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I. PREFACE

‘STATEMENT OF ORGANIZATION FOR THE TOWNSHIP OF BHERWOOD FOR

PLANNING

Recognizing the need for a'Township Land Use Plan, the
Sherweod Township Board decided to proceed with the prepara-

" tion of a Land Use Plan. The Southcentral Michigan Planning

Council was selected by the Township Board to provide techni-
¢cal planning assistance. A land use plan was recognized as a
guide for economic development and as a guide for capital
1mprovement projects. The purposes of this plan are as
stated in Section 3 of the Township Rural Zoning Act (Act

184 of the 1943 Public Acts of the Michigan legislature as
- follows: _

Sec. 3. The zoning ordinance shall be based upon a
plan designed to promote the public health, safety,
and general welfare; to encourage the use of lands
in accordance with their character and adaptabili-
ty, and to limit the improper use of land; to
conserve natural resources and energy; to meet the
needs of the state's residents for food, fiber, and
other natural resources, places of residence,
recreation, industry, trade, service, and other
uses of land; to insure that uses of the land shall
be situated in appropriate locations and relation-
ships; to avoid the overcrowding of population; to
provide adequate light and air; to lessen conges-
tion on the public roads and streets; to reduce
hazards to life and property; to facilitate ade-
quate provision for a system of transportation,
sewage disposal, safe and adequate water supply,
education, recreation, and other public require-
ments; and to conserve the expenditure of funds for
public improvements and services to conform with
the most advantageous uses of land, resources, and

properties.

This plan includes a basic inventory of community resources,
an identification of current trends, a listing of land use
related problems and opportunities. Finally, based on an
evaluation of this information a proposed future land use map
was developed to reflect this evaluation and serve as a basis
of future zoning recommendations to the Township of Sherwood

Board.
PURPOSE OF THIS DOCUMENT

The purpose of this Land Use Plan is to provide the officials
and citizens of the Township of Sherwood with an efficient
and reasonable guide to the orderly growth and development of
the community. The plan is designed to support the Township
Zoning Ordinance so as to reduce zoning conflicts and promote

community-wide harmony.
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OUTLINE OF THE PLANNING PROCESS

The planning process involves four basic steps: (1) a survey
and analysis of background information, a determination of
problems and trends, and an assessment of future needs; (2)
the formulation of goals, objectives, and policies to serve
as a guide to future development; (3) a written and graphic
plan designed to achieve the goals; and (4) recommendations
for implementation of the plan.

The Sherwood Township Land Use Plan was developed in the
following order:

1. Organize for Planning

2. Review Community History

3. Review Existing Conditions and Past Trends

4. Assess Future Conditions

5. Determine Needs, Concerns, Advantages and Opportunities
6. Establish Goals and Objectives

7. Develop the Generalized Land Use Plan

8. Develop Recommendations for Implementation

The planning process which is described in detail below is
intended to produce a decision-making guide which reflects
the views of the community residents.

1. Organize for Planning

This step includes setting up a group to do the planning,
establishing the purpose for which we want to plan and
deciding on the steps to follow in the planning. The
PREFACE Section of this document explains how the commu-
nity has organized for planning.

2. Review Community History

Before we can understand why things are the way they are
today, or will be tomorrow, we need to loock at the histo-
ry of our community. The Community History Section of
this document serves this purpose.

3. Review Existing Conditions and Past Trends

With an understanding of the history of the community,
the next step in the planning process is to review the
existing conditions and past trends in such areas as
regional setting, natural conditions, population and
household characteristics, economy, land use characteris-
tics, public and quasi-public facilities, open space and
recreation resources, and transportation facilities.
Once we have reviewed existing conditions and past trends
we can turn our attention to the future.
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Assess Future Conditions

Future conditions can be assessed with sufficient
accuracy for general planning purposes through the use of
projection techniques. Basic to all projection tech-
niques is an understanding of the present conditions and
past trends. Projections give us a "best guess"
concerning future conditions. As more refined
information is made available we can adjust our estimates
of future conditions.

Determine Needs, Concerns, Advantages and Opportunities

A listing of the community's needs, concerns, advantages
and opportunities is possible once the preceding steps
are completed. This list will be a valuable aid in
comparing the present conditions, and expected future
conditions of the community, with the goals and objec-
tives of the community which will be developed in the
next step of the planning process. Such comparison
permits the community to begin thinking of ways to
achieve the goals and objectives which they have estab-
lished. The implementation techniques which are included
in this document are a reflection of the results of this

thinking process,

Establish Goals and Objectives

Once the planning process is complete up to this point
the community will have a good basis on which to either
initially formulate goals and objectives for development
or revise pre-existing ones. As stated in the introduc-
tory paragraphs to this Outline of the Planning Process
Section, the purpose of 'Planning' is to achieve communi-
ty goals and objectives. Community goals and objectives
should be reflected in the product of the planning proc-
ess - the LAND USE PLAN.

Develop the Generalized land Use Plan

In this step of the planning process the most
appropriate, adeqguate and acceptable range of development
standards, based upon the previous development goals for
improving present and future development, are determined
for use in developing the Land Use Plan.

As a product of planning research, national standards
have been developed for land development to ensure ade-~
quate community health and safety. Such standards must
be reviewed locally to determine whether each standard
reflects the unigue gualities of the community to which
they, once modified, (if necessary) will be applied.
Each of these standards must be acceptable to the commu-
nity and be consistent with the previously established

community goals and objectives.



The Land Use Plan will show the cumulative results of theé
planning process which include the determination of the

o o best land use patterns as expressed by the desires of the
Wi community and as reflected in the goal and objective
' statements. ,

Each of these land use categories will be shown on the
Land Use Plan: agricultural, residential, commercial,
open space/recreation and transportation.

The Land Use Plan is intended to serve as a general guide
for policy decisions pertaining to community develcpment.
As stated in the PREFACE to this document, the plan
requires periodic review as community attitudes change
and as development trends become more apparent than
projections could indicate.

8. Develop Recommendations for Imglémentation

Once the Land Use Plan is complete, the community should
decide how to get from here (existing development
conditions), to there (the general land use development
pattern as shown on the Land Use Plan). For that reason,
a list of recommendations on how to implement the provi-
sions of the development plan are usually developed as
part of the planning process.

. Typical recommendations often include the development of
<ﬁj} community ordinances and programs to achieve community
it goals and objectives as reflected in the Land Use Plan.
The recommendations of the joint Zoning and Land Use

Study Committee are shown in the RECOMMENDATIONS FOR

IMPLEMENTATION Section of this document.

D. DEFINITIONS

For the purpose of this document, the term 'community' is
defined as 1including both the Village of Sherwood and
Sherwood Township. The term 'Village' is defined as only
those areas within the Sherwood Village limit. The term
'Township' defines all those parts of Sherwood Township
excluding the areas within the Village of Sherwood.

\J

ety
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'II. SHERWOOD TOWNSHIP HISTORY

The first survey of Sherwood Township was started in 1826 after
being authorized by an act of the State Legislature. The first
surveyor was John Mullett. = The survey was not completed, on the
account of the Blackhawk War until 1832, and it then included
what is now the Township of Union, from which it was separated in
1837.. The first settler to Sherwood Township was Alexander
Tomlinson in 1833 and he gave it the name Sherwood, after his

former home of Sherwood Forest, England.*

Before the year 1836-37 had ended, a large number of settlers

arrived, most of them came from New York State. Among them were:
Low Witcomb, Clement Russell, Robert Waldron, Joseph Lane, Joseph
Parmer, Perry Ainaley, David Keyes, Nahum Sargent, Matt Double-
day, John Gilter, John Stanton, and others. By 1840 the Township
was "well covered" by settlers. The first settler south of the
St. Joseph River was John Onderdonla, he was also the first

settler to_build a frame house.*

Some of - the early records of Sherwood Township (1836) show the
following incidents: The first births were the twin daughters of
Robert Waldron. These girls both died and were the first to be
buried in the North Sherwood Cemetery; the first surveyed road
was called Territorial Road, which ran from Union City to
Leonidas (or Goodwinsville as it was known then).#*

The first apple trees were planted by Robert Waldron in 1836, who
enclosed them in a fence six rails high. These were planted on
the farm in Section 3 near the small creek next to M-60.*

The first schooclhouse was built in Section 5, near the southwest
corner. Later seven other districts were formed. The first,
south of the river, was built on a farm about 3/4 mile north of
the present Village of Sherwood. The minutes of the school's
board meetings were recorded in a small book now in the posses-

sion of Rex Ladyman.

In 1838 the first town meeting was held and the following offi-
cers were elected: Clerk - Phinias Lee; Justice of Peace -~
Joseph Russell and Joseph Minot; Road Commission -~ Joseph
Russell, Joseph Liebhart and Nahum Sargent.*

‘A Methodist Society was formed in 1838 by John Onderdonla, Lyman

Studley and Ryan Williams. It later had more than 100 members.
It held meetings in a log house just north of the present-day
cemetery and later built a church building across the road from
the cemetery. After some years had passed, they purchased a
church building which had been built by Mr. M. V. Rork and used a
few years as the "Rorkite Society".
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In 1866 the first Free Methodist Church Society was formed by 26
families. They built a church that year which still stands and
is the oldest Free Methodist Church in Michigan.*

In 1870 Sherwood was incorporated as a village. It was first
called Hazenville, as it was built of 20 acres of land plotted by

Frank Hazen. When the railroad was completed in 1870, the Post
Office was then called Sherwood. Its first Postmaster was Jared
‘Rorwell, who was followed by James Studley.

Frank Warner built a hotel in 1870, and other stores were built
by Jonathan Hare, William Parmer and others. Among the stores
built were grocery stores, drug store (Ezra Bostwick's) and

others,*

A large saw mill was established by John French. This mill did a
large business. They used the St. Joseph River to float logs
from as far east as Burlington. This mill continued business for
a long time 1870-80, but the depletion of our forests caused it

lto be discontinued.

A brick schoolhouse was built in 1876. The building is now used
by the Mascnic Lodge. Here most of the students, until 1908,
started school. 1In 1895 the building was condemned and the
school was moved into the college building, which was built in
1880 for a college by M. V. Rork.

The school was graded in 1880 for the first time, in 1890 the
twelfth grade was added by James Swain. Its first class was 5
boys and one girl. Its first graduates were May Stikney and Ara
Annis. In this year, a college was started by F. L. Kerris under
the name of "Sherwood Normal and Scientific College". 1In 1894
the college was closed due to the lack of finances. The girl's
dormitory, which had recently been built, was moved downtown and
made into the "Sherwood House Hotel" and later became "Hotel
Merrill". The boy's dormitory was also moved and used as a
cooperative office. The president's house is now owned by Aura

Arney.

In 1877 a group of people being dissatisfied with the new teach-
ings of the Methodist Church, formed a new religious sect and
built new churches in Athens and Sherwood. These people called
their new church "Church of Sherwood", others called their's
"Rorkites", the followers of M.V. Rork, the founder and builder.
(Rork also built the college buildings). This sect lasted only

five years.*

The Unity Church was founded in 1878. 1In 1881, the Unitarian
Church was built on Sherman Street. Later it was used as a
Maccabee Lodge for a number of years.

. S A e S T o S S Y



In 1880 a planlng mill was built by "Sawin and Stafford", later
the mill was used to saw out barrel heads. The mill, at one
time, was the largest in the United States.

A bank was established in 1883 by John Seyour and son George.

In 1884, the first telephone was installed by Bell, and the first
newspaper established by A. C. Culver.

The G.A.R. Post was organized in 1886, (W.R.C. in 1910).

In 1887, the first Village Council was convened and the following

officers were elected: President, Dr. Robert Fraser; Clerk,

" Elgin Barton; (no record of other officers).

The Masonic Lodge was organized and the Easter Star was formed in
1889.

In 1910 a bad fire swept through Sherwood, taking with it several
large stores, including a hardware and implement store, a furni-

-ture store and the Maschic Temple.

Among the early industries (1910), products included sorghum and
peppermint. Almost every farmer raised sorghum from which mo-

lasses was made. Molasses was used in place of sugar syrup on

pancakes or in making cakes and cookies. Mr. Duval Beard's
grandfather made a business of boiling down the juice crushed
from the sorghum. The crusher and boiling kettle was loaded on a
wagon and carried from farm to farm. They would unload the
crusher, which was powered by a horse who would walk to turn the
crusher. In later years, the cane was brought to the mill and a
gasoline engine was used for power and a copper pan was used
instead of a kettle. Some seasons 1,800 gallons of molasses was

made.

Mint was a very profitable crop at this time. Mint was found to
be very adaptable to Sherwood soil. Many farmers were able to
pay off their mortgage with magic o0il, which was distilled from
spearmlnt and peppermint plants. The St. Joseph Valley was a
main supplier for the drug industry, also supplying menthol which

was used by Vick's Chemical Company.

In 1923, another fire burned five more businesses (2 grocery
stores, post office, barber shop and meat market). The village
never seemed to recover from these catastrophes and is now a
pleasant residential area with only a few businesses. One of
these (1960), is a woodworking and furniture factory owned by Cal
Shoop, who installed modern machines for making sculptured walnut

furniture.
Around 1926, as the population grew, development began on Sher-

wood Township's 11 lakes and streams for resorts and homes. A
number of large tracts of shoreland have been plotted and im-

provements made.

II-3
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A 1961 description of one of these developments is as follows:
Mr. and Mrs. Mel Stump, of Athens, bought a parcel of lake front
land (60 acres) in 1961. It was divided into 67 lots, of which
23 have been sold and some fine homes built by people of nearby
towns and some from as far away as Detroit and Battle Creek. On
Union, Goodrich, Dean and Blossom Lake a large number of perma-
nent homes have been built.

This brief history of Sherwood Township was made possible through
the cooperation of a large number of people (1991). Some of whom
gave time and clippings, old newspapers, and other items of
interest. Some of these people are: Mr. and Mrs. Ora Morrell,
Mrs. Bessie Beard, Mrs. Margaret Lovejoy, Mill Katherine Evans,
Mrs. Mel Stump, Mrs. Erwin Stanton, Connie Clayten, Rex Ladyman

and others. Thank you.

II-4
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II1. EXIBTING CONDITIONS

" 'REGIONAL BETTING

The Community of Sherwood is in the northern tier of town-
ships in Branch County, Michigan. Branch County is bordered
by the State of Indiana to the south, St. Joseph County to
the west, Calhoun County to the north and Hillsdale County to
the east. Sherwood is 12 miles from the County Seat, Cold-
water. The Community is 12 miles south of the City of Battle

" Creek. The Village of Sherwood is in sections 27, 33 and 34

of Sherwood Township. The Township is bordered on the north
by Athens Township, Calhoun County; on the west by Leonidas
Township, St. Joseph County; on the south by Matteson Town-
ship and on the east by Union Township. Sherwood is half way
between Detroit and Chicago, and 16 miles north of the Indi-

ana line.

" The community is 36.1 square miles in total area of which

35.1 square miles is Township and 1.0 square mile is Village.
The Community covers 23,158.37 acres.

NATURAL CONDITIONS

1. Climate

Sherwood is in a temperate continental climate 2zone
modified by Lake Michigan (50 miles to the west). Ac-
cording to Coldwater weather records, the average daily
temperature is 47.8 degrees Fahrenheit with a January
average of 22.3 degrees and a July average of 70.9 de-
grees, Average annual precipitation for the area is
33.49 inches and the average snowfall is 47.8 inches.
The growing season averagei around 174 days (see Appen-
dix, Table 19 for details).

2. Water Resources

The St. Joseph River flows into the Township from the
northeast in section 12. The river flows north of the
Village and out of the Township at the southwest corner.
- The Union Lake dam in section 13 forms a lake which
extends east almost to the Village of Union City. The
other large bodies of water are Goodrich Lake in the
southwest corner of the Township and Oliverda Lake in
sections 15 and 20. Lake bodies cover 801.73 acres

(3.46%) of the Community.

15041 Survey of Branch County, Michigan, United States Department
of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service, September 1986.

2MIRIs; Branch County; Michigan Resource Inventory System, Land &
‘Water Management Division, Department of Natural Resources, 1990.

I11-1



3. Wetlands

/”“\ o According to the Michigan Resource Inventory System
Y (MIRIS) based on 1979 data, wetlands in the Community
cover 295.2 acres or 1,3 percent of the Community. These

wetlands include wet shrubland, aquatic beds and emergent

wetlands. Wetlands are scattered throughout the Communi-

-ty but large areas are found along the St. Joseph River,

Ottawa Creek and Spencer Creek, as well as around the

smaller lakes. Wetlands within the Village limits take

up.nearay one-third of the southeast gquarter of the

Village.
4. Woodlands

The MIRIS data shows 4,623.96 acres of woodland in the
Community (19.97%). These woodlands are widely scattered
throughout the Community with two small stands inside the
Village. The only_large stands are in sections
2,3,8,17,13,23 and 11. '

5. Topography

Sherwood Township is gently rolling with small hills and
knolls. The highest area in the Township, about 900 feet
above sea level, is in the southeast quarter of the
Township. The lowest point in the Township, 870 feet
o elevation, is the surface of the St. Joseph River as it
:( y leaves the Township. There is a small area of high

= ground north of the river near M-60 and M-66 which reach-

es 890 feet.

The Village is mainly located on level high ground south
of the St. Joseph River. Most of the Village is 900
feet above sea level. The land slopes to the St. Joseph

River.

6. Boils

Four general soil associations have been classified by
the Soil Conservation Service in Sherwood Township. The
west side of the Village is built upon Fox-Oshtemo-Ormas
Association and the east side is on Locke-Barry-Hillsdale
Association soils. The associations (see map) are:

2MIRISl Branch County; Michigan Resource Inventory System, Land &
Water Management Division, Department of Natural Resources, 1990.

3Grand Rapids 1:250,000 quadrangle, USGS, 1969.

IIT-2



8o0il Associations

~©  a. Fox-Oshtemo-Ormas Association: nearly level to
T X , moderately steep, well drained, loamy and sandy soils
i on ocutwash plains and moraines

b. Fox-Houghton-Edwards Association: nearly level to
moderately sloping, well drained, loamy soils on
outwash plains and moraines and level very poorly
drained, mucky scils in swamps, depress1ons and

drainageways

¢.  Matherton-Sebewa-Branch Association: level to gently
sloping, moderately well drained to poorly dralned,
. loamy and sandy soils on outwash plains and moraines

| d. Locke-Barry-Hillsdale Association: level to moder-
ately sloping, somewhat poorly drained, poorly
drained, and_well drained, loamy soils on till plalns

and moraines
7. 'Gaoloqy

The surface geology of the Community was produced by two
- elements: The glaciers which covered all of Michigan
until 10,000 years ago and the St. Joseph River which
formed as the glacier retreated and still exists in a

much reduced form.

As the glaciers retreated layers of ground—-up rock debris
were deposited upon the surface. In Sherwood these
layers of material are between 10 feet and 200 feet
thick. These deposits take several forms. The south-
eastern one-third of the Township is covered by a ground
moraine or glacial till plain. This is composed of an
unconsolidated jumble of sands, gravels, clay and rocks
which were simply dumped or melted out as the glacier
retreated. The surface has small pockets or depressions
called kettles and is distinguished by a series of small
elongated mills called drumlins. These drumlins all
point southwest to northeast and indicate the last gla-

cier retreated.

The northwestern two-thirds of the Township is an outwash
plain where glacial melt waters deposited sands and
gravels in layers. The St. Joseph River floodplain is a
remnant of the post glacial melt water basin. There are
three small areas of till plain, much cut up by the river
basins, in the northwest quarter of the Township. All
water wells in the Township extract water from these
glacial deposits. Underneath the glacial materials is a
bedrock of shale 1laid down about 345 million years ago

1g0i1 Survez of Branch County, Michigan, United States Department

'K ;&‘ of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service, September 1986.

II11-3
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during the late Devonian or early Mississippian age. The
shales themselves are an agquiduck (to block the flow of
water), but the layering of this type of rock can create
pockets or layers of water. However, the bedrock water
has a tendency to absorb materials from the shales which

make the water saline (salty).

C. DEMOGRAPHIC CONDITIONS

Population

In 1990 the Sherwood Community had a total population of
2,310 with the Township having 1,990 and the ‘Village's
share being 320. From the Great Depression to 1980,
growth has been steady. The Community averaged 20 to 30
percent increases for four decades. However, beginning
in the 1970's the Village lost population, while the
Township experienced 30 percent plus growth rates until
the 1980's, '

Median age in the Community rose between 1980 and 1990
from 29.8 to 32.0. The slow down in population growth
and rise in median age are related. In 1990 there were
about the same number of children and young adults below
25 years of age as 10 years before. The 0-~17 age group

increased from 652 to 702 while the 18-24 year olds

decreased from 255 to 203. In contrast the over 65 age
group rose from 227 to 264. The 55-64 group fell from
222 to 205 and the 25-44 age group rose from 549 to 635,
while the 45-54 group increased from 221 in 1980 to 301
in 1990. The median age in the Village in 1990 was 28.9
years. In 1990 the Village had 25 children under 5 years
of age and 78 from 5 to 18. There were 11, 18 to 20 year
olds, 24 from 21 to 24, 95 from 25 to 44, 41 from 45 to
54, 12 from 55 to 59, 5 from 60 toc 64 and 29 over 65.

Of the 2,310 residents of the Community, 1,172 were male
and 1,138 female. There were 32 residents of racial
groups other than White., Of the 2,310 residents, 18 had
Hispanic origins. Of the 320 residents of the Village,
161 were male and 159 female. There were 5 Village
residents of racial groups other than White. Of the 320
Village residents, 0 had Hispanic origins.®r>¢

41990 United States Census of Pogulation & Housing; U.S. Census

Bureau.

S10cal Area Population Change; Southcentral Michigan Planning
Council (unpublished file).

_61980 U.S. Census; U.S. Census Bureau.
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Housing

In 1990 the Community had 836 households, up from 716 in
1980. There were 652 family households of which 524 were
married couple households and 99 listed a female house-
holder with no husband present. Of the 184 non-family
households, 162 listed a householder living alone of
which 67 were over 65 years of age and of those 49 were
women. The average household size in the Township was
2.76, while the average family size was 3.14.

The Township had 1,028 housing units in 1990 compared to
959 units in 1980. Of the 1,028, 691 were one unit,
stand alone dwellings and 321 were classified as mobile
home, trailer or a similar type dwelling. In 1980 there

" were 836 occupied housing units and 192 vacant housing

units. O0f the vacant units 144 were seasonal, recrea-

‘tional or held for occasional uses. Of the occupied

units 680 were owner occupied and 156 were renter occu-
pied. The Township's median owner occupied home value
was $38,000. The median rent in the Township was $243
per month Ee Tables 9, 10 and 11 for detailed

detailed data).

In 1990 the Village had 111 households. There were 87
family households of which 67 were married couple house-
holds and 16 listed a female householder with nc husband
present. Of the 24 non-family households, 19 listed a
householder living alone of which 9 were over 65 years of
age and of those 8 were women. The average household
size in the Village was 2.88, while the average family

size was 3.26.

The Village had 117 housing units in 19920. Of these, 100
were one unit, stand alone units and 15 were classified
as mobile home, trailer or a similar type dwelling. 1In
1990 there were 111 occupied housing units and 6 vacant
housing units. Of the vacant units one was seasonal,
recreational or held for occasional uses. Of the occu-
pied units 91 were owner occupied and 20 were renter
occupied. The Village's median owner occupied home value
was $23,200. The median rent in the Village was $231 per
month (see Tables 9, 10, and 11 for detailed data).

Income

According to U.S. Census Bureau estimates the 1979 per
capita income in the Township was $5,867. This rose to

1990 United States Census of Populatlon & Housing; U.S. Census

- Bureau.

SLocal Area Population Change; Southcentral Michigan Plannlng

Council (unpublished file).
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$8,219 by 1987, which is a 40.1 percent increase. House-
hold income from the 1980 Census for the Community was
$15,402 and by 1990 household income was $25,000. The
1979 per capita income in the Village was $4,836.  This
rose to‘4§f 368 by 1987, which is a 24.1 percent

_1ncrease

4. Rducation

In 1980 the median educational attainment for adults 25
years and older in the Township was 12.3 years. Over 36
percent of the adult population had less than 12 years of
education, 47.8 percent had 12 years, 10.6 percent had
some college and 5.3 percent had four years or more of
college. In 1990, while 74.8 percent had graduated high
school, only 4.5 percent had a college degree.4

ECONOMIC CONDITIONS

In 1980 the Census listed Sherwood Community occupations in
five categories: Managerial 11.6 percent, Technical 18.4
percent, Service 9.8 percent, Agriculture and Forestry 7.0
percent and all others 53.1 percent.

Within the Community there are no large (10 employees +)
employers. There are 10 smaller businesses (less than 5
employees each) which together employ less than 25 persons.

Economically the Sherwood Community is part of the larger
community of Branch County. The county labor force averaged
17,300 workers in 1990 and the unemployment rate averaged 8.6
percent according to Michigan Employment Security Commission
(MESC) records. The MESC report for 1990 lists averages of
525 workers employed in construction and mining in the Coun-
ty, 3,700 workers in manufacturing, 350 in transportation and
utilities, 375 in wholesale trade, 2,250 in retail trade, 425
in finance, insurance and real estate, 1,400 in the service
sector and 3,925 in government. The magufacturing jobs in
the County tend to be auto-parts related.

41990 United States Census of Population & Housing; U.S. Census

Bureau.

5local Area Population Change; Southcentral Michigan Planning

Council (unpublished file}.

61080 U.S. Census; U.S. Census Bureau.

71987 U.S. Census of Agriculture; U.S. Census Bureau.

8

Civilian Iabor Force & Employment Estimates 1990, Branch

ounty IMA; Michigan Employment Security Commission, 1992.
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According to the 1992 U.S. Census of Agriculture there were
552 farms in the County with sales of $10,000 or more. Of
these 45§ raised cash grains, 338 raised livestock and

““poultry.
E. LAND USE CHARACTERIBTICSE OF THE TOWNSBHIP

1. Agriculture and Open Space

The MIRIS survey found 67.69 percent of the Community to
be in agricultural uses and 5.07 percent in open space.
There were 15,407.22 acres in cropland, 8.91 acres in
"orchards and 258.12 acres in permanent pasture. There
wexre 702.29 acres of herbaceous open space and 472.69
acres classified as shrub open space at the time of the

1979 survey.

The increase in the number of housing units in the Town-
gship since 1980 would tend to indicate that the acreage
figures for agriculture as a whole have continued to
fall. There has been at least some change in specific
classifications of agriculture.

2. Residential

The MIRIS survey does not distinguish between Township
and Village areas, so of the 533.13 acres of residential
uses reported for the whole Sherwood Community perhaps
one-fifth are in the Vvillage. The Township has concen-
trated residential developments around Union Lake and
along the west side of Oliverda and Kenyon Lakes, the
east side of Oliverda as well as smaller clusters around
the other lakes and along m-60 east of M-66. of the
total residential acreage there were 39,19 acres in
mobile home parks in the Community.

Of the Village's 640 acres, approximately 150 acres are
in residential uses. This is mainly single—fam%ly dwell~
ing units. The Village is largely undeveloped.

3. Commercial

Commercial activities in the Sherwood Community are not
confined to the Village and totals 12.48 acres. There is
no business district as such. Like other rural villages
in the County, there has been some spread of commercial
uses along tge main arterial road (Dunks Road)} outside of

the Village.

2MIRIS, Branch County; Michigan Resource Inventory System, Land &
Water Management Division, Department of Natural Resources, 1990.

71987 U.S. Census of Agriculture; U.S. Census Bureau.
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4. Industrial

5 Industrial uses in the Community are not found in the
Village. There are 8.95 acres of indgstrial land use all
at the intersection of M~66 and M-60.

S. Public Recreation

The Michigan Department of Natural Resources has three
public fishing access sites in the Community. ©One on
‘Union Lake, one on Kenyon Lake, and one on Oliverda Lake.
The Village has one park of seven acres. A total of 3.56
acres were classified as recreational in 1979. The
Township has one park (Waldron) of approximately three
acres on the east side of M-66 and north of M-60.

6. Transportation

M-60 running east-west through the northern mile of the
Township is a two-lane State highway connecting Jackson
and Three Rivers. M-60 has been averaging 3,000 vehicles
per day. M-66, another two-lane highway, is a north-
south route from the Battle Creek urban area which T's
with M-60 in section 3 of the Township. M-66 averages
4,000 vehicles per day.

o~ The County Road Commission has been gradually upgrading
'( }} old Highway 78 to 'all-weather access' classification (no

£ seasonal load limits). This route is a continuation of
M-66 south of M-60 along Athens Road to Dunks Road which
angles southwest, cutting the corner of the Village and
continuing on to the Village of Colon in St. Joseph

County.

Other county primary roads are: Dunks Road from Athens
Road to Union cCity, Ralston Road from the St. Joseph
County line to M-60, Arney Road, Babcock from M-86 to
Girard Road and Girard Road.

The main thoroughfares in the Village are Division Street
and Main Street (which becomes Athens Road in the Town-
ship). Both are classified as minor collectors.

The nearest interstate highway is I-69 running north-

south and located 10 miles east of the Township. I-94 is
an east-west interstate located 14 miles north of Sher-

wood Township.

2MIRIS, Branch County; Michigan Resource Inventory System, Land &
Water Management Division, Department of Natural Resources, 1990.

)
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The old Penn Central Rail line running diagonally
southwest-northeast, through the Village and the Town-
ship, has been abandoned and the tracks removed. The
nearest rail service is now in Coldwater.

Branch County has a county-wide demand-response type
public transit service (BATA - Branch Area Transit Au-
thority). There is no private sector public transit in

the county.

The nearest airports are in Sherwood Township (David
Field 9 C-2), Coldwater and Battle Creek. ©Only the
Kellogg Airport in Battle Creek has scheduled air
,freight. The nearest passenger air service is in Kalama-

Z00.
7. Public Pacilities
a. Bchools:

"The western side of the Township is in the Colon
community School District which is part of the St.
Joseph Intermediate School District. Colon Community
Schools have 55 teachers and a total enrollment of
approximately 1,000. The senior high and a middle
school are in Colon with a combined enrollment of
450. The elementary school in Colon has an enroll-
ment of 400. A second elementary school in Leonidas

. : has 100 students. The Colon District is served by

f(r‘g Glen Oaks Community College, a two year college

“ located south of Centrevii%e (about 16 miles south-

west of Sherwood Village).

The southeastern quarter of the Township, including
the Village, is in the Union City Community Schools
District, which is part of the Calhoun Intermediate
School District. Union City Schools has a 350 stu-
dent senior high, a 350 student middle school and one
elementary school with 500 students. Union City
Schools have 64 teachers. The District is served by
Kellogg cOmmuq}ty College which has a branch campus
in coldwater.l

The northeastern quarter of the Township is in the
Athens Area School District which is also in the
Calhoun Intermediate District. This District has a
senior high and middle school in Athens and an ele-
mentary school in East Leroy. This %istrict is also
served by Kellogg Community College.1

97ransportation Data File, smpc, unpublished collection of

working papers.

105689 Edition Michigan Education Directory & Buyer's Guide,

Michigan Education Directory.
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Police:

The Township receives police protection from the
Branch County Sheriff's Department. The Village has
two part-time police officers. The nearest State
Police Post is in Coldwater, 12 miles to the south-

east.
Fire:

The Community has a Township Fire Department with 15
volunteer firemen. The fire station is located in
the Township and is part of the Town Hall. -

Health Care:

The nearest hospital is in Coldwater. There is no
doctor or dentist in the community, but there are
doctors and dentists in Union ‘City, Colon and Athens.

Utilities:

Electrical utilities are supplied by Consumers Power
Company, a State-wide electrical power company which
also supplies natural gas to the Sherwood area.
Union City Electric Company also provides electrical
service to the Township. The telephone utility is

' General Telephone Company. There is no sanitary

sewer anywhere in the Community. All dwellings and
businesses have private septic systems. There is no
public water system in the Community. All potable
water comes from private wells.

Adninistrative Bervices:

The Township provides property assessment. Except
for M-60 and M-66 all road maintenance must be con-
tracted through the County Road Commission. The
Township has formed a fire department and is con-
tracted to provide service to the Village.

8. Btate Equalized Valuation

In 1995, Sherwood Township had a total assessed valuation
of $23,996,254.

Sherwood Village hagla total State Equalized Valuation of

$1,634,898 in 1995.

{See Table 7).

111995 ad valorem Property Tax Levy Report; State Tax Commission.

L
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IV. BHERWOOD COMMUNITY FUTURE LAND USE TRENDS

AGRICULTURE AND OPEN SPACE LAND USE

For -Sherwood Township, agricultural uses account for nearly
70 percent of the land area. In Branch County the trend has
been towards larger farms. In 1987 the average farm size in

-the county was 220 acres, in 1992 average farm size was up to

243 acres, (U.S. Census of Agriculture). A review of Town-

" ship plat books, (Rockford Publlshlng), would seem to

confirm that this trend is evident in Sherwood Township.

‘Except for areas around the 1akes, there is little evidence

of the trend, found in neighboring townships, towards large
scale sell-off of road frontage for residential uses.

'Recent press reports {Kalamazoo Gazette, May 1996) indicate a

trend throughout southwest Michigan towards lots of 10 acres
or less in agrlculture areas for non-farm uses. While Branch
County as a whole is not immune to this loss of agricultural
land, (1995 Branch Land Use Plan, smpc), Sherwood seems to

have been'bypassed up to now.

RESIDENTIAL LAND UBE

The Village has an almost completely residential character.

There has been no significant change in the basic Vlllage
housing stock for over a decade. Most dwellings in the

Village are single-family homes.

In the Township, most readily buildable lots around the lakes
seem to have been developed Extensive wetlands will hinder
development of the remaining lakefront areas as well as river
frontage areas along the St. Joseph River.

over the last two decades a State-wide trend has developed
whereby people working in urban counties move their place of
residence to nearby rural counties. The 1990 Census indi-
cates that this type of population shift is occurring from
Calhoun to Branch County. With direct access to Battle Creek
via M-66 from Sherwood, the community may expect this type of
residential land use pressure to occur.

COMMERCIAL LAND USE

There has been very little commercial development any where
in the communlty The trend evident in other parts of the
county is for new commercial development te occur along State
highways just outside village or city limits. Sherwood
vVillage is located over three miles from M-60. Given the
nature of modern convenience shopping, commercial development
seeks out roadways with high average traffic volumes. No
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roads in the community other than M-60 and M-66 provide

- adequate commercial exposure and development along the two
‘highways is currently concentrating nearer to Athens and

Union City Village.

INDUSTRIAL LAND USE

Thée community has had no sighificant industrial development.
The current trend is for industries to seek out locations

with direct access to major hlghways and with a full range of
'publlc utilities in place.

RECRBATIOHAL LAND USE

The Branchtcounty Parks plan does not call for any expansion
of the current county system in the northwest part of the

. .county. The Michigan Department of Natural Resources (MDNR)

has a continuing program aimed towards acquisition of publlc
access sites on major rivers and lakes - but no waterbody in
Sherwood Township has been mentioned in recent MDNR planning

reports.
PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES

With this document the Village and the Township plan to
coordinate economic and community development efforts.

Iv-2
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10.

11.

V. NEEDS8, CONCERNS, ADVANTAGES AND OPPORTUNITIES

-NEEDS AND CONCERNS OF COMMUNITY LAND USE CONDITIONS

concern of poor perception of community image
concern about non-utilization of the St. Joseph River

concern about enforcement of existing junk, nuisance,
health, etc. ordinances

need to 'avoid/reducé intensive 1livestock operation
conflicts with neighboring uses

concern about groundwater quality both as an agricultur-
al resource and public health necessity ‘

concern about surface water quality to both the lakes
and the St. Joseph River

need for municipal sewer and water
need for commercial shopping opportunities

concern about potential for rapidly inflationary proper-
ty assessments

concern about community's housing stock: perceived
decline of older housing and reported increasing cost of

new housing

concern about urban vs rural communities competition/
conflicts

B. ADVANTAGES OF THE COMMUNITY OF SBHERWOOD

1.

2.

St. Joseph River and major tributaries as a surface
water resource and tourism attraction

good public access to numerous lakes for recreational
purposes and as home sites

abundant groundwater

successful industries in the community

close proximity to medium and large urban centers
low crime rate

fire department

public library



C. OPPORTUNITIES FOR THE FUTURE OF THE COMMUNITY OF SHERWOOD
‘(’*T " 1. potential for tourism attracted to the St. Joseph River

2. potential to influence the direction of residential and
commercial development before conflicts occur

3. potential to attract industrial base
4. potential to expand residential opportunities
5. 1994 reduction in Michigan property tax rate

6. opportunity to take advantage of current urban to rural
counties population movement

#57Msection.5
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. VI. TOWNSHIP OF SHERWOOD GOALS:AND.OBJECTIVES'

Thrbughout the planning process, the Township of Sherwood will
incorporate goals and strategies into the formulation of its Land

. Use Plan.

Furthermore, this document may be used periodically as

a guide when reviewing proposed developments to ensure their
compliance with the community's overall development policies.

A. AGRICULTURAL DEVELOPMENT

MAINTAIN THE RURAL CHARACTER OF THE TOWNSHIP WHILE

Goal 1:
PROVIDING FOR RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT IN A PLANNED AND
DIRECTED MANNER IN ORDER TO AVOID CONFLICTS BETWEEN
FARM AND NON-FARM USES.
~ Objectives:

1. Identify agricultural farmlands in the community
and take steps to discourage residential develop-
ment activities in agricultural areas which would
lead to 1land use conflicts or adversely affect
farming cperations and encourage long-term
commitments to agricultural activities in those

areas.

2. Encourage Intensive Livestock Operations and
similar activities to locate away from existing
and planned residential areas. Provide for the .
protection of those operations from the encroach-
ment of residential uses.

3. Establish animal unit density provisions for
maximum intensity of agricultural operations.

4. Incorporate prevailing wind considerations in
establishing community zoning regulations.

5. Encourage transfer of development rights concepts
into zoning regulations; encourage preservation of
environmentally sensitive areas.

6. Encourage the use of the Farmland Preservation Act
to maintain the rural character of the community.

B. RESIDENTIAL DEVELOPMENT

Goal 1:

Goal 2:

RESTIDENTIAL GROWTH SHOULD BE MANAGED SO AS NOT TO
HINDER THE AGRICULTURAL INDUSTRY NOR REQUIRE EXCESSIVE

PUBLIC INFRASTRUCTURE.

DEVELOP ADEQUATE, SOUND AND DECENT HOUSING IN A DE-
SIRABLE ENVIRONMENT, FOR A VARIETY OF SOCIAL AND

ECONOMIC GROUPS.
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. Objectives:

1.

2.

10.

11.

12'

13.

14.

Encourage developers to fill existing subdivi-
sions. ‘

Provide for new subdivisions and multi-family
dwellings. ‘

Encourage a diversity of singleffamily units which

. will satisfy the varying social and economic needs

of the community.

Protect residential areas from incompatible uses,
including the elimination of nonconforming uses.

Preserve homes of historical and/or architectural
significance. :

Arrange housing densities so that higher densities
do not weaken the integrity of low density areas.

Utilize medium and higher densities as
transitional uses between nonresidential and low
density land uses.

Utilize existing inventory of codes and ordinances
to eliminate blighting influences from residential

areas.

Upgrade the existing housing stock capable of
rehabilitation and conservation through code
enforcement. :

Limit medium-high density housing to areas where
major utilities can be made available (i.e. gas,
sewer, water, etc.).

Limit housing around lake areas to control pollu-
tion.

Limit growth to nonagricultural lands and away
from intensive livestock operations.

Discourage residential strip development along
major roadways (arterials).

Discourage single lot residential development in
agricultural areas which would lead to 1land use
conflicts or adversely affect farming operations
and the economic viability of agricultural activi-

ty.
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D.

COMMERCIAL DEVELOPMENT

PROVIDE FOR A VARIETY OF COEMERCIAL 'DEVELOPMENTS
APPROPRIATELY LOCATED TO SERVE THE NEEDS OF THE POPU-

LATION.

Address potential signage problens in approprlate
51gn regulatlons.'

'Limit commercial development to preserve functlon
- of county primary roads and State highways.

Limit commercial activities that require large
amounts of water usage to areas which can be
served by sanitary sewer.

Plan for commerciel activity to expand proportion-
ately with residential development.

INDUSTRIAL DEVELOPMENT

Goal 1:
Objectives:
1.
2,
3.
4.
Goal 1:
Goal 2:

THE TOWNSHIP OF SHERWOOD RECOGNIZES THAT INDUSTRY IS
ESSENTIAL TO A HEALTHY AND VIABLE COMMUNITY AND WILL
PLAN TO REFLECT THE NEEDS AND DESIRES OF INDUSTRY FOR
EXPANSION WHILE PROVIDING FOR MORE COMPATIBLE RELA-
TIONSHIPS BETWEEN INDUSTRY AND RESIDENTIAL AREAS.

RESTRICT INDUSTRIES TO AREAS WHERE A FULL RANGE OF
INFRASTRUCTURE AND UTILITIES ARE POTENTIALLY AVAIL-

ABLE.

1.

2.

Keep appropriate parcels of 1land available to
encourage new industry.

Dlscourage industry in the direction of stable
residential development.

Discourage housing development in designated areas
for industrial development.

Utilize highway accessibility whenever possible in
planning for industrial development.

Explore the fea51b111ty of developing an Industri-
al Park.

Assess impacts of proposed industrial expansion,
particularly in terms of service needs.

Provide financial incentives to prospective
industries and those seeking to expand their
facilities through industrial development grant

applications.



8. Protect water and air quality.

{5f} 9. Prevent excessive governmental expenditures for
T infrastructure and utilities expansions.

E. PARKS AND RECREATION DEVELOPMENT

Goal 1: PLAN FOR CONVENIENT AND ACCESSIBLE RECREATION
FACILITIES AND PROGRAMS TO ALL THE RESIDENTS OF THE
COMMUNITY AND RECOGNIZE THE INDISPENSABLE PART THAT
THEY PLAY IN PROMOTING AN ADEQUATE AND DIVERSIFIED
RECREATIONAL ENVIRONMENT FOR ALL AGES.

Goal 2: PROTECT THE COMMUNITY'S NATURAL FEATURES.
Objeétivesz

1. Preserve and protect passive recreation facilities
(woodlands, floodplains) from development.

2. Incorporate requirements for open space and land-
scaping in new housing developments.

3. Preserve and protect present marshlands and wood-
lots.

F. TRANSBPORTATION

( \
. -

AN

Goal 1: PROMOTE AN EFFECTIVE TRANSPORTATION AND CIRCULATION
NETWORK WITHIN AND THROUGH THE COMMUNITY WITH AN
EMPHASIS ON SAFETY.

Objectives:
1. Review all street corners for proper signs.

2. Promote a functional system of roadways consistent
with sound standards along with sufficient right-
of-way widths to accommodate the varied modes of
travel which are expected to be present in the
future.

3. Minimize through traffic in residential neighbor-
hoods.

4. Consider adequate and aesthetically attractive
off-street auto and bicycle parking areas to serve
commercial, industrial and recreational centers in

the area.

5. Promote access to handicapped and elderly persons
when constructing new sidewalks.
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6. Review the existing road classifications to deter-
mine the primary function of each road.

7. Regulate land development to ensure the road
system serves as designed.

G. UTILITIES

Goal 1: CONSIDER THE DEVELOPMENT OF NECESSARY SERVICES IN
' ACCORDANCE . WITH PRESENT AND PLANNED FUTURE NEEDS OF

THE COMMUNITY.
Objectives:
1. <Carefully assess future needs.

H. COMMUNITY FACILITIES

Goal 1: PLAN FOR A RANGE OF COMMUNITY FACILITIES AND SERVICES
TO ADDRESS THE PRESENT AND FUTURE NEEDS OF COMMUNITY

RESIDENTS AND BUSINESSES.

Objectives:

1. Review, update and enforce all community
ordinances paying special attention to the regula-
tions of trash, rubbish, inoperable vehicles,
building materials and the maintenance of vacant

'(ﬂ‘é buildings.

2. Maintain fire protection.

3. Promote the Branch County District Library branch.

4. Maintain a capital improvements program and iden-
tify funding sources or mechanisms.

5. Promote the safety of public right-of-ways and
public property under Township jurisdiction in a
clean and orderly manner, and encourage private
property owners to 4o the same.

6. Encourage appropriate open space and landscaping
standards in all residential, industrial and
commercial areas.

-7. Enforce existing codes and ordinances pursuant to
lot and building appearance.

8. Support and encourage private sector efforts in
meeting beautification goals.

L
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VII. RECOMMENDED FUTURE LAND USE PLAN

AGRICULTURE AND OPEN SPACE LAND USE

RESIDENTIAL LAND USE

COMMERCIAL LAND USE

INDUSTRIAL LAND USE

RECREATIONAL LAND USBE

ViIi-1



F. PUBLIC FACILITIES AND SERVICES

G. HIBTORIC AREAS

£1
C )
L
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VIII. RECOMMENDATIONS FOR IMPLEMENTATION

DEVELOP ZONING ORDINANCE

Section VI recommends goals which may need the support of a
zoning ordinance to be developed. Zoning is the main tool
which is used to achieve the recommended land use pattern.
Once the Land Use Plan is adopted, future zoning decisions
should be based on the policies of the Land Use Plan. Zoning
changes which are not consistent with the Land Use Plan
should be denied, or if appropriate and consistent with the
Land Use Plan, rezonings should be preceded with an amendment

to the Land Use Plan.
DEVELOP NUISANCE ORDINANCE

A nuisance ordinance is a secondary tool used to maintain the
integrity of existing land uses.

DEVELOP A CAPITAL IMPROVEMENT PROGRAM

The Township's and the Village's Boards should review plans
for each public infrastructure and building improvement to
assure consistency with the Land Use Plan. According to
Section 10 of the Township Planning Act - Act 168 of 1959,
Acts of Michigan Legislature and Section 6 of the Municipal
Planning Act - Act 285 of 1931 capital improvements by or in
the community should consider the policies of the Land Use

Plan.
DEVELOP COMMUNITY RECREATION PLAN

Provisions for community parks should be made that are con-
sistent with the policies of the Land Use Plan. The recrea-
tion plan should be reviewed annually and updated every five
years so as to maintain eligibility for the Michigan Depart-
ment of Natural Resources grant programs.

DEVELOP BUBDIVISION REGULATIONS/ORDINANCE

Subdivision regulations or a subdivision ordinance should be
adopted which is consistent with the Land Use Plan. Plat
reviews should be conducted to assure compliance with the
residential development goals and objectives of the communi-

ty.

VIII-1



. F. BPECIAL SBTUDIES

The Sherwood Community should consider a variety of studies
as warranted to address issues raised in Section VI of the
Land Use Plan including the following:

Groundwater Contamination Prévention
Condominium Regulations

Intensive Livestock Operations Regulations
Wetland Protection .

Community Solid Waste Disposal

Municipal Sewer/Water Feasibilitf Study

Industrial Attraction Feasibility Study

VIII-2
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_ Soil Name

Kidder-C

Oshtemo-B

Oshtemo-C

Oshtemo-E

Rilisdale-B

Riddles-B

Hillsdale-C

Riddles-C

-Gilford

Hatmaker-B

Cohoctah

TABLE 1

BOXIL SUITABILITY FOR:
BUILDING SITE DEVELOPMENT
SHERWOOD COMMUNITY

Shat (ow
Excavaetions

Slight

Moderate
slope

Severe
cutbanks cave

Severe
cutbanks cave

Severe
cutbanks cave

siope

Slight

Slight

Moderate
slope

Moderate
slope

Severe
cutbanks cave

pording

Severe
wetness

Severe
wWetness
cutbanks cave

bwellings
Hithout
Basements

Moderate
shrink-swell

Hoderete
shrink-swell

stope
Slight

Moderate
slope

Severe
slope

Slight

Moderate
shrink-swell

Moderate
slope

Modérate

stope
shrink-swell

Severe

pording

Severe
wetness

Severe
wetness
flooding

Dwellings
With
Basements

slight

Moderate
slope

slight

Moderate
slope

Severe
slope

Slight

Moderate
shrink-swell

Moderate
siope

Mcderate

stope
shrink-swell

Severe

ponding

Severe
wetness

Sevefe
wetness
- flooding

1 ——_——-— -
N S S S W o

e S S s . P s e

Small
Commercial
Buildings

Hoderate

shrink-swell
slope

Severe
slope

slight

Severe
slope

Severe
siope

Moderate
sliope

Moderate

slope
shrink-swell

Severe
slope

Severe
slope

Severe

pording

Severe
wetness

Severe
- Wetness
flooding

Local Roads
and Streets

Moderate
- frost action
Low strength

Moderate

sliope
frost action

low strength

Slight

Hoderate
slope

Severe
slope

Moderate
frost action

Moderate
low strength
frost action

Moderate

slope
frost action

Kederate
low strength

slope
frost action

Severe
ponding
frost action

Severe
wetness

Severe
flooding
frost action

Lawns and
Landscaping

Moderate
slope

Slight

Moderate
stope

Severe
slope

Slight

slight

Moderate
stope

Moderate
slope

Severe
pording

Severe
wetness

Severe
flocding
wetness
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TABLE 1 - CON'T

Dwellings bwellings Small
Shallow -Without C O With Conmercial . Local Roads Lawns and

Soil Neme Excavations Basements Basements Buildings ared Streets Landscaping

Matherton-A Severe Severe Severe Severe Severe Hoderate

‘ cutbanks cave wWetness wetness wetness frost sction wetness
wetness

Brady-A Severe Severe Severe Severe '~ Severe Moderate
cutbanks cave wWetness Wetness wethess frost action wetness
wetness

Elmdale-B Severe : Moderate Severe Moderate Modefate Slight
wethess wethess wetness wetness wetness

frost action

Teasdale-A Severe Severe Severe Severe Severe Moderate
cutbanks cave wetness wetness " wetness frost action wetness
wetness

ioughton Severe Severe Severe Severe Severe Severe
ponding pording pording ponding slope ‘excess humus
excess humus low strength tow strength [on strength tow strength ponding

frost action

Locke-B Severe Severe Severe Severe Severe Moderate
wetness wetness wetness wetness frost action wetness

Barry Severe Severe Severe Severe Severe Severe
ponding ponding ponding ponding ponding ponding

Spinks-B Severe Slight Stight $kight Slight Moderate
cutbanks cave droughty

Adrian Severe Severe Severe Severe Severe Severe
ponding ponding ponding ponding ponding excess humus
cutbanks cave low strength low strength tow strength ponding
excess hums frost action

Bronson-A Severe Moderate Severe Moderate Severe Slight
cutbenks cave wetness wethess wetness frost action

Paims Severe Severe Severe Severe Severe Severe
excess humus ponding ponding ponding ponding pording
ponding {ow strength low strength low strength frost action excess humis

Sebewa Severe Severe Severe Severe Severe Severe
cutbanks cave ponding pornding ponding frost action ponding

ponding ponding
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TABLE 1 - CON'T

Shaliow

Soil Name Excavations

Duellings
Without
Basements

Duellings
With
Basements

Smaltl
Commercial
Bui ldings

Local Roads
and Streets

Lawns and

Lardscaping

----------------------------------------------------------------------- B L L R e R

Severe
cutbanks cave
wetness

§evere
ponding

excess humus

Severe
cutbanks cave

Fox-A

. Severe
cutbanks cave

Fox-8

Severe
cutbanks cave

Fox-C

Moderate
too clayey

Morley-B

Moderate
too clayey

slope

Morley-C

Severe
cutbanks cave

Leoni-B

Severe
cutbanks cave
wetness

Thetford-A

Severe
cutbanks cave

Ormas-8

Owosso-B slight

Severe
Cutbanks cave

ponding

Corunna

‘Moderate
wetness

Severe
ponding
low strength

slight

Slight

Moderate
stope

Noderate
shrink-swell
Moderate

shrink-swell

Slight

Severe
wetness

slight
slight

Severe

ponding

Hoderate
wWethess

Severe
ponding
{ow strength

Slight

Slight

Moderate
slope

Moderate
shrink-swell

Moderate
siope

slight

Severe
wetness

Slight

$light

Severe

ponding

Moderate
wetness

Severe
ponding
low strength

Moderate
shrink-swell

Koderate
shrink-swell
slope

Severe

slope

Moderate
shrink-suell
Severe

stope

slight

Severe
Hethess

slight
Slight

Severe

ponding

Moderate
wetness
frost action

Severe
pording
frost action

Hoderate
frost action

Moderate
frost action

Moderate
slope
frost action

Severe
Llow strength

Severe
low strength

Slight

Moderate
wWetness
frost action

Moderate
frost action

Moderate
frost action

Severe
ponding

frost action

Moderate
droughty

Severe
excess humus
ponding

slight

stight

Moderate
siope

Slight

Mcderate
slope

Hoderate
large stones
droughty

Moderate
wetness

droughty

Moderate
droughty

Slight

Severe
ponding

A -
B -
c -

0- 3 percent slope
3- 6 percent slope
6-12 percent slope

KEY:

#555\table.1

b - 12-18 percent slope
E - 18-35 percent slope

SOURCE: Soil Survey of Branch County, M1; Table 12, pgs. 104-106; U.S. Department of Agriculture, SCS; 1986.



"TABLE 2

80IL BUITABILITY FOR:
SANITARY FACILITIES
S8HERWOOD COMMUNITY

Septic Tank Trench Area
) Absorption Sewage Lagoon Sanitary Sanitary Daily Cover
Soil Name Fields Areas Landfitt . Landfill For Lendfill
Kidder-B slight Severe Severe Severe Poor
seepage seepage seepage smalt stones
Kidder-C Moderate Severe Severe Severe Poor
stope seepage seepage seepage small stones
' siope
Oshtemo-B slight Severe Severe Severe. Poor
seepage seepage seepage seepage
Oshtemo-C Moderate Severe Severe Severe Poor
stope seepage seepage seepage seepage
slope
Oshtemo-E Severe Severe Severe Severe Poor
slope seepoge seepage seepage seepage
slope slope slope slope
Hililsdale-B Slight Severe Severe Severe Good
seepage seepage seepage
Riddtes-B Sslight Moderate Moderate Slight Fair
seepage too clayey too clayey
slope
Hiltsdale-C Moderate Severe Severe Severe Fair
slope seepage seepage seepage siope
slope
Riddles-C Moderate Severe Severe Moderate Fair
slope slope slope slope slope
too clayey too clayey
Gitford Severe Severe Severe Severe Poor
pording seepage seepage seepage seepage
poor filter ponding ponding ponding too sandy
too sandy smatt stones
Hatmaker-8 Severe Severe Severe Severe Poor
wetness seepage wetness wetness wetness
percs slowly wetness
Cohoctah Severe Severe Severe Severe Poor
wetness wetness wetness wetness wWetness
flooding flooding flooding flooding thin layer
poor filter seepage seepage seepage



TABLE 2 - CON'T

Septic Tenk
Abserption
Soil Neme Fields

Sewnge Lagoon

Aress

Trench
Sanitary
Landfill

Area
Sanitary
Ltandfill

Daily Cover

for Landfill

N L L L L L L L LT TP P YR e L L L T )

Motherton-A Severe
wetness
poor filter

Brady-A . Severe
wetness

Elmdale-B Severe
' wetness

Teasdale-A ~ Severe
' wetness

Houghton Severe
' ponding

percs slowly

Locke-B Severe
wetness

Barry-B Severe

ponding

Spinks-B . Slight

Barry-C Severe
ponding

percs slowly

Adrian Severe
ponding
poor filter

Bronson-A Severe
wetness

palms . Severe
subsides
ponding

Sebews Severe
poor filter

ponding

Severe

seepage
Wetness

Severe

seepage
wetness

Severe
wetness

Severe

seepage
wetness

Severe
seepage
pording

excess humis

Severe

seepage
wetness

Severe
seepage
pording

Severe
seepage

Severe

ponding

Severe
seepage
ponding

excess humus

Severe

seepage
wetness

Severe
seepage
excess humus
pording

Severe
seepage
pording

Severe

seepage
wetness

too sandy

Severe
seepage
Wetness

Severe
‘wetness-

Severe

seepage
wetness

Severe

ponding

excess humus

Severe
wetness

Severe
seepage
ponding

Severe
seepage

too sandy

Severe

ponding

Severe
porcling

seepage

Severe
seepage
wetness

Severe
perding

excess humus

Severe
seepage
ponding
too sandy

Severe

seepage
wetness

Severe
seepage

wetness

Severe
wetness

‘Severe

seepage
wetness

Severe
ponding
seepage

Severe

seepage
Wetness

Severe
seepage
ponding

Severe

seepage

Severe

pording

Severe

ponding

seepage

Severe
seepage

‘ wetness

Severe
ponding
seepage

Severe
seepage
ponding

Poor
seepage
too sandy

small stones

Poor
wetness

Fair
. too sandy

wetness

Poor
wetness

Poor
pordding
excess humus

Poor
wetness

Poor
pording

Poor
seepage
too sarcly

Poor
ponding

Poor
ponding
excess hunus

Poor
seepege

Poor
pending

excess humis

Poor

small stones
seepage

too sanddy



TABLE 2 - CON'T

Septic Tank Trench Area
Absorption Sewage Lagoon Sanitary Sanitary Daily Cover
Soil Hame Fields Areas Lendfill Landfitl For Landfitl
Branch-B Severe Severe Severe Severe Poor
wetness seepage seepage seepage thin layer
poor filter wetness wetness wetness
Edwards Severe Severe Severe Severe Poor
ponding ponding pording ponding ponding
percs slowly seepage seepage excess humus
excess humis
Fox-AEB Severe Severe Severe Severe Poor
poor filter seepage seepage seepage seepage
too sandy too sandy
small stones
Fox-C Severe Severe Severe Severe Poor
poor filter seepage seepage seepage seepage
slope too sandy too sandy
small stones
Morley-B Severe Hoderate Moderate slight Fair
percs slouwly slope too clayey too clayey
Morley-C Severe Severe Moderate Moderate Fair
percs slowly siope slope slope too clayey
too clayey siope
Leoni-B Moderate Severe Severe Severe Poor
large stones seepage seepage seepage small stones
Thetford-A Severe Severe Severe Severe Poor
wetness seepage seepege seepage wetnhess
wetness wetness wetness thin layer
Ormas-8 Slight Severe Severe Severe Poor
seepage seepage seepage thin layer
Owosso-B Koderate Moderate Moderate Slight fair
percs sliowly seepage too clayey too clayey
Corunna Severe Severe Severe Severe Poor
ponding seepage ponding seepage ponding
percs slowly ponding ponding
KEY: - 0- 3 percent slope

- 3- & percent slope

12-18 percent slope

A
B
€ -~ 6-12 percent slope
1]
E - 18-35 percent siope

SOURCE: Soil Survey of Branch County, WI; Table 13, pgs. 107-109; U.S. Department of Agriculture, SCS; 1986.

#355\table.2



TABLE 3

B8OIL BUITABILITY FOR:
RECREATIONAL DEVELOPMENT
SHERWOOD COMMUNITY

D e e e e e o o o 7 WFre- o e PP e e s, Al e -4 Sl S VS8R S D S S-S S e S A, U S S . S s A A P W WOV e s S e S S-S e e - S S . S

Soil Neme Camp Areas Picnic Areas Playgrounds Trails Golf Fairways
Kidder-8 Slight slight Koderate Slight slight
small stones
Kidder-¢ Moderate : Moderate Severe $light Moderate
slope slope slope slope
Oshtemo-§ Siight : Stight ,Moderate Slight slight
small stones
Oshtemo-C Moderate Moderate Severe slight Moderate
: slope slope slope slope
Oshtemo-E Severe Severe Severe Moderate Severe
slope siope stope slope slope
Billsdale-B Slight Slight Hoderate Slight Slight
slope
Riddles-B slight Slight Moderate Slight Slight
siope
small stones
Hillsdale-C Moderate Moderate Severe slight Moderate
slope slope slope slope
Riddles-C Moderate Moderate Severe Slight Moderate
stope slope slope slope
Gilford Severe Severe Severe Severe Severe
ponding ponding ponding ponding ponding
Hatmaker-B Severe Severe Severe Severe Severe
wetness wetness setness wetness wetness
Cohoctah Severe Severe Severe Severe Severe
wetness sietness wetness wetness flooding
flooding fleoding wetness
Matherton-A Severe Moderate Severe Moderate Moderate
wetness wetness wetness wetness wethess
Brady-A Severe Hoderate Severe Moderate Moderate
wetness wetness wetness wWetness wetness
Eimdale-B Hoderate Moderate Moderate Slight Slight
wetness wWetness stope

smail stones
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TABLE 3 - CON'Y

Soil Hame Camp Areas
Teasdale-A Severe
wetness
Houghton Severe
ponding
excess humus
Locke-8 Severe
wetness
Barry Severe
ponding
Spinks-8 Slight
Adrian Severe
ponding
excess humus
Bronson-A Moderate
wetness
Palms Severe
ponding
excess humus
Sebewa Severe
ponding
Branch-B Moderate
wetness
Edwards Severe
ponding
excess humus
Fox-A&B Slight
Fox-C Moderate
slope
Morley-8 Moderate
percs stowly
Morley-C Hoderate
slope

percs stowly

Picnic Arees

Moderate
wetness

Severe
pording

excess humus

Moderate
wetness

Severe

ponding

Slight

Severe
ponding

excess humus

Moderate
wetness

Severe

pording

excess humus
Severe
poreding

Moderate
wetness

Severe
excess humus

ponding

slight

Koderate
siope

Moderate
percs slowly

Koderate

slope
percs slowly

Playgrounds

Severe
wethess

Severe
ponding

excess hums

Severe
uet?ess

Severe

pording

Moderate

slope
small stones

Severe

pording

excess humus

Moderate
wetness

Severe
ponding

excess humus

Severe

ponding

Moderate

slope
wetness

Severe
excess humis

ponding
Moderste

small stones

Severe
siope

Moderate

siope
percs slowly

Severe
slope

Moderate
wetness

Severe
ponding
excess humus

"Moderate

wetness

Severe
ponding

Slight

Severe
ponding
excess humus

slight

Severe
ponding
excess humus

Severe

ponding

slight

Severe
ponding
excess humus

Stight

Slight

Slight

Severe
erodes easily

Golf Fairways

Koderate
wetness

Severe
excess humus
pording

Hoderate
wetness

Severe

pending

Moderate
droughty

Severe
excess humus
pording

stight

Severe
ponding
excess humus

Severe
pending

Moderate
droughty

Severe
excess humus
pending

Slight

Moderate
slope

Slight

Moderate
siope



TABLE 3 - COM'T

/’N soil Name Cemp Areas Picnic Areas Playgrounds Trails Golf Fairways
" Leoni-B Slight Slight Hoderste stight Moderate
slope Large stones
small stones droughty
Thetford-A. Severe Moderate Severe Moderate Moderate
Wetness wetness Wetness wWetness Wetness
droughty
Ormas-B slight stight "~ Moderate . Slight Moderate
slope droughty
- Owosso-B slight Slight Slight Stlight slight
Corunns ‘Severe Severe - Severe - _ Severe Severe
ponding ponding ponding ponding ponding
KEY: - 0- 3 percent slope

- 6-12 percent slope
12-18 percent slope

A
8 - 3- 6 percent slope
c
D

SOURCE: Soil Survey of Branch County, M1; Table 10, pgs. $9-101; U.S. Department of Agriculture, SCS; 1986.

#555\table.3
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TABLE 5

- AGE: 1990
Location
- Age Sherwood Community Sherwood Village
Total Persons: 2,310 320
Under 5 Years 193 : 25
16 Years and Over 1,683 230
18 Years and Over : 1,608 217
18 to 20 Years 80 11
21 to 24 Years 123 24
25 to 44 Years 635 95
r(\ 3 45 to 54 Years 301 41
55 to 59 Years | 112 12
60 to 64 Years 93 5
65 Years and Over 264 29
75 Years and Over 108 15
85 Years and Over 12 1
‘Median Age 32.0 38.9
SOURCE: Summary Population and Housing Characteristics; U.S.
Bureau of the Census, 1990

#555\teble.5



TABLE 6

BEX, RACE, AND HIBPANIC ORIGIN: 1990

Location
Sherwood Community = Sherwood Village
Total Persons: 2,310 ' 320
Sex:
Male ' 1,172 \ 161
Female S 1,138 159
Race:
White ‘ 2,278 315
Black 0 0
American Indian,
Eskimo, or Aleut 29 4
Asian or Pacific Islander 2 1
Other Race 1 0
Hispanic Origin (of any race): 18 0
Not of Hispanic Origin:

White 2,261 315
Black 0 0
American Indian,

Eskimo, or Aleut 29 4
Asian or Pacific Islander 2 1
Other Race 0 0

SOURCE: Summary Population and Housing Characteristics; U.S.
Bureau of the Census, 1990

#355\table.6



TABLE 7

‘SHERWOOD COMMUNITY PROPERTY TAXES

oo
s e

State Tax Commission

#570\table.7

~ SBtate ' : :
Equalized County Township School Total Village

Year Valuation Tax Rate Tax Rate Tax Rate Tax Rate| Tax Rate
(Village)

71995 $23,996,254 10.07 .94 14.39 25.39 6.50
($1,634,898)

1994 $23,717,933 9.69 .94 .00 10.62 5.97
($1,636,949)

1993 $23,109,820 9.71 .95 40.28 50.93 5.97
($1,619,987)

1992 $19,661,557 10.58 1.10 41.43 53.11 5.97
($1,412,377)

1991 $19,255,847 9.83 1.07 42.22 53.13 5.98
($1,406,727)

1990 $18,368,109 8.15 1.10 42.40 51.65 5.86
($1,420,350)

SOURCE: Ad Valorem Property Tax Levy Reports 1990-1995,



el R - TABLE 8
5 | | -
HOUSEHOLD, FAMILY, AND GROUP QUARTERS CHARACTERISTICS: 1990

i P S A S U S S S S P e S S il W S S-SR VY "
S D S U S o - B Y S YU Y S S -0 A S ED S e I S s SR SV

Location

Sherwood Community  Sherwood Village

Persons in Households 2,310 320
Total Households ' ' 836 111
Family Households:
Total 652 87
Married-couple Family ‘ 524 67
Female Householder, no
Husband Present 99 16

Non-family Households:
Total 184 24

Householder Living Alone:
Total 162 19

;“'\../j
-

65 Years and Over:

Total : 67 9

Female 49 8
Persons Per:

Household 2.76 2.88

Family 3.14 3.26
Persons in Group Quarters:

Total 0 0

Institutionalized Persons 4] 0

SOURCE: Summary Population and Housing Characteristics; U.S.
Bureau of the Census, 1990

Y

#555\table.8



TABLE 9

’ STRUCTURAL AND VACANCY CHARACTERISTICS: 1990
Location
Sherwood Community  Sherwood Village
Total Housing Units 1,028 117
" Units in Structure: :
1 Unit, Detached , 691 100
1 Unit, Attached 5 , 0
2 to 4 Units 4 2
5 to 9 Units 7 0
10 or More Units 0 0
Mobile Home, Trailer,
Other . ‘321 15
Mean Number of Roonms 5.4 6.2
Occupied Housing Units:
Total 836 111
With 1.01 or More Persons
Per Roon 27 5
Vacant Housing Units:
Total ) 192 6
For Seasonal, Recreational
or Occasional Use 144 1
Homeowner Vacancy Rate 1.0 0
Rental Vacancy Rate 6.6 0

SOURCE: Summary Population and Housing Characteristics; U.S.
Bureau of the Census, 1990 '

#555\table.9



T TABLE 10

= OCCUPANCY AND FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS FOR OWNER-OCCUPIED
HOUSING UNITS: 1990

e T r— - bt

Location

Sherwood Community Sherwood Village

All Owner-Occupied
Housing Units:

Total ' : 680 91
1 Unit, Detached or Attached 482 81
Persons Per Unit ' 2.73 2.90
Mean Number of Rooms 5.8 6.4

Specified Owner-Occupied
Housing Units:

Total 360 77
Value:

— Less Than $50,000 257 73
( )  $50,000 to $99,999 94 4
sl $100,000 to $149,999 6 0
$150,000 to $199,999 3 0
$200,000 to $299,999 ' 0 0

Lower Quartile (dollars) 25,500 15,900

Median (dollars) 38,000 23,200

Upper Quartile (dollars) 54,300 30,500

SOURCE: Summary Population and Housing Characteristics; U.S.
Bureau of the Census, 1990

o

#555\table. 10
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TABLE 11

OCCUPANCY AND FINANCIAL CHARACTERISTICS fOR RENTER~OCCUPIED

HOUSING UNITS8: 1990

‘Lo¢ation

Sherwood Community

Sherwood Village

All Renter-Occupied
Housing Units:

Total . 156
1 Unit, Detached or Attached 81
Persons Per Unit , 2.92
Mean Number of Rooms 5.1

Specified Renter-Occupied
Housing Units:

Total 121
Contract Rent:
Less Than $250 66
$250 to $499 585
$500 to $749 0
$750 to $999 0
Lower Quartile (dollars) : 204
Median (dollars) 243
Upper Quartile (dollars) 284
With Meals Included in Rent 0

20

i4
2.80
5.8

16

11

206
231
275

SOURCE: Summary Population and Housing Characteristics; U.S.

Bureau of the Census, 1990

#555\table. 11



POPULATION EBTIMATES SUMMARY WITH

TABLE 12

PRIOR YEAR PER CAPITA INCOME

1980 -~ 1988
Population 1980 1982 1984 1986 1988
Per Capita Income 1979 1981 1983 1985 1987
SHERWOOD TOWNSHIP
Population 2,126 2,193 2,228 2,210 2,190
Per Capita Income 5,867 6,533 7,093 7,443 8,219
SHERWOOD VILLAGE
Population 353 368 411 400 370
Per Capita Income 4,836 5,157 5,391 6,172 6,368

SOURCE: U.S. Bureau of the Census

#555\teble.12



TABLE 13

LAND COVER - SﬁBRWOOD'COHMUNiTY

- V- S - — — — — —— . T ' — sy i
— ——— ———— —— ——— o — — - e e AU S S S YV P T v S

' 05808W ,
Land Cover : Acres Percent

URBAN:

Single—Family, Duplex 493.94 2.13

Mobile Home Park ' ' 1 39.19 0.17

Strip Commercial ‘ 12.48 0.05

Industrial ‘ 8.95 0.04

Open Pit Extractive 23.36 0.10
- Outdoor Recreation . 3.56 0.02

Cemeteries , 6.62 0.03

* AGRICULTURE: |

Cropland 15407.22 66.53

Orchard, Ornamental : 8.91 0.04

Permanent Pasture 258.24 1.12
OPEN:

Herbaceous 702.29 3.03

Shrub 472.69 2.04
FOREBT:

Upland Hardwood

(Central Zone) 919.26 3.97

Lowland Hardwoods 3704.70 16.00
WATER:

Lake 801.73 3.46
WETLANDS:

Shrub ' 254.48 1.10

Aquatic Bed 34.73 0.15

Emergent 6.02 0.03

TOTAL AREA 23158.37

SOURCE: Michigan Resource Information System, Land and Water
Management Division, Department of Natural Resources

#555\table. 13
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Village

Village

Village

Village

TABLE 14

BHERWOOD COMMUNITY
1990 HOUSING

T e e e e e e e e T T ST T I o= bttt
_ % With
% Built Before Bedrooms ) % Lacking Public Public
Housing Units 1940  1980-1990 %01 X b4+ Plumbing Kitchen Water Sewer
. 113 62.8 - 74 10.6 25.7 0 0 0 1.8
Township Total 1,030 25.6 12.1 12.8 17.5 1.7 2.0 R '3
Heating: X WMith
~ utility  Bottled Fuel  Other or Vehciles: X With % No
Gas Gas Electric oil None None 1 2+ Telephone
64.9 2.0 3..6 1".7 10.8 4.5 30.6 64.9 18.9
Township Total 28.0 28.9 34 24.4 15.6 3.0 34.6 62.4 !2;5
Owner Occupied
X With Owner X% With Owner With Monthly Hot Monthly
Totat In Before 1970 In 1989-1990 Hortgage Cost Hortgaged Cost
9% 33.0 5.3 43 $396 33 $178
Township Total 677 23.9 11.8 228 $457 147 $192
Renter Occupied
X In % 1In Hedian
Total Before 1970 1989- 1990 Rent
7 .0 29.4 $328
158 3.2 3.0 $342

Township Total

SOURCE:

#555\table. 14

1990 Census of Population and Housing, U.S. Census

Bureau;

CPH-5-24



TABLE 15

BHERWOOD COMMUNITY
1990 HOUBEHOLDS

ettt ————t

: E Percent
Percent Percent _ _ Living In
Total Foreign Total Michigan - Persons Different
Persons Born Natives Born 5 & Over House in 1985
Village az2e9 .0 329 85.4 303 20.5
Township :
Total 2,312 .6 2,297 80.2 2,131 38.6
FAMILY HOUSEHOLDS
Married Female Head
Couple No Husband
% With % With % With
Children Children Children
Under Under Under
Total 18 Total 18 Total 18
Village 96 65.6 66 59.1 24 75.0
Township
Total 667 51.6 519 48.2 104 64.4
SOURCE: 1990 Census of Population and Housing, U.S. Census
Bureau; CPH-5-24
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TABLE 16

‘{ij) ‘ SHERWOOD COMMUNITY
- 1990 EDUCATION & INCOME

T o e s = o e

A . S S S - e S R4 S e .y

Persons 16-19

Persons 3 Years & Over Kot in School &

In School Not High School .
, Elementary & Graduate Hot in
Pre-School #igh School College Total Yotal Employed Unemployed Lsbor Force
Villsge & 85 8 2 19 2 0 0
Township :
Total 25 488 94 20 121 5 7 8

Persons 25 and Over
X kigh School

Graduate or X Bachetors Vetersns 16 and Over
Total Higher Degree or Higher Total 65 Years & Over

------------------------------------------------------

;(;;D Village 188 69.7 5.4 31 2

Township
Total 1,403 74.8 4.5 241 45
Median Income Persohs Below Families Betow

Per Capite Income Households Families Poverty Level Poverty Level
Village $ 9,105 $27,500 $27,500 60 21
Township
Total $10,432 $25,030 - $26,378 350 91
SOURCE: 1950 Census of Population and Housing, U.S. Census Bureau,

#355\table. 16

CPH-5-24



= - ' ' TABLE 17

SHERWOOD COMMUNITY
1990 DISABILITY STATUS

e ayien et e ey . -
w——— —— —

St s s s i e S S S S-S Al S S-S il : - S U - ——" —
it e S s - AT e e SO D S S S-S S 4 e S S E—t——t—t——t—t—t— 1t empus e

Persons X With Work Disebility - % in Labor Force With:
© 16-64 Prevented From A Work Ho WMork: A Mobility No ﬂobi_tity
Total Total Working Disability Dissbility Limitation Limitation
Village - 203 9.9 6.9 5.0 79.8 13.6 79.6
- Township Total 1,449 10.2 5.¢ 25.7 80.1 27.6 79.8

SOURCE: 1990 Census of Population and Housing, U.S. Census Bureau

(f”=“>

#555\table.17



21721923\ 555%

"986L 153§ '3un3InoLuby jo Jusuledaq 5°A fvg "Bd ‘L 91GRL (1MW ‘AIUNO) YOUBJE 40 AIAINS 1LOS  S3IUNOS

‘saunledadual A]18p uMEULL PUG WNDLXEW ay3 Buippe Aq paiejnajes aq ues 31

.Coomu ®a4u 3yl ul sdoua Jediouild Ayl 4oy jRwIULW 51 ymodb yolys moYaq ainjeuadua) Sy3 BulITRLIGNS PUs ‘Z A uns syl BUIPLALD

“lamodb Jueid Joj I1qe)teAB 183y 4O J1un B i Asp aaibap BuiMous v,

gLy | 9l | see | zZ® | evss || soL'z | Si- i 26 I ey | 2728 | orgs | aean
! | _ [ [ | | | | ! _
901 ] 3 | € | o' | &7z |} 0 | 8 - | 19 | 222 | 202 | zsg | Jequenag
g | 9 I e | 9 | sz || 9”2 I & I 12 | o6 | 2of | 2z | Jequenon
y I 9 I e | v | ez || e | 02 . | o8 | oy | g29 | seqoa%0
b | 9 | s | g | so'g || g ! I£ | 26 | v29 | 2705 | 1w | saquerdas
0 ] 9 i 6y | 91 | oye ]| 209 | 04 } 6 | 269 | 928 |  gog | 3snbny
0 | 2 | ss | g2 | wy ] 559 | " _ 73 | 60z | £65 | v | Anp
0 ] ] | s | 2e I s | 525 | 5 _ L I oz | 9ss | ewz | aung
oy | 2 I o'y | o2 I sgo's |l 922 | 22 | o I g5 | 29y | vee | Aap
£2 i g | 9y | g2 I evs || 9% | a1 | ] [ 69y | 19 | eus | 13ady
24 | 9 I e | st boegz i rd3 | 0 | 7] [ 2 sz | ey | yo0u
£6 _ tJ I g2 | @ (R | B I 2u- | s boose | g9 | 2¢g | Asenigey
611 | 5 _ sz | &0 [ VAT | 0 ] 2 | 9 | g2 | sv | eog | Adenuer
| _ | ! I | | _ | _ _
I _ | _ I ! | _ | ! _
| _ | _ Il tsauny | (g ueyr | Gy ueys | (4 | G 1 @y |
(sayour) | euon 40 | (ssyound | (seysup) | (sayaury || #5489 | Jamno | Jays1y | | ] |
negMous | yaug grep | ueyi ssow | ueyy sse | "~ obusany || 991830 | esmeusdway | sungesadss) | Aieg | wwuen | wowixey | YIUo
sBessa¥y | yiim sdeg | ] | || Buimosn | wnuLuLK | woanxey | ebesany | Alieq |  Anea |
| 30 saquny Jomeme ] ] 30 Joquny R T TP | ebesaay | aBmasay |
|  oBesany | SABY 111N | [} obessay | JABY 1114 0) | | | |
| | 0l UL sJead 2 _ H ] Ui sJBak 2 _ _ _ _
NOLLVAId1D34d I JUN1VAI4N3L |
H#l""l.llll!ll it —it——— i — — o e -—t—s o . ———— ———— et ——
(URBIYOTH ‘I03RAPIOD 3I® 08-TS6T Potaed ey3 uy peprooey)
: NOILVLIAIOANd ONY TANLVIIdWAL
Y. .
~ ST aTaEn, N
..f/{. L V//l\% K



iy

MAP 1

“"JJATION OF SHERWOOD COMMUNITY

BRANCH COUNTY
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MAP 4
WOODLANDS
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BRANCH CO.

L AL ) . Y

FOX-OSHTEMO-ORMAS association: Nearly level lo moderalely steep,
well drained, leamy and sandy soils on outwash plains and moraines

FOX-HOUGHTON-EDWARDS association: Nearly level to moderately
sloping, well drained, loamy soils on outwash plains and moraines and
level, very poorly drained, mucky soils in swamps, depressions, and

drainageways

'I

MATHERTON-SEBEWA-BRANCH association: Level 1o gently sloping,
moderalely well drained lo poorly drained, loamy and sandy soils on

outwash piains and moraines

LOCKE-BARRY-HILLSDALE association: Level to moderately sloping,
somewhal poorly drained, poorly drained, and well drained, loamy
soils-on tilt plains and moraines

o

& % The texture terms in the descriptive headings refer to the surface
i layer of the major soil_s. in each association,

.
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MAP 8
 ALL-WEATHER -ROAD NETWORK
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) AVERAGE DAILY TRAFFIC
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