9 4.3 5 285 0 0
2010-2011 1,035 9 4.3 5 297 1 4
2011-2012 1,038 9 4.3 4 297 2 7
AMHERST JUNCTION | 2007-2008 336 2 3.0 7 494 0 0
- VILLAGE 2008-2009 339 2 2.9 7 502 0 0
2009-2010 338 2 3.0 7 476 0 2
2010-2011 377 2 2.7 8 564 0 2
2011-2012 377 2 2.7 6 563 0 2
BELMONT - TOWN 2007-2008 649 2 1.5 15 980 0 1
2008-2009 644 1 0.8 21| 1,390 0 1
2009-2010 645 1 0.8 21| 1,374 0 1
2010-2011 616 1 0.8 21| 1,388 0 1
2011-2012 618 1 0.8 21| 1,382 0 1
BUENA VISTA - 2007-2008 1,217 2 0.8 21| 1,397 1 1
TOWN 2008-2009 1,201 2 0.8 21| 1,390 1 1
2009-2010 1,206 2 0.8 21| 1,374 1 1
2010-2011 1,198 2 0.8 21| 1,388 1 1
2011-2012 1,200 2 0.8 21| 1,382 1 1
CARSON - TOWN 2007-2008 1,356 10 3.7 6 363 0 10
2008-2009 1,367 10 3.7 6 368 0 10
2009-2010 1,375 10 3.6 6 367 0 10
2010-2011 1,305 10 3.8 6 356 0 10
2011-2012 1,308 7 2.7 6 563 0 7
DEWEY - TOWN 2007-2008 1,032 4 1.9 11 801 0 0
2008-2009 1,036 4 1.9 10 800 0 0
2009-2010 1,034 5 2.4 8 618 0 5
2010-2011 932 6 3.2 7 457 0 5
2011-2012 933 5 2.7 6 563 0 5
EAU PLEINE - TOWN | 2007-2008 970 1 0.5 23| 1,545 0 1
2008-2009 985 2 1.0 18| 1,261 0 2
2009-2010 9