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Executive Summary 
 
One of the objectives the United Way Long Range Planning Committee set out to achieve was 
to identify areas of community need that United Way could consider as potential priority focus 
areas for targeted funding. The Committee appointed a Priority Setting Sub-Committee to 
accomplish this objective.  
 
In lieu of a comprehensive community needs assessment, the sub-committee decided to 
approach the needs identification process in a ñthree-foldò manner.  Data would be collected 
from three general areas:  a review of existing community reports and data sources (what had 
already been done?) and acquire input from community stakeholders and community service 
providers (what do others say about the current community needs?). 
 
The sub-committee established a framework for the needs identification process by asking the 
question - What Makes a Healthy Community? Ten factors were identified that contribute to the 
overall health of a community. These were: healthy lifestyle, strong economy, basic human 
needs (food, shelter, clothing), education, employment, social and civic engagement (individual 
and organization diversity), good effective government, safety (law enforcement, fire protection, 
prevention of abuse/injuries), cultural enrichment (arts, music, history, spirituality), and natural 
environment.  The sub-committee later added the category of family life to include the area of 
strengthening families and youth and combined economy and employment. 
 
These factors became the ñcommunity well-being factorsò by which data was categorized and 
reviewed. Existing reports/documents and results from surveys of community stakeholders and 
service providers were coded within this framework. 
 
The overall results from collecting input from community stakeholders and service providers 
reveal that four areas rank highest in terms of community need: 
 Health    25% of responses 
 Basic Human Needs  18.6%  
 Family Life  15.6% 
 Economy & Employment 13.1% 
 
These areas of need were supported with existing data found in other community reports and 
data documents that identified community needs or priority areas of concern for Kenosha 
County. 
 
Specific areas of need identified included: 
 

Á Health: increasing access to basic health, pre-natal, post-natal, dental, and 
mental health services 

Á Basic Human Needs: improving the overall service continuum related to 
homelessness and affordable housing 

Á Family Life: need for parent education, family activities, quality childcare and 
access to resources 

Á Economy & Employment: specialized education/training and social service 
supports for those at risk of being left behind in the new economy 

 
These four community well-being factors can serve as a starting point for United Way to 
address priority funding areas.  Although there are limitations to this process (numbers of 
persons surveyed, number of existing reports reviewed, number of responses received, etc.) 
there is substantial validation among the three sources of input received to provide confidence 
in designating these areas of priority concern for Kenosha County. 
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Methodology 
 

Sub-committee Purpose.  To help United Way identify community priorities for focused funding initiatives, it 
was necessary for the Long-Range Planning Committee to undertake a systematic review of areas of 
community need in Kenosha County.  Rather than commissioning a formal needs assessment study 
to accomplish this objective, the Committee appointed a Priorities Sub-committee and charged the 
sub-committee with the task of reviewing existing reports that might reveal community priorities.  All 
members of the full Planning Committee were asked to identify specific reports for the sub-committee 
to consider. 
 

Scope of Sub-committee Work.  In addition to the review of existing reports, the Priorities Sub-committee 
expanded the scope of its work to include two small-scale surveys and sought assistance from UW-
Parkside's Community Development Research Institute (CRDI) to conduct them.  The sub-committee 
identified two groups from whom to solicit survey input regarding pressing community needs.  The first 
group (referred to as United Way Stakeholders) consisted of major private sector donors, public 
officials and highly involved community volunteers, and a total of 115 Stakeholder surveys were sent to 
this group.  The second group consisted of direct service community provider agencies (whether 
United Way funded or not), and a total of 87 Provider Agency surveys were sent to this group.  A 
complete list of survey recipients and responders may be obtained from United Way. 
 

Community Well-Being Factors.  The sub-committee began its work by identifying ten general areas of 
community life that could be considered "community well-being factors".  The presumption was that the 
healthier the state of affairs in a community in each of these areas, the greater the community's overall 
"well-being" would be.  It is true that United Way's mission tends to focus its funding in some some 
areas of community life (e.g. basic human needs) more than in others (e.g. government functioning & 
services).  However, the sub-committee did not believe it appropriate to prejudge which areas of 
community life United Way might want to consider for future funding or community indicator monitoring 
purposes, so our ten community well-being categories were developed with broad domain coverage in 
mind. 
 

Reports Review.  The sub-committee reviewed a total of 30 reports and data documents containing 
systematically gathered local perceptions or research-based statistical indicator data relevant to 
potential need identification.  All need-related information extracted from these reports was then 
classified in terms of our ten community well-being factors.  Some indicator data were specific to 
Kenosha County and some involved broader (regional or statewide) data that could be reasonably 
interpreted as also applicable locally.  A summary of the need-related indicator information from 
these reports and a complete list of the reports reviewed are presented in the Appendix. 
 

The Surveys.  Stakeholder and Provider Agency surveys both requested respondents to identify 
specific community needs in Kenosha County they felt were inadequately addressed or otherwise 
worthy of being considered a high community priority.  Each survey recipient in the Stakeholders 
group was also asked to specifically focus on need identification in the community well-being 
category of most relevance to their professional role.  Of the 115 Stakeholder surveys sent out, 24 
(or 21%) were completed and returned.  For Provider surveys, 29 out of 87 were returned (33% 
return rate).  United Way conducted follow-up call to all stakeholders and providers to encourage a 
higher response rate.  Copies of the survey instruments are presented in the Appendix. 
 

A Caveat.  This report reflects the input obtained from reviewing published reports and tabulating 
responses received from the two small-scale surveys.  The overall scope of work undertaken by 
the sub-committee was broader than that specified in its original charge.  Even so, however, it 
must be emphasized that the sub-committee did not attempt to carry out a full-scale or formal 
community needs assessment study.  Even with some survey design and tabulation assistance 
from CRDI, such a community study would have been well beyond our sub-committee's capacity.  
United Way should keep these project scope limitations in mind when interpreting results and 
developing priorities. 
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Community Priority Areas 
 

The ten "Community Well Being Factors" initially identified by the Priorities Sub-committee and the 
United Way CPO became the major categories used to classify survey responses into general areas 
of potential need.  United Way's emerging long-term strategy is to monitor community-level 
indicators as a ñhigh-levelò way of gauging Kenosha Countyôs status with regard to these general 
community priority areas and then to ñdrill downò using more precise needs analysis information to 
identify important program or service needs within those areas.  The sub-committeeôs task was to 
help United Way take a first step toward this strategy. 
 

Survey responders were asked to identify the highest priority program or service needs in 
Kenosha County they believed to be unmet or inadequately addressed.  Survey responses were 
first coded in terms of our ten healthy community factors, and the total number of survey 
responses was tabulated for each of these categories.  This was done separately for the United 
Way "stakeholder" survey and for the provider agency survey. 
 

For each survey, the percentage of total program/service need responses that fell into each category 
was calculated.  Our reasoning was that the frequency of need identification in one category or 
another would indicate the extent of community sentiment that this is indeed a ñcommunity priority 
areaò in which substantial unmet needs exist in Kenosha.  Ranking these community priority areas, 
then, provides United Way with general guidance regarding areas in which they might want to focus 
attention and perhaps target funding.  This ñcommunity priority areaò view of survey results is 
intended to be a ñhigh-levelò view -- not program or service specific.  More specific program/service 
needs are identified and prioritized later in this report. 
 

The chart below shows all ten community priority areas and the percentage of total responses from 
each survey that fall into each area.  The average of these percentages across the two surveys is also 
shown, and this set of average percentages becomes the basis on which the priority areas are ranked. 
 

The results show clearly that four community priority areas stand out as general areas of need that 

should be considered further:  Health (25% of total responses), Basic Human Needs (18.6%), 
Family Life (15.6%) and Economy & Employment (13.1%). 

 
 

Community Priority Area Rankings 
 

based on 
 

United Way Stakeholder & Provider Agency Surveys 

Priority Areas 

 
% of Total 

Stakeholder Responses 
% of Total Provider 
Agency Responses 

Average % of 
 Total Responses 

Priority Area 
Ranking 

      
Health  18.0% 32.0% 25.0% 1 

      Basic Human Needs  13.1% 24.0% 18.6% 2 

      Family Life  9.8% 21.3% 15.6% 3 

      Economy & Employment  11.5% 14.7% 13.1% 4 

      Education  15.6% 1.3% 8.5% 5 

      Government  9.8% 0.0% 4.9% 6 

      Social & Civic  4.9% 4.0% 4.5% 7 

      Cultural Enrichment  7.4% 0.0% 3.7% 8 

      Safety  5.7% 1.3% 3.5% 9 

      Environment  4.1% 1.3% 2.7% 10 

      Total   100.0% 100.0% 100.0%  
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Program / Service Needs                ñTop 10ò Priority Ranking* 

 
Priority Areas 

 Program/Service Needs Identified*  
% of Total 

Stakeholder 
Responses 

% of Total 
Provider 
Agency 

Responses 

Average % 
of Total 

Responses 

"Top Ten" 
Program/ 
Service 

Ranking* 

Health Mental Health Care  4.9% 12.0% 8.5% 1 

Health Health & Dental Care (for un/der-insured)  4.1% 10.7% 7.4% 2 

Basic Human Needs Homelessness / Shelter  6.6% 8.0% 7.3% 3 

Basic Human Needs Affordable Housing (availability)  4.9% 6.7% 5.8% 4 

Economy & Employment Jobs / Living Wages  3.3% 4.0% 3.6% 5 

Family Life Children & Youth Activities  3.3% 2.7% 3.0% 6 

Health AODA Services (Outpatient + Inpatient)  1.6% 4.0% 2.8% 7 

Basic Human Needs Food  0.0% 5.3% 2.7% 8 

Health Community Wellness Programming  3.3% 1.3% 2.3% 9 

Economy & Employment Immigrant Services  0.0% 4.0% 2.0% 10 

Family Life Child Care (Availability / Affordability)  0.0% 4.0% 2.0% 10 

Family Life 
Parenting Education & Support Svcs 
(for young & inexperienced parents) 

 0.0% 4.0% 2.0% 10 

Family Life Transportation (for daily living activities)  0.0% 4.0% 2.0% 10 

Economy & Employment Employment Services / Skills Training  0.0% 4.0% 2.0% 10 

 Adult ESL Classes  1.6% 1.3% 1.5%   

 
Home & Community Services 

(for low income elderly & disabled) 
 0.0% 2.7% 1.3%   

 Support for the Arts  2.5% 0.0% 1.2%   

 Minority Student Retention  2.5% 0.0% 1.2%   

 Truancy  2.5% 0.0% 1.2%   

 Family Activities  2.5% 0.0% 1.2%   

 Usage of & Programming at Parks  2.5% 0.0% 1.2%   

 
Environmental Risks 

(air/water quality, lead poisoning) 
 2.5% 0.0% 1.2%   

 Transportation (to/from work)  0.8% 1.3% 1.1%   

 
Quality Education / Training 

(preparation for the new economy) 
 0.8% 1.3% 1.1%   

 Reduced Stigma of Mental Illness  0.8% 1.3% 1.1%   

 
Affordable Housing 

(services/assistance) 
 1.6% 0.0% 0.8%   

 Collaboration Among Agencies  1.6% 0.0% 0.8%   

 
Cultural Calendar  (public  

awareness of community activities) 
 1.6% 0.0% 0.8%   

 Knowledge-Based Job Opportunities  1.6% 0.0% 0.8%   

 Community Building Events  1.6% 0.0% 0.8%   

 Intergovernmental Cooperation  1.6% 0.0% 0.8%   

 Rail Expansion  1.6% 0.0% 0.8%   

 Multicultural Center  1.6% 0.0% 0.8%   

 Total*   63.9% 82.7%   

*Notes:       

1.   Totals donôt add to 100% because only those program / service needs identified by more than one respondent are included on this list.  

2.   Statistical reliability of ranking results can not be assured due to modest response rates.    In particular, services that should   
        be considered equivalent for all interpretive purposes include those ñrankedò #2 & #3 and those ñrankedò #7 & #8.   
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Priority Area One 

Health 

 

An obvious indicator of community health 
is the physical and mental health of its 
residents.  Health, including dental and 
mental health, has been the focus of 
many community initiatives and research 
projects.   

As evidenced by the recent Lewin Group 
Report, the Kenosha Community Health 
Care Initiative, and the Kenosha County 
Division of Health Healthy People 
Kenosha County Initiative, there is a 
significant incidence of ñunò and ñunderò 
insured population in Kenosha County.   

Increasing access to basic health, pre-
natal, post-natal, dental, and mental 
health services feature prominently 
among needs identified by existing 
reports, community stakeholders, and 
agency providers.  
 

 
 
 

Needs Identified in  
Existing Reports 

 

 Access to prenatal care 

 Increased aging population 

 Need for lead abatement program 

 Availability and accessibility of health 
care 

 Unhealthy lifestyles (high incidence 
of overweight and obesity, binge 
drinking, and tobacco use) 

 Air, water and soil quality 

 Unmet need for mental health care 

 Need to reduce injury, violence, 
abuse, and neglect 

 Need to provide public education 
about lifestyles and factors that drive 
the costs of health care 

 Racial disparities in increased rates 
of cancer and diabetes 

 Perceived lack of coordination 
among hospitals 

 

 

 

 

 

Evidence Identified by 
Stakeholder and Agency 

Survey Respondents 

 Clients are sent out of 
town/transported for mental health 
and AODA in-patient treatment 

 Increase in pregnancy counseling and 
post-delivery referrals 

 Increased population of 
un/underinsured for health, dental, 
and mental health 

 Waiting lists for Community Options 
Program to help the elderly and 
disabled maintain or improve their 
health 

 Patients who are unable to afford 
prescription medications 

 Large numbers of un/underinsured 
using the ER 

 Need for bilingual health, dental, and 
mental health care providers 
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Priority Area: 
 

Health 
      

 

Priority Area Rank = #1 Community Stakeholder Survey Provider Agency Survey Combined 

 

Program/Service Needs Identified 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Average % 
Both Groups 

Individual 
Program/Service 
Need Ranking 

        
 

 Mental Health Care 6 4.9% 9 12.0% 8.5% 1 
 

 Health & Dental Care 
(for un/der-insured) 

5 4.1% 8 10.7% 7.4% 2 
 

 AODA Services 
(Outpatient + Inpatient) 

2 1.6% 3 4.0% 2.8% 7 
 

 Community Wellness Programming 4 3.3% 1 1.3% 2.3% 9 
 

 Environmental Risks 
(air/water quality, lead poisoning, etc.) 

3 2.5% 0 0.0% 1.2% 17-22 
 

 Health & Wellness Services 
(for elderly & disabled)  

0 0.0% 1 1.3% 0.7% - 
 

 Health & Dental Care for HIV-infected 0 0.0% 1 1.3% 0.7% - 
 

 Affordable Prescription Medications 
(for low income and un/der-insured people) 

0 0.0% 1 1.3% 0.7% - 
 

 Nutrition 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Obesity 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

Total 22  24    
 

Health Responses as % of Total  18.0%  32.0% 25.0%  
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Priority Area Two 

Basic Human Needs 

Issues Identified 
in  

Existing Reports 

Evidence Identified by 
Stakeholder and Agency 

Survey Respondents 

Fundamental to community well being is 
assuring that peopleôs most basic human 
needs are adequately provided for.  The 
issues of food, clothing and, especially, 
shelter have come up repeatedly both in 
reports reviewed and in survey feedback. 

 

National prevalence research shows 
continued growth in homelessness and the 
need for homeless shelters.  This is 
reinforced locally by INNS Program data 
and input from Shalom Center and other 
local service providers.  In Kenosha, the 
broader context also includes higher than 
normal rents, low availability of affordable 
housing, increasing number of renters in 
the market and an increasing poor and 
working poor population (e.g., county Food 
Stamp and W-2 caseload growth much 
higher than the statewide rate). 

 

Improving the overall service continuum 
related to homelessness and affordable 
housing has emerged as an important 
priority for Kenosha.  This continuum 
covers the range from homelessness 
prevention to sheltering of the homeless to 
transitional housing and services to more 
permanent affordable housing. 

 Homelessness - Shelter 
Needs 

 Homelessness - Transitional 
Housing & Services 

 Housing Insecurity - Lack of 
Affordable Housing (# of units 
low;  # of renters increasing in 
Kenosha County) 

 Housing Affordability- High 
Rental Rates (poor can't afford 
rent) 

 Food insecurity 

 Basic household supplies ï 
families in poverty lack 
adequate clothing, school 
supplies, household supplies, 
etc. 

 

 Growth in INNS shelter use, counts of 
homeless, increased evidence of ñstreet 
homelessnessò. 

 Numbers of homeless families turned 
away from Shalom and all homeless 
turned away from Salvation Army and 
Shalom. 

 Growth in ñEmergency Assistanceò program 
caseload from 2001-2003.  (EA program is 
short-term financial assistance with rent or 
utilities to prevent homelessness or cut-off.) 

 Section 8 housing wait list/time. 

 Number of units of affordable housing in 
Kenosha. 

 Transience of homeless children from 
school to school. 

 ESN Gaps Analysis. 

 Growth in number of households using 
Kenosha food pantries. 

 Lines of people waiting for evening meal at 
Shalomôs ñsoup kitchenò (outside even in 
inclement weather). 

 Local un(der)employment rates. 

 Public assistance caseload growth. 

 Cost increase rates for the basics  

 (rent, food, energy, medical bills, etc.) 
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Priority Area: 
 

Basic Human Needs 
      

 

Priority Area Rank = #2 Community Stakeholder Survey Provider Agency Survey Combined 

 

Program/Service Needs Identified 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Average % 
Both Groups 

Individual 
Program/Service 
Need Ranking 

        
 

 Homelessness / Shelter 8 6.6% 6 8.0% 7.3% 3 
 

 Affordable Housing 
(availability) 

6 4.9% 5 6.7% 5.8% 4 
 

 Food 0 0.0% 4 5.3% 2.7% 7 
 

 Affordable Housing 
(services/assistance) 

2 1.6% 0 0.0% 0.8% - 
 

 Support Services / Day Programs 
(for homeless, MH, AODA, etc.)  

0 0.0% 1 1.3% 0.7% - 
 

 Basic School & Holiday Supplies 
(for low-income & destitute people/families) 

0 0.0% 1 1.3% 0.7% - 
 

 Clothing & Household Supplies 
(for low-income & destitute people/families) 

0 0.0% 1 1.3% 0.7% - 
 

Total 16  18    
 

BHN Responses as % of Total  13.1%  24.0% 18.6%  
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Priority Area Three 

Family Life 
Issues Identified in  
Existing Reports 

Evidence Identified by 
Stakeholder and Agency 

Survey Respondents 

At the core of a healthy community are 
its people ï families and individuals that 
contribute to the ñwholenessò of a 
community.  Families face many 
challenges and stressors. Generations 
ago young families developed in 
informal supportive settings with 
parents, grandparents, and extended 
family members.  Today, families 
receive less training and preparation for 
family roles than they did in the past. 

Families help to establish the fabric of 
the community by participating in its 
development.  Families require basic 
supportive services such as child care, 
respite services, parenting education, 
transportation, and family/youth 
resources, to name a few. 

The Kenosha County Economic 
Summit identified early childhood 
education as a focus group area in 
response to the importance of a child's 
early years in determining future 
academic and professional 
achievement. 

Most of the evidence from existing 
reports and survey respondents identify 
the need for family activities, quality 
childcare and access to resources. 

 

 Access to evening and weekend 
childcare 

 Availability of quality childcare 

 Need for more family activities 

 Youth are ñlowò in 16 of the 40 
Developmental Assets for Youth 

 Need for easier access to resources 

 

 Hundreds of persons on the Kenosha 
County Division of Aging and 
Kenosha County Division of Disability 
Services waiting lists. 

 Need for community activities guide 

 Rates of teen pregnancy are too high 

 Need for more family activities 

 Need for more weekend activities 

 There is a need to ñpay attentionò to 
everyone, not just people with 
ñproblemsò 

 All of our citizens need to feel 
welcome 

 Need for family centers with activities 

 Need for more activities for teens 
and children 
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Priority Area: 
 

Family Life 
      

 

Priority Area Rank = #3 Community Stakeholder Survey Provider Agency Survey Combined 

 

Program/Service Needs Identified 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Average % 
Both Groups 

Individual 
Program/Service 
Need Ranking 

        
 

 Children & Youth Activities 4 3.3% 2 2.7% 3.0% 6 
 

 Child Care 
(Availability / affordability) 

0 0.0% 3 4.0% 2.0% 10-14 
 

 Parenting Education & Support Svcs 
(for young & inexperienced parents) 

0 0.0% 3 4.0% 2.0% 10-14 
 

 Transportation for Daily Living Activities 
(for low income, the elderly & disabled) 

0 0.0% 3 4.0% 2.0% 10-14 
 

 Home & Community Services 
(for low income elderly & disabled) 

0 0.0% 2 2.7% 1.3% 16 
 

 Family Activities 3 2.5% 0 0.0% 1.2% 17-22 
 

 Reduced Stigma for Mental Illness 1 0.8% 1 1.3% 1.1% - 
 

 Community Building Events 2 1.6% 0 0.0% 0.8% - 
 

 Adoption Services  (esp. special needs) 0 0.0% 1 1.3% 0.7% - 
 

 Pregnancy Prevention & Counseling 0 0.0% 1 1.3% 0.7% - 
 

 Decreased Teen Pregnancy 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Respite Services for Elderly 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

Total 12  16    
 

 Responses as % of Total  9.8%  21.3% 15.6%  
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Priority Area Four 

Economy & 
Employment 

Issues Identified in  
Existing Reports 

Evidence Identified by 
Stakeholder and Agency 

Survey Respondents 
A communityôs well being is enhanced 
to the extent that the areaôs economy 
can provide a full range of diverse 
employment options.  Also important is 
that low-end jobs pay at least a 
household supporting wage and that 
pay levels across the job spectrum are 
competitive enough to attract and 
retain skilled employees. 

Reports reviewed and survey 
feedback identify concerns and issues 
in Kenosha that are common to many 
communities across the country ï 
unemployment, loss of better-paying 
jobs, job instability and employment 
situations for many that are 
incompatible with healthy family life, 
personal and occupational growth and 
civic involvement.  A widening rich-
poor income gap and ñreal wageò 
stagnation or loss for minorities and 
under-educated workers also 
complicate the picture. 

Specialized education / training and 
social service supports for those at risk 
of being left behind in the new 
economy may be called for, along with 
targeted community planning and 
development efforts. 

 Increased Unemployment 
 Kenosha rate higher than Wis. 

 City rate higher than countywide 

 Increased Underemployment 

 Decreased Total # of Jobs 
 in private sector 

 in manufacturing 

 Increased % of Jobs in Service 
Sector & Other Low Wage Areas 

 increased problem of ñworking poorò 

 low potential for upward mobility 

 Socio-economic Costs of Working 
at Low & Modest Wage Jobs 

 % of time at work 

 commuting time 

 child care use & cost 

 % of wages spent for housing 

 Big Growth in Income Inequality 
 increasing in Wis. faster than in US 

 ñreal wagesò stagnant or dropping for 
minorities and under-educated 

 Diversity in Higher-end Jobs 

 Hispanic Employment Issues 
 Documentation barrier to employment 

 Language barriers 

 Discrimination 

 Increased Bankruptcy 

 Un(der)employment rates. 

 Employment instability due to # of 
employers laying off or cutting back. 

 Staff turnover rates in service sector 
& other low-wage jobs. 

 Use of basic needs and emergency 
assistance services by working poor 
(food, shelter, energy assistance, etc). 

 W-2 caseload growth. 

 New business start-ups & failures. 

 City and county residents commuting 
outside to work. 

 Wage scales. 

 Health care & other employee benefit 
coverage rates. 

 Enrollments in pre-apprenticeships. 

 % of minorities working in trades & 
in apprenticeship programs. 

 Child care waiting lists. 

 Specialized trainings targeted to 
employer needs. 

 County CEDS. 

 Placement data from area 
colleges 
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Priority Area: 
 

Economy & Employment 
      

 

Priority Area Rank = #4 Community Stakeholder Survey Provider Agency Survey Combined 

 

Program/Service Needs Identified 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Average % 
Both Groups 

Individual 
Program/Service 
Need Ranking 

        
 

 Jobs / Living Wages 4 3.3% 3 4.0% 3.6% 5 
 

 Immigrant Services 0 0.0% 3 4.0% 2.0% 10-14 
 

 Employment Services & Skills 
Training 
(for unskilled & hard to re/employ) 

0 0.0% 3 4.0% 2.0% 10-14 

 

 Adult ESL Classes 2 1.6% 1 1.3% 1.5% 15 
 

 Transportation  (to / from work) 1 0.8% 1 1.3% 1.1% - 
 

 Knowledge-Based Job 
Opportunities 

2 1.6% 0 0.0% 0.8% - 
 

 Women & Minority Business 
Directory 

1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 New Business Development 
(downtown) 

1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Specialized Skills Training 
(based on employer needs)  

1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Youth Retention  (brain drain) 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 GED Classes 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

Total 14  11    
 

E&E Responses as % of Total  11.5%  14.7% 13.1%  
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Priority Area Five 

Education Issues Identified in  
Existing Reports 

Evidence Identified by 
Stakeholder and Agency 

Survey Respondents 

Quality Pre-K ï 16 education is 
essential to the continuing vitality of a 
community.  Those who benefit from 
an educational system that assists 
each person with achieving their full 
potential will have a higher likelihood 
of becoming engaged citizens, 
gainfully employed, and contributing 
members of society. 

The WisKids Count Data Book 
provided by the Wisconsin Council on 
Children and Families lists several 
areas of concern for students in 
Kenosha County.  These concerns 
include high school graduation rates 
ï especially for minorities; truancy; 
and delinquency prevention.  Other 
reports focused on issues in the 
extreme ends of the     Pre-K ï 16 
spectrum including the need for early 
intervention and the reduction of 
brain drain of Kenosha Countyôs 
talented college graduates. 

Education needs are therefore 
comprehensive in nature with the 
recognition that early intervention 
efforts will also help reduce problems 
identified in later educational stages.  

 Concern regarding graduation rate 

 Low graduation rates for minority 
students 

 Concern regarding school 
attendance and truancy 

 Low proficiency scores in math and 
science 

 Perceived overall quality of school 
system  

 Concern about ñbrain drainò ï young 
college graduates leaving for jobs 
outside of the area and the state 

 Need for early childhood and/or 
Head Start education especially for 
economically disadvantaged youth 

 Low percentage of households with 
Associates and Bachelors degrees  

 Students must be severely troubled 
and/or abused before they are able to 
qualify for assistance 

 ñNew Economyò requires specialized 
training 

 Immigration issues ï including 
documentation and English as a 
Second Language literacy 
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Priority Area: 
 

Education 
      

 

Priority Area Rank = #5 Community Stakeholder Survey Provider Agency Survey Combined 

 

Program/Service Needs Identified 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Average % 
Both Groups 

Individual 
Program/Service 
Need Ranking 

        
 

 Minority Student Retention 3 2.5% 0 0.0% 1.2% 17-22 
 

 Truancy 3 2.5% 0 0.0% 1.2% 17-22 
 

 Quality Education / Training 
(preparation for new economy) 

1 0.8% 1 1.3% 1.1% - 
 

 Increased Higher Ed. Attainment 
(post-secondary) 

1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Gang Awareness 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Increased Graduation Rate 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Student Services West of I-94 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Alcoholism Education 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Student Counseling 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Immigration Issues in Education 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Service Learning 
(link schools to community) 

1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Continuing Education in Schools 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Student Engagement in School 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Literacy 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 School Safety & Overcrowding 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

Total 19  1    
 

Education Responses as % of Total  15.6%  1.3% 8.5%  
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Priority Area Six 

Government 
Issues Identified in  
Existing Reports 

Evidence Identified by 
Stakeholder and Agency 

Survey Respondents 

Kenosha County is made up of many 
jurisdictions including one city, four 
villages, seven towns, one east of I-94 
school district and twelve west of I-94 
school districts.  Multi-jurisdictional 
communication, cooperation, and 
delivery of services positively impact 
the overall health of a community. 

Although there are regular Kenosha 
County Council of Government 
meetings, existing reports and 
stakeholder evidence still suggest that 
there is a perceived lack of 
intergovernmental cooperation and 
dialogue among Kenosha County 
jurisdictions.   

Reports and survey respondents listed 
concerns about transportation, growth 
management, and perspectives about 
growth as areas where 
intergovernmental cooperation was 
important.  
 
 

 

 Perceived lack of intergovernmental 
cooperation 

 Growth management concerns 

 Transportation issues  

 Need for dialogue about east-west of 
I-94 issues, perceptions, and 
population groups 

 Buses do not run on Sunday  

 Need county and business park 
transportation 

 Cooperation needed for rail service 
extensions 

 Voter participation 
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Priority Area: 
 

Government 
      

 

Priority Area Rank = #6 Community Stakeholder Survey Provider Agency Survey Combined 

 

Program/Service Needs Identified 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Average % 
Both Groups 

Individual 
Program/Service 
Need Ranking 

        
 

 Increased Use & Programming at Parks 3 2.5% 0 0.0% 1.2% 17-22 
 

 Intergovernmental Cooperation 2 1.6% 0 0.0% 0.8% - 
 

 Rail Expansion 2 1.6% 0 0.0% 0.8% - 
 

 Truancy Ordinance 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Child Support Programming 
(non-custodial parents) 

1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Decreased Racial Profiling 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Voter Participation 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Disproportionate Minority Confinement 
(in jails & prisons) 

1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

Total 12  0    
 

Gov. Responses as % of Total  9.8%  0.0% 4.9%  
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Priority Area Seven 

Social & Civic 
Issues Identified in  
Existing Reports 

Evidence Identified by 
Stakeholder and Agency 

Survey Respondents 

 
Contributing to the overall health of the 
community are the many social and 
civic organizations.  These 
organizations are largely volunteer 
driven and provide numerous 
community service projects. 

Included in this area are the many 
ethnic, religious, and service 
organizations/groups. 

 

The Kenosha County Economic 
Summit Report reported that 
Kenosha lacked "quality of life 
attractive to younger technology 
workers."  

 

In general, issues identified by 
existing reports and survey 
respondents include the need for 
more community programs, 
volunteers, and enhanced 
community cultural awareness. 

 

 

 Low voter turnout rates 

 Lack of community involvement 

 Need for more community 
programs 

 Need for enhanced community 
cultural awareness 

 Perceived lack of communication 
among Hispanics 

 Provide positive recognition of 
role of minorities 

 Quality of life issues 

 

 Service club membership 

 Need for multicultural center 

 Need for citywide fiesta 

 Need to link new residents 
(especially those of Hispanic culture) 
to our community 

 Need for preservation of service 
clubs and support of civic 
organizations 

 Need for volunteers to help civic 
organizations and provide community 
services 

 Need for schedule of community  
activities 

 Need for minority support network 



 

 18 

 

 
 

Priority Area: 
 

Social & Civic 
      

 

Priority Area Rank = #7 Community Stakeholder Survey Provider Agency Survey Combined 

 

Program/Service Needs Identified 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Average % 
Both Groups 

Individual 
Program/Service 
Need Ranking* 

        
 

 Multicultural Center 2 1.6% 0 0.0% 0.8% - 
 

 Community Services Info & Education 
(for general public) 

0 0.0% 1 1.3% 0.7% - 
 

 Schedule of Community Activities 0 0.0% 1 1.3% 0.7% - 
 

 Volunteers   (to help civic organizations 
& provide community services) 

0 0.0% 1 1.3% 0.7% - 
 

 Welcome New Community Residents 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 City Fiesta 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Preservation of Service Clubs 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Support for Civic Organizations 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

Total 6  3    

 S&C Responses as % of Total  4.9%  4.0% 4.5%  
 

* No needs identified by more than one responder       
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Priority Area Eight 

Cultural Enrichment 

Issues Identified 
in  

Existing Reports 

Evidence Identified by 
Stakeholder and Agency 

Survey Respondents 

 

Cultural enrichment describes the ñartsò 
of the community, which includes art, 
music, museums, theater, festivals and 
community celebrations. 

 

A community's identity and heritage is 
established through its cultural 
opportunities and celebrations. 

 

Issues identified by survey respondents 
include the need for support for the Arts, 
increased program offerings, a cultural 
calendar, and increased collaboration 
among the 'arts' organizations. 

 

 

 Growth in tourism 

 

 Need for support for the Arts 

 Need for increased collaboration 
among agencies 

 Need for ñcultural calendarò 
(increased public awareness of 
community activities) 

 Need for increased program 
offerings 

 More events/programs which fill the 
need to have a greater 
understanding and appreciation 

 Need for childrenôs services 

 A place to practice culture and keep 
people busy 

 Corporate support for all arts at all 
levels 

 Support for symphony and public art 

 More neighborhood beautification 
efforts, music programs and park 
programs 

 Need for more art stores and 
concerts 
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Priority Area: 
 

Cultural Enrichment 
      

 

Priority Area Rank = #8 Community Stakeholder Survey Provider Agency Survey Combined 

 

Program/Service Needs Identified 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Average % 
Both Groups 

Individual 
Program/Service 
Need Ranking 

        
 

 Support for the Arts 3 2.5% 0 0.0% 1.2% 17-22 
 

 Collaboration Among Agencies 2 1.6% 0 0.0% 0.8% - 
 

 Cultural Calendar  (increased public 
awareness of community activities) 

2 1.6% 0 0.0% 0.8% - 
 

 Increased Program Offerings 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Minority Support Network 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

Total 9  0    
 

CE Responses as % of Total  7.4%  0.0% 3.7%  
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Priority Area Nine 

Safety 
Issues Identified in  
Existing Reports 

Evidence Identified by 
Stakeholder and Agency 

Survey Respondents 

 

Citizens will judge the healthiness of 
a community by measures of public 
safety ï how safe a person feels. . 
This can be a perceived sense of 
safety or a direct result from the 
local crime statistics. 

 

Safety also refers to incidents of 
violence ï domestic violence or 
child abuse.   

 

 

 Domestic violence incidents and 
arrest rates higher than statewide 

 Ranked #2 in Wisconsin for highest 
juvenile placement rate 

 Crime indicators low compared to 
region 

 Higher arrest rates as percentage of 
adult population  

 Need to address drug use, 
vandalism and crime in 
neighborhoods 

 

 

 

 Address issues of drop out/crime rate 

 Increased spouse and child abuse 
contacts/calls and cases 

 Less fatalities 

 Number of work place injuries and 
fatalities 

 Young parent health and skill follow 
up and referral 

 Need for anger/aggression control 

 Need to stop vandalism, drug dealing 
and gang activity 

 Need for life guards on municipal 
beaches 

 Focus on traffic issue 
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Priority Area: 
 

Safety 
      

 

Priority Area Rank = #9 Community Stakeholder Survey Provider Agency Survey Combined 

 

Program/Service Needs Identified 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Average % 
Both Groups 

Individual 
Program/Service 
Need Ranking* 

        
 

 Gang Prevention 0 0.0% 1 1.3% 0.7% - 
 

 Young Parent Education 
(child abuse prevention) 

1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Juvenile Detention Facility 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Anger Management 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Juvenile Delinquency Programs 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Lifeguards on Municipal Beaches 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Traffic Control 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Occupational Safety 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

Total 7  1    

 Safety Responses as % of Total  5.7%  1.3% 3.5%  
 

* No needs identified by more than one responder.      
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Priority Area Ten 

Environment 
Issues Identified in  
Existing Reports 

Evidence Identified by 
Stakeholder and Agency 

Survey Respondents 

Kenosha County, itôs natural 
resources, and environmental 
quality face significant pressures 
due to population growth.  
Population growth not only 
effects environmental quality, but 
it also impacts health and 
intergovernmental priorities. 

Although ñEnvironmentò ranked 
as tenth among United Way of 
Kenosha County priority 
rankings, evidence cited in many 
existing reports including CEDS, 
TIP, and Healthy People 
Kenosha County indicates that 
environmental quality is a 
significant concern among 
community stakeholders.  

Because of the need for 
intergovernmental cooperation 
and communication to 
adequately address these 
issues, environmental concerns 
are closely linked to Priority Area 
Six ï Government.  
 

 

 Growth management concerns ï 
residential and urban sprawl 

 Land used for farming is decreasing 

 Pollution concerns 

 Concerns about water and air quality  

 Need for natural resource 
preservation and education 

 Loss of farmland, natural and open 
spaces 

 Air quality ratings and high incidence 
of smog days per year  

 Agricultural non-point source 
pollution 

 Storm water runoff and flooding 

 Under-utilization of parks 

 Evidence documented in the 
Kenosha County Land and Water 
Resource Management Plan 
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Priority Area: 
 

Environment 
      

 

Priority Area Rank = #10 Community Stakeholder Survey Provider Agency Survey Combined 

 

Program/Service Needs Identified 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Total # of 
Responders 

Indicating Need 

% of Total 
Priority Need 
Responses 

Average % 
Both Groups 

Individual 
Program/Service 
Need Ranking* 

        
 

 Environmental Education 
(for general public) 

0 0.0% 1 1.3% 0.7% - 
 

 More Acres of Land in Conservation 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Improved Lakefront Appearance 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Reduce Agricultural Non-point Pollution 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Storm Water Runoff Management 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

 Neighborhood Beautification 1 0.8% 0 0.0% 0.4% - 
 

Total 5  1    

 Environment Responses as % of Total  4.1%  1.3% 2.7%  
  

* No needs identified by more than one responder.      
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March 8, 2004 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Things are changing at United Way of Kenosha County, and strategic decisions are in the works. We 
need your input to help us get it right.  As an adjunct to United Wayôs Strategic Planning Committee, 
we have partnered with UW-Parkside, UW-Extension and the countyôs Department of Human 
Services to begin assembling community indicator data to help inform our initial priority setting.   
 
You have been identified as a stakeholder for the Basic Human Needs Area, one of the ten 
community life areas our planning team has identified as key to overall community health and well 
being.  Please frame your answers from this perspective.  As a community leader and supporter of 
civic engagement, you have both broad vision and specialized knowledge that we need to tap.  
Please take a few minutes to share your thoughts with us on the enclosed document.  You 
will also be given the opportunity to comment on the other nine areas, namely Education, Economy 
& Employment, Environment, Family Life, Government, Health, Safety, Social & Civic, and Cultural 
Enrichment.  In addition to the Information Request document, we have included a bibliography of 
all reviewed reports used to build the community indicators.  You are invited to identify any 
outstanding reports that may be of use. 
 
 
Please use the enclosed post-paid envelope to return your Information Request document by 
March 22 to Dr. Therese Fellner at UW-Parksideôs Community Research Development Institute 
(CRDI).  The CRDI is assisting us with compilation of results and are located in Tallent Hall 101, 900 
Wood Road, P.O. Box 2000, Kenosha, WI  53141-2000. 
 
Thank you for the leadership you provide to our community. 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 

Peggy Makovsky 
Chief Professional Officer 

 
Enclosures 

 
 
 

 
 
 



 

 III  

Key Informant Name:     {NAME}     

 

United Way of Kenosha County  

Communit y Service Priority Planning  

Information Request ð Basic Human Needs Stakeholder  

 

Please identify two specific areas of basic human needs that are not adequately addressed in 

Kenosha County.  Include any data indicators that you consider to be the most vali d measures. 
 

Part I ð Basic Human Needs Priorities     
 

Area Need Data indicator(s)  

Basic Human 

Needs  

 

  

Basic Human 

Needs  

 

  

 

If you would like, please identify any other areas of need related to the other areas of community life 

that are not adequately addressed in Kenosha County. Include any data indicators that you consider 

to be the most valid measures. 
 

 

Part II ð Community Well Being Priorities        

 

Area Need Data indicator(s)  

Cultural 

Enrichment  

  

Economy & 

Employment 

  

Education 

 

  

Environment  

 

  

Family Life 

 

  

Government 

 

  

Health 

 

  

Safety 

 

  

Social & Civic 

 

  

 



 

 IV 

Do you have any additional comments or suggestions for United Way regarding its processes or 

priorities for raising and allocating of funds for human services in Kenosha County? 

__________________________________________________________________ 

 

Thank you!  Your knowledge and insights are helping make United Way a more effective 

community resource.    
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April 12, 2004 
 
 
 
 
 
Things are changing at United Way of Kenosha County, and strategic decisions are in the works. We 
need your input to help us get it right.  As an adjunct to United Wayôs Strategic Planning Committee, 
we have partnered with UW-Parkside, UW-Extension and the countyôs Department of Human 
Services to begin assembling community indicator data to help inform our initial priority setting.   
 
You have been identified as a community service provider in Kenosha County.  Fundamental to 
this new ñcommunity impactò approach is determining priority areas for funding, and our first step in 
this process is documentation of important needs for Kenosha County.  As a community service 
provider, you are aware of critical unmet needs in Kenosha related to your service programming 
and expertise.  We are requesting your expert opinion about the most pressing needs and asking 
you to provide us with data regarding your current client/participant load.  In other words, are you 
seeing any ongoing unmet needs or an increase in the number of individuals seeking your 
programs/services?  Do you have waiting lists or other data indicating important unmet service 
needs?  
 
In addition to the Agency Input document, we have included a bibliography of all reports reviewed 
to date that we think will be useful in building a system for regularly monitoring community 
indicators.  You are invited to identify any outstanding reports that may be of use in such a 
community monitoring system. 
 
Please use the enclosed post-paid envelope to return your Agency Input document by April 23 
to Dr. Therese Fellner at UW-Parksideôs Community Research Development Institute (CRDI).  The 
CRDI is assisting us with compilation of results, and any questions regarding this instrument should 
be directed to Dr. Fellner at (262) 595-2367 or via email at therese.fellner@uwp.edu 
 
Thank you for the services you provide for our community. 
 

Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 

Peggy Makovsky 
Chief Professional Officer 

 
 

Enclosure 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

 

mailto:therese.fellner@uwp.edu
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«Company» 
«FirstName» «LastName»    
«Phone» 

«Group»                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                                   United Way of Kenosha County 
2004 Community Agency Input 

 
Section I: Program Trends/Changes 
 
1. Think about all the services/programs your agency/organization provides. Please identify up to 4 programs/services 

that have ongoing unmet need and/or significant increases and/or incurred waiting lists over the past three years 
(2001-2003). 

 
Program Description: please briefly describe program/services and 
client/recipients 

Ongoing 
need in past 

3 years? 

Increase
d need in 

past 3 
years? 

Incurred 
waiting 
lists? 

Estimate
d # on 
waiting 

lists 

Other 
Indicator

s of 
unmet 
need 

Program 1: 
 
 
 
  

 
__Yes 
 
__ No 

 
__Yes 
 
__ No 

 
__Yes 
 
__ No 

  

Program 2: 
 
 
 
 

 
__Yes 
 
__ No 

 
__Yes 
 
__ No 
 

 
__Yes 
 
__ No 

  

Program 3: 
 
 
 
 

 
__Yes 
 
__ No 

 
__Yes 
 
__ No 

 
__Yes 
 
__ No 

  

Program 4:  
 
 
 
 

 
__Yes 
 
__ No 

 
__Yes 
 
__ No 

 
__Yes 
 
__ No 

  

Please complete other side - Thank you! 
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Section II: Priority Needs 
 
Based on the expertise and knowledge of the Kenosha County community that you and your agency have, please identify 
what you consider to be the three (3) greatest human service needs. 
 
Priority Need #1: 
ü Define and describe the need as it exists in Kenosha County: 

 
 
 
ü What is the primary evidence to support why this need is important and inadequately addressed? 

 
 
 
Priority Need #2: 
ü Define and describe the need as it exists in Kenosha County: 

 
 
 
ü What is the primary evidence to support why this need is important and inadequately addressed? 

 
 
 
Priority Need #3: 
ü Define and describe the need as it exists in Kenosha County: 

 
 
 
ü What is the primary evidence to support why this need is important and inadequately addressed? 

 
 
 
What other information or reference material can you suggest for United Way to review in order to learn more about the 
nature and scope of any of these needs? 
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United Way Priorities Survey                                                                                         Data Tabulation Summary 

Priority 
Area 

Ranking Priority Area  Program/Service Needs Identified 

% of Total Priority Need 
Responses 

As Submitted By 
Community 

Stakeholders 

Raw # of 
Resp Comm 

Stkhldrs 
Service 

Providers 

Raw # of 
Resp Srvc 

Provdrs 
Ave % Both 

Groups 

Individual 
Needs 
Overall 
Ranking 

          

2 Basic Human Needs 
  

 Homelessness / Shelter 6.6% 8 8.0% 6 7.3% 3 

 (BHN)    Affordable Housing (availability) 4.9% 6 6.7% 5 5.8% 4 

  
   Affordable Housing (services/ 

assistance) 1.6% 2 0.0% 0 0.8%  

    
 Support Services / Day Programming 

(for homeless, MH, AODA, etc.)  0.0% 0 1.3% 1 0.7%  

     Food 0.0% 0 5.3% 4 2.7% 8 

 
   

 Basic School & Holiday Supplies  (for 
low-income & destitute 
people/families) 

0.0% 0 1.3% 1 0.7%  

 
    Clothing & Household Supplies (for low-

income & destitute people/families) 
0.0% 0 1.3% 1 0.7%  

   BHN Resp as % of Total  =  13.1% 16 24.0% 18 18.6%  

            

8 Cultural Enrichment   Support for the Arts 2.5% 3 0.0% 0 1.2% 17-22 

 
(CE) 

  Collaboration Among Agencies 
1.6% 2 0.0% 0 0.8%  

 
  

 Cultural Calendar  (increased public 
  awareness of community 
activities) 

1.6% 2 0.0% 0 0.8%  

 
   Increased Program Offerings 

0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

 
   Minority Support Network 

0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

   CE Resp as % of Total  =  7.4% 9 0.0% 0 3.7%  

            

4 
Economy & 

Employment 

 

 Jobs / Living Wages 
3.3% 4 4.0% 3 3.6% 5 

 
(E&E)   Adult ESL Classes 1.6% 2 1.3% 1 1.5% 15 

    Knowledge-Based Job Opportunities 1.6% 2 0.0% 0 0.8%  

    Women & Minority Business Directory 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

 
  

 New Business Development  
(downtown) 

0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

 
  

 Specialized Skills Training 
  (based on employer needs) 

0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Transportation  (to/from work) 0.8% 1 1.3% 1 1.1%  

    Youth Retention  (brain drain) 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    GED Classes 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  
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Priority 
Area 

Ranking Priority Area  Program/Service Needs Identified 

% of Total Priority Need 
Responses 

As Submitted By 
Community 

Stakeholders 

Raw # of 
Resp 

Comm 
Stkhldrs 

Service 
Providers 

Raw # of 
Resp 
Srvc 

Provdrs 
Ave % Both 

Groups 

Individual 
Need

s 
Over

all 
Rank
ing 

    Immigrant Services 0.0% 0 4.0% 3 2.0%  10-14 

 
  Employment Services & Skills Training  

(for unskilled & hard to re/employ) 
0.0% 0 4.0% 3 2.0%  10-14 

    E&E Resp as % of Total  =  11.5% 14 14.7% 11 13.1%  

          

5 Education   Minority Student Retention 2.5% 3 0.0% 0 1.2% 17-22 

 
(ED)   Truancy 2.5% 3 0.0% 0 1.2% 17-22 

 
  

 Increased Higher Ed.Attainment 
  (post-secondary) 

0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Gang Awareness 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Increased Graduation Rate 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    More Student Services West of I-94 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Alcoholism Education 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Student Counseling 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Immigration Issues in Education 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

 
  

 Service Learning (link schools to 
community) 

0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Continuing Education in Schools 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

 
  

 Quality Education / Training   
(preparation for the new economy) 

0.8% 1 1.3% 1 1.1%  

    Student Engagement in School 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Literacy 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Safety & Overcrowding in Schools 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

   ED Resp as % of Total  =  15.6% 19 1.3% 1 8.5%  

            

10 Environment   More Acres of Land in Conservation 
0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

 
(ENV)   Improved Lakefront Appearance 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

 
  

 Reduce Agricultural Non-point 
Pollution 

0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Storm Water Runoff Management 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Neighborhood Beautification 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

 
  

 Environmental Education  (for general 
public) 

0.0% 0 1.3% 1 0.7%  

   

 
 

ENV Resp as % of Total  = 4.1% 5 1.3% 1 2.7%  
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Priority 
Area 

Ranking Priority Area  

Program/Service Needs Identified % of Total Priority Need 
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Providers 
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Resp Srvc 

Provdrs 
Ave % Both 
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Individual 
Needs 
Overall 
Ranking 

3 Family Life   Family Activities 2.5% 3 0.0% 0 1.2% 17-22 

 (FL)   Community Building Events 1.6% 2 0.0% 0 0.8%  

    Decreased Teen Pregnancy 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Reduced Stigma for Mental Illness  0.8% 1 1.3% 1 1.1%  

    Respite Services for Elderly 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Child Care (Availability / Affordability) 0.0% 0 4.0% 3 2.0%  10-14 

    Pregnancy Prevention & Counseling 0.0% 0 1.3% 1 0.7%  

 
 

  Parenting Education & Support Svcs 
  (for young & inexperienced parents) 

0.0% 0 4.0% 3 2.0%  10-14 

    Adoption Services (esp. special needs) 0.0% 0 1.3% 1 0.7%  

 
   Home & Community Services 

   (for low income elderly & disabled) 
0.0% 0 2.7% 2 1.3% 16 

 
 

  Transportation for Daily Living Activities 
   (for low income, elderly & disabled)  

0.0% 0 4.0% 3 2.0%  10-14 

    Children & Youth Activities 3.3% 4 2.7% 2 3.0% 6 

    FL Resp as % of Total  =  9.8% 12 21.3% 16 15.6%  

            

6 Government   Increased Use & Programming at Parks 2.5% 3 0.0% 0 1.2% 17-22 

 (GOV)   Intergovernmental Cooperation 1.6% 2 0.0% 0 0.8%  

    Rail Expansion 1.6% 2 0.0% 0 0.8%  

    Truancy Ordinance 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

 
 

  Child Support Programming  (non-
custodial parents) 

0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Decreased Racial Profiling 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Voter Participation 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

 
  

 Disproportionate Minority Confinement  
(in jails & prisons) 

0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

   GOV Resp as % of Total  =  9.8% 12 0.0% 0 4.9%  

            

1 Health 
  Health & Dental Care (for Un/der-

Insured) 
4.1% 5 10.7% 8 7.4% 2 

 
(HLTH) 

  Community Wellness Programming 
3.3% 4 1.3% 1 2.3% 9 

 
 

  Environmental Risks  (air/water quality, 
lead poisoning) 

2.5% 3 0.0% 0 1.2% 17-22 

    Obesity 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Nutrition 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

 
   AODA Services  (Outpatient + 

Inpatient) 
1.6% 2 4.0% 3 2.8% 7 

    Mental Health Care 4.9% 6 12.0% 9 8.5% 1 
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Priority 
Area 

Ranking Priority Area  

Program/Service Needs Identified % of Total Priority Need 
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Ranking 

 

  
 
 Health & Wellness Services 

  (for elderly & disabled) 

0.0% 0 1.3% 1 0.7%  

   Health & dental care for HIV infected 0.0% 0 1.3% 1 0.7%  

 
 

  Affordable Prescription Medications 
  (for low income and un/der-insured 
people) 

0.0% 0 1.3% 1 0.7%  

   HLTH Resp as % of Total  =  18.0% 22 32.0% 24 25.0%  

          

`9 Safety 

 
Young Parent Education (child abuse 

prevention) 
0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

 
(SF)   Juvenile Detention Facility 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Anger Management 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Juvenile Delinquency Programs 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Lifeguards on Municipal Beaches 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

   Traffic Control 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Occupational Safety 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Gang Prevention 0.0% 0 1.3% 1 0.7%  

    SF Resp as % of Total  =  5.7% 7 1.3% 1 3.5%  

            

7 Social & Civic   Multicultural Center 1.6% 2 0.0% 0 0.8%  

 
(S&C)   Welcome New Community Residents 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    City Fiesta 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Preservation of Service Clubs 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Support for Civic Organizations 0.8% 1 0.0% 0 0.4%  

    Schedule of Community Activities 0.0% 0 1.3% 1 0.7%  

 
 

  Community Services Info & Education 
(for general public) 

0.0% 0 1.3% 1 0.7%  

 
 

  Volunteers  (to Help Civic Organizations 
& Provide Community Services) 

0.0% 0 1.3% 1 0.7%  

   S&C Resp as % of Total  =  4.9% 6 4.0% 3 4.5%  
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United Way State of Caring Index 

 
Kenosha County 

 
Wisconsin 

Apartment rental affordability   
Home ownership rate 69.1% 68.4% 

 
Report Summary of Data  

 
2002  Kids Count Special Report on Affordable 

Housing  [Wisconsin Council on Children & 
Families]  

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á % Increase in # of Renters (1990 - 2000). 
Á Kenosha = 6

th
 highest gain in Wisconsin (+18.3%) vs. statewide @ +8.5%.  

Á Fair Market Rent (2-BRM) 2001 = $650/mo. = 7
th

 highest in Wisconsin.   
Á Hourly Wage Required for FMR (2001) = $12.50/hr.  

Implied Need:  More availability of affordable housing and/or rental subsidy. 
 
2003  WisKids Count Data Book [Wisconsin Council 

on Children & Families] 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Kenosha County faring worse than state overall in several indicators related to 

affordability of rental housing (2002/03 data). 
Á Median family income.  Kenosha County = $59,700 vs statewide  $61,935 
Á Fair Market Rent - 2BRM (2003).  Kenosha County = $674  vs. statewide $ 

596 
Á Hourly wage req. to afford FMR (2003).  Kenosha County = $12.96 vs 

statewide  $11.46 
Implied Need.  More affordable housing and/or rental assistance. 

T.I.P. Report  
 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Higher housing costs & availability of housing less than the region 

COWS Regional Briefing (Kenosha, Racine, 
Walworth) 

 
 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á 1999: 45% canôt afford Fair Market Rent 

1997-2000 Heath Start Community Assessment   

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á :Develop affordable housing 
Á Address issues of poverty 

2003 Head Start Community Assessment   
 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á :Need for quality, affordable housing 

2001 Kenosha County Economic Summit Report  
 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á early childhood development 
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2002 KABA Economic Dev Strategy Report   
 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á New residential construction remains strong 

 
Emergency Services Network Homeless Continuum 

of Care: 2002 Gaps Analysis 
 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Gaps/Unmet Need identified for: 

o emergency shelter 
o transitional housing 
o life skills training 

 
 
2003 UWEX Report: "Hunger Close to Home"  

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á 40% of WIC clients who were food insecure, 2002 
Á 17% of WIC clients who experienced hunger, 2002 
Á 69% of eligible low-income students who are enrolled in school breakfast programs, 

2002 
Á 7.5% Poverty rate for Kenosha County 
Á 19% of population with income below 185% of poverty 

  
State of Wisconsin CARES Caseload Report 
Jan, 2004 
 

 
 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Food Stamps and W-2 ñBenefitò client caseload has increased dramatically since the 
latter 1990ôs.  Comparing the 1999-00 2-year period with the 2002-03 2-year period: 
Á Food Stamps caseload increase in Kenosha County (+75.5%) is higher than the 

statewide increase (+60.3%) 
Á W-2 ñBenefitsò caseload increase in Kenosha County (+52.8%) is higher than 

the statewide increase (+40.7%) 
Implied Needs: Basic needs support (food, clothing, shelter, etc.) and more jobs that pay a 
living wage.  Some Food Stamps recipients are working (sub-poverty wages). 

 

2nd Kenosha County School Systems Report  2003  

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á # of KUSD students eligible for Free Lunch Program has increase every year since 

2001 
Á (2003-34%, 2002-31%, 2001-27%).  Wisconsin Avg is 27%. 
Á KUSD families living in poverty is 7%.  Wisconsin Avg is 5.6% 
Á Property Value per Pupil: KUSD=$299,581, Wisconsin Avg=$374,965 
Á Public School Expenditure Per Pupil: KUSD= $8,795, Kenosha County=$8,681, 

Wisconsin Avg-$9,012 
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2004 Homeless Needs Prioritization. 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Needs Prioritization 

#1 1 month's rent/mortgage assistance 
#2 long term rent assistance 
#3 transitional housing 
#4 housing placement 
#5 (tied): emergency shelter & food/hot meals 
#6 security deposit assistance 
#7 utility assistance 

 

Hunger & Food Insecurity: The Status of Families at 
Wheatland Center Elementary School 2004 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á 19% of families responding to the survey are classified as food insecure - includes 

10% of families that experienced hunger in the past year 
 

 
ñHow Many People Experience Homelessness?ò  

[National Coalition for the Homeless, NCH Fact 
Sheet #2, Sept, 2002] 

 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Best prevalence estimate (from Urban Institute) is 1% of population experiences 

homelessness each year, 38-39% of them children.  In Kenosha County, this means 
1,500-1,600 homeless people per year with approximately 575-625 being kids. 

ñHunger and Homelessness Survey:  A Status Report 
on Hunger & Homelessness in Americaôs Citiesò  
[United States Conference of Mayors, 
December, 2003] 

 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Emergency Shelter requests by homeless people increased 13% during the past 12 

months. 
Á 80% of 25 cities surveyed reported an increase in emergency shelter requests. 
Á 30-33% of requests for emergency shelter could not be accommodated during the 

past year. 
 
Shalom Center INNS Program Data (source: Dan 
Melyon) 
 

 
 

 
Á INNS Program Data comparing the 3-year periods 1995-97 vs 2001-03: 

Á Average # people sheltered per year increased from 687 to 995 (+45%) 

Á Average # kids sheltered per year increased from 105 to 221 (+110%) 

Á Average # turned away per year increased from 8 to 73 (+776%) 
Implied Need:  Increased homeless shelter capacity. 
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United Way State of Caring Index Kenosha County Wisconsin 
Percentage of teens who are high school 

dropouts 
2.13% 2.12% 

Percentage of adults 25 years of age and older 
who have completed high school or higher 
level of education 

83.5% 85.1% 

Percentage of 8
th
 graders at or above the 

proficiency level in math 
33% 39% 

Percentage of 4
th
 graders at or above the 

proficiency level in reading 
68.9% 76.5% 

Test scores on national science exam for 17 
year old students 

  

Public school expenditure per pupil $9,194  
Pupil-teacher ratios in public elementary and 

secondary schools 
12:1  

 

T.I.P. Report  
 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Perceived quality of school system 

 
2003 - WisKids Count Data Book 
   [Wisconsin Council on Children & Families] 

 
 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Kenosha County worse off than state as a whole on several indicators related to 

youth lifestyles & decisions (based on 2001-2002 data). 
Á HS Graduation rate.  Kenosha County = 89.2%  vs  statewide  90.8% 
Á School attendance.  Kenosha County = 92.8%  vs  statewide  94.3% 
Á % of births to mothers w/out HS degree.  Kenosha County = 17.4%  vs  state  

16.4% 
Á Juvenile correctional placements (rate/1000 kid pop).  
Á Kenosha County = 20.2  vs. statewide  10.5 
Á Juvenile placements in out-of-home care (rate/1000 kid pop) 
Á Kenosha County = 4.1  vs. statewide  2.7. 

Implied Need.  Youth programming to prevent delinquency and promote positive 
lifestyles and decisions. 

Head Start Community Assessment 2003  

 
Issue(s) Identified 

Á Former Head Start children perform better than their economic peers but are not 
yet performing at the same level as their non-disadvantaged peers 

 
Kenosha County UW-Extension Issues Identification 
2004 

 
Issue(s) Identified  
Á Education concerns  
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2nd Kenosha County School Systems Report 2003 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Performance on Standardized Tests at/Above Proficient 

Á 3rd Grade: KUSD: 74.2%, Kenosha County=76.5%, Wisconsin average=81.1% 
4th Grade  

Á Reading ,Language, Math, Social KUSD & Kenosha County scored w/in 1% of 
Wisconsin average 

Á Science: KUSD=69%, Kenosha County=72%, Wisconsin average=77% 
8th Grade  

Á Reading: KUSD=80%, Kenosha County=82%, Wisconsin average=83% 
Á Language: KUSD-56%, Kenosha County=59%, Wisconsin average=62% 
Á Math: KUSH=68%, Kenosha County=71%, Wisconsin average= 73% 
Á Science: KUSH=67%, Kenosha County=70%, Wisconsin average=74% 
Á Social Studies: KUSD=76%,Kenosha County=79%, Wisconsin average=81% 

10th Grade 
Á Reading, Language, Social Studies + KUSD, Kenosha County scores w/in 1% of 

Wisconsin average 
Á Math: KUSD=62%, Kenosha County=63%, Wisconsin average=69% 
Á Science: KUSD=63%, Kenosha County=64%, Wisconsin average=69% 

Implied Need/Issue: Students in Kenosha County & especially KUSH are less proficient 
in Math & Science 

 
2nd Kenosha County School Systems Report 2003 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Enrollment by Race 
Á Cohort 
Á Minority: Kenosha County=29.5%, Wisconsin average 10.4% 
Á Hispanic 13.4% (48% increase since 1997) 
Á Black 13.9% 
Á White: 70.4% 

Á Cohort Enrollment 
Á % of freshmen that were seniors 3 years later  
Á African American :38%  
Á Hispanic: 50%  
Á White: 70%  

Implied Need/Issue: There is a large decrease in students for each racial group as 
students move though high school.  Black Students remain the highest with freshman 
outnumbering seniors at a rate of 2.6 to 1.  Hispanics rate 2.0 to 1 and Whites rates is 
1.43 
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United Way State of Caring Index Kenosha County Wisconsin 
Percentage of children and adults who are 

medically uninsured 
12% 12% 

Age-adjusted injury related death rate   
Teen birth rates (births per 1,000 females ages 

15-17) 
22.2 22.2 

Percentage of mothers beginning prenatal care 
in the first trimester 

83% 84% 

Percentage of low-birth rate babies 7.6%  
Infant mortality rate 6.5%  
Percentage of children aged 19-35 months 

immunized 
  

Percentage of adults who reported smoking 
every day or some days 

36%  

Percentage of 12
th
 graders who have used any 

other drug than marijuana in the past 30 
days. 

  

 
 
2002 - WisKids Count Special Report on Child 

Mental Health 
           [Wisconsin Council on Children & Families] 

 
 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á % of pregnancies w/ 1

st
 trimester prenatal care (based on 2000 data)   

Á Excluding Milwaukee Co (@79.5%), Kenosha (@82.5%) & Racine (@80.8%) 
have the lowest % of all urbanized Wisconsin counties. The other 6 average = 
88.0%.   

Implied Need: more/better access to prenatal care during 1st trimester of pregnancy. 

2002 - WisKids Count Special Report on Affordable 
Housing 

           [Wisconsin Council on Children & Families] 
 

 
Issue(s) Identified 

Á % 1-2 yr old children testing positive for lead poisoning (2001) 
Á Kenosha = 9

th
 highest in Wisconsin (@ 6.7%).  

Á Milwaukee = #1 (@ 14.1%).  Racine = #10 (@6.6%).   
Implied Need:  Lead abatement program. 

 
T.I.P. Report 
 

  
Issue(s) Identified 

Á Increased aging population 

 
Kenosha County UW-Extension Issues Identification 
2004 

 
Issue(s) Identified 

Á Health care concerns 

Emergency Services Network Homeless Continuum 
of Care: 2002 Gaps Analysis 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Unmet need for  mental health care 
Á Unmet need for substance abuse treatment 
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2003 - WisKids Count Data Book 
[Wisconsin Council on Children & Families] 
 

 

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Kenosha County above statewide averages in several indicators of infant/child risk 

(based on 2000 - 2001 data) 
 % of children in single parent families.  Kenosha County = 23.7% vs statewide 

21.7% 
 Births to single mothers.  Kenosha County = 33.1% vs statewide 30.3% 
 % Pregnancies w/out 1

st
 trimester prenatal care.  Kenosha County = 17.3% vs. 

16.3% 
 Low Birth-weight babies.  Kenosha County = 7.6%  vs. statewide 6.6% 

Implied Need:  Probably several issues, including pregnancy prevention and 
improved pre-natal care. 

 
Head Start Community Assessment 1997-2000 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 

ÁAvailability & accessibility of health care 
ÁAlcohol, tobacco & other drugs 

 
Head Start Community Assessment 2003 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á availability of pediatric dental care 
Á unmet need for alcohol treatment 

 
Lewin Group Community Assessment 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á High mortality rates for cardiovascular, cerebrovascular, diabetes, and chronic liver 

disease 
Á Unhealthy lifestyles 
Á Racial disparities: death rates among African Americans due to cancer and 

diabetes twice those of whites 
Á Excess supply of hospital beds 
Á Lack of coordination among hospitals 
Á Poor mental health/substance abuse capacity 

Kenosha Community Healthcare Initiative 
(DaimlerChrysler) 

 
 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
The initiative has five working committees addressing these needs: 
Á Education: Provides public education about lifestyles and factors that drive the costs of 

health care (coordinated the Just a Bit Gets You Fit campaign) 
Á Cardio-vascular 
Á Mental health 
Á Racial disparity 
Á Economics (addresses costs of regional health care) 
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Healthy People Kenosha County 2010 

 

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Based on state data and a needs assessment conducted by the steering 

committee, identified six areas of concern 
Á Access to health care (approximately 12% of Kenosha Countyôs 
population are inadequately insured.  7.5% of the countyôs population 
{9.4% of all children} lives in poverty) 

Á Increase the numbers of, and improve access to, medical and dental 
providers and/or health care facilities 

Á Reduce race, ethnicity, cultural and language barriers to accessing health 
care 

Á Reduce socio-economic barriers to accessing health care 
Á Healthy lifestyles 

Á Only 12% of Kenosha Countyôs adults exercise 20 minutes or more at 
50% of aerobic capacity, 3 or more times a week 

Á 37% of Kenosha County adults are overweight and an additional 23% are 
considered obese 

Á 26% of Kenosha County adults participate in binge drinking 
Á 36% of Kenosha County adults use tobacco 

Á Mental health 
Á Stigma reduction 
Á Improve treatment access 
Á Mental health/criminal justice community coalition 
Á Increase parity in insurance coverage for the mentally ill 

Á Environmental quality 
Á Reduction of lead in pre-1978 homes 
Á Improve air, water, and soil quality 
Á Public participation in smart growth activities 
Á Injury, violence, abuse and neglect 
Á Decrease intentional injuries due to violence, abuse, neglect 
Á Decrease unintentional injuries: motor vehicle, home, work 

Á Youth health 
Á Unintended pregnancies 

 
Kenosha County Community Health Survey ï 2003 

(Aurora Health Care in partnership with the 
Kenosha Health Department 

 

 

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Increasing trend in lack of individual/household insurance coverage 
Á Higher reliance on hospital ER for primary care 
Á Lower levels of influenza vaccination 
Á Decreasing rates of mammography/pap smears 
Á Decreasing rates for BP, BC, asthma, mental health 
Á Diets lower in fruits and higher in fried foods 
Á A projected 1,120 households have unlocked and loaded firearms present 
Á Increased numbers of current smokers; lower rates of primary care cessation 

counseling; higher reported rates of secondhand smoke 
Á Water pollution perceived as major/moderate problem by 36% 
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United Way State of Caring Index Kenosha County Wisconsin 
Violent crimes reported per 100,000 

inhabitants 
547  

property crimes reported per 100,000 
inhabitants 

2,635  

 
2003 - WisKids Count Data Book 
          [Wisconsin Council on Children & Families] 

 
 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Kenosha County less well off than state as a whole in several indicators of 

child/family safety concerns (based on 2000 - 2001 data) 
Á % of births to mothers under 18 yrs old  Kenosha County = 3.5% vs statewide 

3.2% 
Á Child placement rate/1000 kid population (FC/GH/RTC).  Kenosha County = 

6.3 vs statewide 5.4% 
Á Domestic violence arrest rate/1000 adult population  Kenosha County = 4.7  

vs. statewide 3.3% 
Á Domestic violence incidents w/ kids present (rate/1000 adult pop)  Kenosha 

County = 9.7 vs statewide 4.5 
Implied Need:  Probably several issues, including conflict resolution, family support, 
parenting education/skills training, etc. 

 
2002 - WisKids Count Special Report on Child 

Mental Health 
         [Wisconsin Council on Children & Families] 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Out-of-home placement rate for juvenile delinquents (based on 2000 data)  
Á Kenosha ranked #2 in Wisconsin (after Milwaukee) for the highest juvenile 

placement rate (8.6 per 1000 child population) 
Á Rates in the other 7 urbanized counties in Wisconsin (excl Milwaukee) ranged 

from 0.9 per 1000 (Waukesha) to 5.8 per 1000 (Rock).  Milwaukee soars 
above all counties with a juvenile placement rate of 24.5 per 1000. 

Implied Need:  More in-community service options for delinquent youth and their 
families -- would provide courts with better options than placement. 

 
T.I.P. Report  

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Crime indicators low compared to region 

 
Head Start Community Assessment 1997-2000  

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Community should address reducing abuse 

 
COWS Regional Briefing (Kenosha, Racine, 

Walworth) 

 
 

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Higher arrest rates as % of adult population than state average 

 
Emergency Services Network Homeless Continuum 

of Care: 2002 Gaps Analysis 
 

Issue(s) Identified 
Á       Unmet need: victims of domestic violence 
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United Way State of Caring Index: Kenosha County Wisconsin 

Median Household Income $46,979 $43,791 
Percentage of population living below the 

federal poverty level 
7.5% 8.7% 

Financial support to non profit groups per capita $474  
Amount raised by United Way per capita $22.06  
Unemployment rate  3.9% 
Gap between the top-fifth and bottom-fifth of 

income earners 
 8.7 

 

ñPoverty Increases and Median Income Declines for 
Second Consecutive Yearò 

[Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, Sept 29, 
2003 report] 

 
ñKenosha County Workforce Profileò  
[Wisconsin-DWD-OEA, Jan., 2004] 
 
ñThe State of Working Wisconsin 2002ò  & ñThe State 

of Working Wisconsin: Update 2003ò  [Center  
on Wisconsin Strategy] 

 
 

 

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Increasing resource strains on working families for the basics, especially working 

poor. 
Á USA- 1999 vs 2001 Total # ñbottom quintileò families paying more than 50% of 

income for housing.  1999 = 10.1 million.  2001 = 10.6 million.  Increase of 
500,000 low income families in this high housing loss risk situation.  The 
standard is that families should not pay more than 30% of income for housing.   
[CBPP, 2003] 

Á USA - Child care cost burden on working parents - Child Trends report shows 

65% of low income single parents now pay more than 40% of their income for 
child care!  Most of these (40% of low income single parents) pay 50%+ of 
income for child care!  [CBPP, 2003] 

Á Wisconsin - Average total hours/year at work (married couples w/ kids) 

increasing a lot. 
Á 1979-81 = 3,640 hrs/yr  (1.75 FTE) 
Á 1988-90 = 3,766 hrs/yr  (1.81 FTE)  (+3.4% since 79-81) 
Á 1998-00 = 3,981 hrs/yr  (1.91 FTE)  (+5.5% since 88-90  +341hrs or 9% 

since 79-81) 
Á Compared to  USA = 3,706 hrs/yr  (1.78 FTE) 

Á Average Wisconsin. worker commuting time in 2000 = 42 min/day  (+14% 
since 1990) 

Á Kenosha County -More than 31,000 Kenosha County workers commute out 

of county to get to their jobs.  [DWD, 2004] 
 
Implied Need:  Although most of this is US & statewide data ,not Kenosha data, it 
shows the increased strain on the incomes and personal resources of the working 
poor just to keep a job and meet the most basic needs, and it illustrates how close to 
homelessness or other poverty related crises millions of US families are.  The need 
here would be any of several things related to emergency/crisis support services to 
prevent financial & logistical meltdown of low income working families. 



Compilation of Existing Resources 
 

Indicator: Economy & Employment 
 

Report Summary of Data  

 

 XXII  

 
Pulling Apart: A State-by-State analysis of Income 

Trendsò 
[Economic Policy Institute ï Center on Budget and 

Policy Priorities, April, 2002] 
 
ñPoverty Increases and Median Income Declines for 

Second Consecutive Yearò 
[Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, Sept 29, 

2003 report] 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Income gap increasing nationally since 1970ôs.   Big increase in Wisconsinôs 

income inequality during 1990ôs 
20 Year change in Income (78-80 to  98-00) 
Á USA ï In top 20% income group, average income increased +44% 

In bottom 20% group, Average income increased +7.1% (PA p.10)  
Á Wisconsin -In top 20% income group, average income increased +37.8% 

In bottom 20% group, average income increased +3.3% (PA p 10) 

Change in income inequality since 1980ôs 
 
Á 10-Yr change in average income ratio top 20% vs bottom 20% (88-90 to 98-00) 
Á USA 88-90 ratio = 9.3    98-00 ratio = 10.0   Change = +0.7 
Á Wisconsin 88-90 ratio = 6.4    98-99 ratio = 8.2     Change = +1.7 

 
Á Wisconsin = #6  rank in US in 10-yr change.  Big increase in income inequality.  

Wealthy in Wisconsin becoming proportionately wealthier faster than national 
average.  Wage growth for poorest Wisconsinites has been below national 
average.  Hence, a faster rate of ñpulling apartò. 

 
Á National trend in growth of income inequality more dramatic at income extremes.  

CBO 20-year ave. income growth data (1979-2000): 
Á USA  In top 1% income group, ave income increased +201%  vs. 

                  Bottom 20% income group ave. income incr. +9%  [CBPP, 2003 p 51) 
 
(Implied Resources:  Wisconsinôs philanthropic high-end donor base much richer today than 
20 years ago.  United Way ought to be able to raise more in contributions from the top 20% 
income group in particular.   This is consistent with Boston College (SWRI) long range 
analysis of growing philanthropic potential in US. 
[http://www.bc.edu/research/swri/meta-elements/pdf/41trillionreview.pdf) 
 
]Implied Need:  Programs & services designed to support lowest income working 
families and increase potential for upward economic mobility ï e.g., higher-paying 
jobs, education & training, support services for low-income working families to 
promote job stability, emergency economic supports to prevent or address 
economic crises, etc.  
 

 
Kenosha County Economic Summit Report 2001 

 

 

Issue(s) Identified 
Á economic base & diversification 
Á jobs that pay enough 

http://www.bc.edu/research/swri/meta-elements/pdf/41trillionreview.pdf
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Poverty Increases and Median Income Declines for 
Second Consecutive Yearò 

[Center on Budget and Policy Priorities, Sept 29, 
2003 report] 

 
ñApproaching the Deadlineò [Center on Budget and 

Policy Priorities.  Nov., 2003 report on 
Unemployment Benefits] 

 
ñThe State of Working Wisconsin 2002ò  & ñThe State 

of Working Wisconsin: Update 2003ò  [Center  
on Wisconsin Strategy] 

 
ñKenosha County Comprehensive Economic 

Development Strategy Reportò    [KABA, July, 
2002] 

 
ñKenosha County Workforce Profileò  
[Wisconsin-DWD-OEA, Jan., 2004] 

 

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Job growth during the 1990ôs reversed since 2000    

     USA     March                    2002                   Oct, 2003                 Change 

US Unempl Rate   5.7%       6.0%    + 0.3% 
Tot # of Unempl.  8.22 million        8.78 million  +560,000 people 
Tot # Long-Term   1.32 million       2.02 million  +700,000 people 
Tot # of Jobs   130.481 million            130.132 million                - 349,000 jobs 
(CBPP, 2003,  p.1) 

   Wisconsin  (SoWW 2003, Tables 4 & 5) 

 2001-2003 -  Net job loss (all jobs)  å 49,000 
 2001-2003 -  Net job loss (private sector)  å 54,000 
 2001-2003 -  Net job loss (manufacturing)  å 54,000 

   Kenosha Co. 

 1990-2000 ï Net gain of 10,000 jobs 
 2000-2002 ï Net loss of 1000+ jobs       (KABA 2002 +DWD 2004)  

 

Implied Need:  Programs & services to prevent economic & basic needs crises in 
families of workers who lose jobs (especially low-wage workers), education & 
training for displaced workers, etc. 

 
State of WI  DWD-Labor Market Info. 
http://www.dwd.state.wi.us/lmi/laus_hist_month_%20

aa.htm 
 
ñThe State of Working Wisconsin 2002ò  & ñThe State 

of Working Wisconsin: Update 2003ò  [Center  
on Wisconsin Strategy]  

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Un- and under-employment rates increasing since end of 1990ôs 

Wisconsin     2000   2002   % Change 

Under-Empl. Rate (All)   6.3%   9.0%   +2.7% 
 (Wisconsin Afr. Americans)  n/a 24.2%  (vs 15.7% for Af. Amer across US) 

 
Á Kenosha County Unemployment Rate higher than WI and growing.  Kenosha City 

Unemployment. Rate about 1% higher than countywide rate. 
2003 Average UR  Wis = 5.5%  Kenosha County = 5.9% City = 6.9% 
2001 Average UR  Wis = 4.5%  Kenosha County = 4.9% City = 6.1% 
1999 Average UR  Wis = 3.0%  Kenosha County = 3.2% City = 4.1% 

 
Implied Need:  Programs & services to support un/der-employed people & their 
families, to prevent/address economic crises, meet basic  needs, etc. 

 
T.I.P. Report 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Lack of new economy businesses 
Á Out-migration of educated persons 
Á Need to include family friendly employment 

 
Kenosha County UW-Extension Issues Identification 

2003 

 
 

 

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Economic growth concerns 
Á Employment concerns 

http://www.dwd.state.wi.us/lmi/laus_hist_month_%20aa.htm
http://www.dwd.state.wi.us/lmi/laus_hist_month_%20aa.htm


Compilation of Existing Resources 
 

Indicator: Economy & Employment 
 

Report Summary of Data  
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Kenosha Hispanic Community Needs Assessment 

Focus Group 2003  

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Hispanics Not having necessary ñdocumentsò is a major obstacle 
Á Experience problems with employment, discrimination, securing housing and 

opening bank accounts 
Head Start Community Assessment 2003  Issue(s) Identified 

Á Head Start parents are increasing their educational level; this is not translating into 
an economic advantage 

Á Increase in families/children that have a language other than English as their 
primary language 

 

 
ñThe State of Working Wisconsin 2002ò  & ñThe State 

of Working Wisconsin: Update 2003ò  [Center  
on Wisconsin Strategy] 

 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Real wage growth has occurred in Kenosha County and Wisconsin since 1990 but 
the rising tide hasnôt lifted all boats.  Men with less education and minorities have 
mostly lost ground     % Change 

    Median Hourly Wage of:   1989         2001     1989 vs 2001 
- All Wisconsin Workers $11.36  $12.83 +12.9% 
 
- Black Wisconsin Men $13.04  $10.61 -18.6% 
- Black Wisconsin Women  $  9.51  $  9.51  0% 
 
- Wisconsin Men ï No High School Dipl         $10.58  $  9.79  -  7.5%  
- Wisconsin Women ï No High School Dipl   $  6.98  $  8.35 +19.6% 
 
- Wisconsin Men ï HS Only  $13.61  $13.57  -  0.3% 
- Wisconsin Women ï HS Only                       $ 8.82  $  9.95 +12.8% 
 
- Wisconsin Men ï College Grad $19.43  $22.50 +15.8% 
- Wisconsin Women ï College Grad  $15.24  $18.51 +21.5% 

[Tables 4.1 & 4.4  All median wages reported in 2001 dollars] 

 
Implied Need:  Educational support services to improve HS graduation rates, 
employment preparation, education & training and related employment services 
focused on males and minorities at lower education levels, career advancement 
support services for women to continue progress in reducing gender wage gap. 

 
Diversity in Racine & Kenosha Counties: Carthage 

College 
 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
: 
Á Majority of professional jobs held by whites 
Á Largest # of blacks employed in service industries 
Á Largest # of Hispanics employed as machine operators & in service 
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State of Wisconsin CARES Caseload Report ï Jan, 

2004 
 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Food Stamps and W-2 ñBenefitò client caseload has increased dramatically since the 
latter 1990ôs.  Comparing the 1999-00 2-year period with the 2002-03 2-year period: 
Á Food Stamps caseload increase in Kenosha County (+75.5%) is higher than the 

statewide increase (+60.3%) 
Á W-2 ñBenefitsò caseload increase in Kenosha County (+52.8%) is higher than the 

statewide increase (+40.7%) 
Implied Needs: Basic needs support (food, clothing, shelter, etc.) and more jobs that 
pay a living wage.  Some Food Stamps recipients are working (sub-poverty wages). 

 
COWS Regional Briefing (Kenosha, Racine & 

Walworth)  

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Poverty rate below state average. 
Á Higher median household income 
Á Majority of jobs in service, manufacturing & trade 

 
KABA Economic Dev Strategy Report 2002 

 

 

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Industrial & commercial development continues strong 
Á Manufacturing industry largest employment sector 
Á Service industry is 2

nd
 largest employment sector 

Á Retail Trade industry is 3
rd

 largest employment sector 
Á # of bankruptcies increasing  
Á # of jobs in 2002 decreased 3.5% 
Á # of unemployed in 2002 increased 17% 
Á increase in # of employers (55) from 2000-01 (1.8% growth rate) 
Á commuting patterns: 43% work outside of the county 

 
Kenosha Hispanic Community Needs Assessment 

Focus Group 2003  

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Hispanics Not having necessary ñdocumentsò is a major obstacle 
Á Experience problems with employment, discrimination, securing housing and 

opening bank accounts 
 
Head Start Community Assessment 2003 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Head Start parents are increasing their educational level; this is not translating into 

an economic advantage 
Á Increase in families/children that have a language other than English as their 

primary language 
 
Head Start Community Assessment 1997-2000 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Promote job development/benefits  
Á Provide job training and job center for teens 
Á Address issues of poverty 
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United Way State of Caring Index Kenosha County Wisconsin 
Average weekly number of hours volunteered 

by adults who volunteer 
 3.7 

Percentage of adult population that volunteers  55.6% 
Percentage of people who say, in general, 

most people can be trusted 
 33.6% 

Financial support to non-profit groups per 
capita 

 $474 

Amount raised by United Way per capita  $22.06 
Percentage of registered voters who voted in 

presidential year elections.  
 66.1% 

Itemized returns 14,641  
Average discretionary income $25,894  
Average charitable donation $1,799  
Discretionary income to charity 
Number of charities per 1,000 people 

6.9% 
1.7 

 

 
COWS Regional Briefing (Racine, Kenosha & 

Walworth  
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Low voter turnout rates 

Kenosha Hispanic Community Needs Assessment 
Focus Group 2003  

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Perceived lack of communication among Hispanics 

Head Start Community Assessment 1997-2000 

 

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Increased funding for programs 
Á More activities for youth 
Á Provide programs for teen parents 
Á Enhance community cultural awareness 
Á Provide positive recognition of role of minorities 

Kenosha County UW-Extension Issues Identification 
2004 

 
 

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Lack of community involvement 

Kenosha County Economic Summit Report 2001  
  

Issue(s) Identified 
Á quality of life 
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Sources Used 
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United Way State of Caring Index Kenosha County Wisconsin 

No Data Available No Data Available No Data Available 

  
 
T.I.P. Report  

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Identified lack of intergovernmental cooperation 

 
Head Start Community Assessment 1997-2000 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Develop a plan to manage growth & transportation 
Á Provide dialogue between east/west needs, attitudes & population groups 

 
Kenosha County UW-Extension Issues 

Identification 2004 
 
 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Growth management concerns 
Á Lack of governmental cooperation 
Á Transportation concerns 

 
Kenosha County Economic Summit Report 2001  

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Infrastructure concerns (utilities, roads, water, etc) 
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United Way State of Caring Index Kenosha County Wisconsin 

Percentage of population that is served by 
community water systems that have no 
health-based violations 

 85% 

Percentage of people who live in counties that 
meet standards for air pollutants 

 60.8% 

Annual delay per capita for peak travel periods  26 
Percentage of all municipal solid waste 

recovered 
 29.7% 

 

COWS Regional Briefing (Racine, Kenosha & 
Walworth 

 
 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Land used for farming decreasing well above state average 
Á Only 2 ñimpairedò water bodies in County 

Head Start Community Assessment 1997-2000  

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Pollution 
Á Concerns about environment 

Kenosha County UW-Extension Issues Identification 
2004 

 
 

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Pollution concerns 

 
Kenosha County Land & Water Resource      

Management Plan 2000 

 
 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á excessive sedimentation 
Á leaf & wood burning 
Á illicit waste dumping into storm sewers 
Á storm water 
Á  management issues 
Á degradation of groundwater resources 
Á odors from agricultural activities 
Á lack of riparian buffers along streams & lakeshores > loss of wildlife habitat & reduction in water 

quality 
Á improperly channeled residential & urban growth 
Á loss of farmland, natural & open spaces 
Á lack of natural & environmental information 
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United Way State of Caring Index Kenosha County Wisconsin 
No Data Available No Data Available No Data Available 

 
Kenosha Area Convention & Visitors Bureau 2002 

Annual Report 

 

Issue(s) Identified 
Á 2002 tourism expenditures were $209.4 million, an increase of .54% over 2001 
Á Tourism provided 4,836 full-time job equivalents and $83.8 million in estimated 

revenue 
Á Kenosha area hosted: 

- 232 motor coach /group tours 
- 275 sports groups 
- 1,708 day meetings; 171 overnight meetings 

 
Compilation of Existing Resources 
 

Indicator: Family Life   
Report                                                     Summary of Data 

 
 

United Way State of Caring Index Kenosha County Wisconsin 
Percentage of families with children headed 

by a single parent. 
33% 

 (unmarried) 
 

 
Developmental Assets: A Profile of Your Youth - 

2002 
KUSD Report 

 

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Of the 20 External Assets, 7assets were reported by 50% or more of the youth 

surveyed 
Á Of the 20 Internal Assets, 9 assets were reported by 50% or more of the youth 

surveyed.  
 

School Readiness Project 
Trevor Grade School District, 1998 

 
 

Issue(s) Identified 
Á more things to do with young children 
Á more things for families to do together 
Á easier access to resource 
Á availability of playgroups 
Á more family friendly services 

Head Start Community Assessment 2003 

 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á need for evening and weekend childcare 
Á quality of available childcare 
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United Way State of Caring Index Kenosha County Wisconsin 

No Data Available No Data Available No Data Available 
 

The Social Report 2003 
[Fordham University] 

 
 

 
Issue(s) Identified 
Á Report looks nationally at 16 data indicators tracked from 1970 - 2000 and combines these 

into an overall "index" of social health for the US.  Social Health Index score can range from 
0 to 100 based on these data indicators. Provides backdrop information on overall social 
health of US. 
Á Overall "social health" of US has declined 29% since 1970. 

1970 SHI = 73.8   2000 SHI = 52.5 
Highest SHI = 1973 (SHI = 78.1)   Lowest SHI = 1993 (SHI = 36.9) 

Á Bet. 1970-200, 10 of 16 data indicators worsened, and 6 improved. 
Social Health conditions that worsened since 1970 include: 

 Child abuse rates  (Most consistently worsened of all indicators) 
 Child poverty  ƴ  Teen suicide   ƴ   Teen drug abuse 
 Avg. weekly wages (measured in 1982 dollars)  ƴ Food stamp coverage 
 Health insurance coverage   ƴ  Income inequality 
 Out of pocket health costs for elderly (65 + yrs old) 
  Access to affordable housing (housing cost burden) 

Á Social Health conditions that improved since 1970 include: 
 Infant mortality  (Most consistently improved of all indicators) 
 HS dropout rates   ƴ   Unemployment 
 Poverty among the elderly (65+) 
 Alcohol related traffic deaths 
 Homicides 
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The Social Health of the States 2003 
[Fordham University] 

 
 

Issue(s) Identified 
Á Companion to The Social Report which looks at the same 16 data indicators in each of the 50 

states and permits cross-state comparisons.  Only the most recent year (2000) is presented.  
No historical trends presented at the state level. 
Results for Wisconsin: 
Á Overall index ranking among the states 

 1999 Wisconsin = #5  (Graded as Excellent) 
 2000 Wisconsin = #8  (Slipped a bit, but still Excellent) 

Á Best data indicators for Wisconsin in 2000 (Graded as "A") 

 Health insurance coverage  (Rank = #6) 
 Child abuse rates (Rank = #8) 
 Teen suicide (Rank = #9) 
 Average wages (Rank = #9) 
 Income inequality (Rank = #10) 

Á Worst data indicators for Wisconsin (Graded as "D" or "F") 

 Alcohol related traffic deaths (Rank =#31) 
 Housing cost burden (Rank = #31) 
 Food stamp coverage (Rank = #43) 
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1. The 2
nd

 Kenosha County School Systems Report 2003 
2. COWS Regional Briefing - Sustaining Wisconsin: A Statewide Dialogue on Wisconsin's Future: Kenosha, Racine, & Walworth Counties. A 

project of the Center on Wisconsin Strategy (COWS), UW-Madison  
3. Diversity in Racine & Kenosha Counties: An Analysis of Minorities Within the Workplace; A report prepared by a Carthage College class; 

August 2003 
4. Emergency Services Network 2004 Homeless Needs Prioritization 
5. Emergency Services Network Homeless Continuum of Care: 2002 Gaps Analysis 
6. Head Start Community Assessment 2003; Kenosha Unified School District Head Start Child Development Center 
7. Head Start Community Assessment 1997-2000; Kenosha Unified School District Head Start Child Development Center 
8. ñHow Many People Experience Homelessness?ò  [National Coalition for the Homeless, NCH Fact Sheet #2, Sept, 2002]. 
9. ñHunger and Homelessness Survey:  A Status Report on Hunger & Homelessness in Americaôs Citiesò  [United States Conference of Mayors, 

December, 2003] 
10. KABA Economic Development Strategy Report 2002. A report prepared by The Kenosha Area Business Alliance 
11. Kenosha Area Convention & Visitors Bureau 2002 Annual Report 
12. Kenosha County Economic Summit Report 2001 
13. Kenosha County INNS Program Data 1995-2003  [Shalom Center] 
14. Kenosha County Land & Water Resource Management Plan 2000 
15. Kenosha County UW-Extension Issues Identification 2004 
16. Kenosha Hispanic Community Needs Assessment Focus Group 2003  Results & Summary report prepared by the Community Research 

Development Institute, UW-Parkside 
17. State of Wisconsin CARES Caseload Data Reports  [Kenosha County Division of Workforce Development, Jan., 2004]  
18. T.I.P. Report 

Kenosha County Assessment: An Analysis of the Economic Development Strategies and Challenges for Kenosha County, Wisconsin. 
Prepared by TIP Development Strategies, Inc. Austin, TX, August 2001 

19. The Social Health of the States 2003 - Fordham University Fordham Institute for Innovation in Social Policy 
20. The Social Report 2003 - Fordham University Fordham Institute for Innovation in Social Policy 
21. UW-Extension Report: "Hunger Close to Home" 2003 
22. UW-Extension Report - Wisconsin Food Security Project "Hunger & Food Insecurity: The Status of Families at Wheatland Center Elementary 

School" - Draft 4/19/04 
23. UW-Extension School Readiness Project Trevor Grade School Report 1998 
24. WisKids Count Data Book - Wisconsin Council on Children & Families 
25. WisKids Count Special Report on Affordable Housing - Wisconsin Council on Children & Families 
26. WisKids Count Special Report on Child Mental Health - Wisconsin Council on Children & Families 

 
 


