VILLAGE OF ELM GROVE
13600 Juneau Boulevard
Elm Grove, WI 53122
PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE
Monday, July 18, 2022* 6:30PM * Parkview Room
AGENDA

1. Call meeting to order.
2. Review and approve minutes from September 10, 2020, July 19, 2021, and March
21, 2022. .
Documents:
amended 091020.pdf
psc 071921.pdf
psc 032122.pdf
3. Review recent concerns of increased motorized scooter use in the Village park and
the need for potential signage prohibiting them.
Documents:
village of elm grove 275-12.pdf
sign example.pdf
4. Other Business
5. Adjournment.

Any person who has a qualifying disability as defined by the Americans with Disabilities Act who
requires that the meeting or materials for the meeting has to be in an accessible location or format
must contact the Village Clerk, Sandee Policello, at 262 -782-6700 or 13600 Juneau Boulevard by 3:00 PM
Friday prior to the meeting so that any necessary arrangements can be made to accommodate your
request.
NOTICE: It is possible that members of, and possibly a quorum of, other governmental bodies of the
Village may be in attendance at the above stated meeting to gather information. No action will be
taken by any governmental body at the above stated meeting other than the governmental body
specifically referred to in the above notice

Village may be in attendance at the above stated meeting to gather information. No action will be
taken by any governmental body at the above stated meeting other than the governmental body
specifically referred to in the above notice

PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES
THURSDAY, September 10, 2020 at 6:00PM

Present: Chair Trustee Katy Cornell, Trustee Kim Irwin (arrived at 6:57p.m.), President Neil Palmer,
Committee Members, Mr. John Schindler, Mr. DJ Richlen, Mr. John Oliveri and Ms. Barbara Decker.
Members Excused: None.
Also Present: Village Manager David De Angelis and Police Chief Jim Gage.

1.

Call the meeting to order
The meeting was called to order, at 6:06p.m., by Trustee Cornell.

2.

Review and approve minutes from August 13, 2020.
Trustee Cornell entertained a motion for approval. President Palmer made a motion for
approval of the minutes, Mr. Oliveri seconded. Motion passed unanimously.

3. Review stop sign request for east and west Gremoor at Fairhaven Blvd.
Trustee Cornell asked Chief Gage to summarize the request. Chief Gage indicated that Mr.
Schwai, of 1665 Legion Drive, requests the Committee to review the safety of the
intersection, due to his experience of nearly being involved in two accidents at that location
over the past few months. Chief Gage indicates that there had been one accident at that
location, since 2007, in 2013. Chief Gage went on to say that the accident occurred as a
result of a driver failing to yield from a stop sign.
Mr. Schwai appeared in person and stated he had concerns about the safety of the
intersection, since he had most recently, in August, nearly been struck by a driver
disregarding a stop sign at that location. He suggested that the Committee consider either
making the intersection a four way stop or eliminating all stop signs at that location.
Mr. Richlen indicated that he had surveyed some of the neighbors in the area and learned
that the major concern of residents in the area is drivers rolling through the existing stop
signs.

The general consensus of the Committee was to have the police department monitor the
situation for stop sign violations and not take any action at this time.

4. Update on railway safety options for Watertown Plank Rd. railway crossing.
Chief Gage provided an overview of steps taken to inform the public of railway safety issues,
given the recent video that was circulated showing pedestrians and a bicyclist nearly being
struck by an Amtrak Train at the Watertown Plank crossing.
Chief Gage indicated that he has reached out to the CP Rail Police Department and has
spoken with CP Rail engineers concerning upgrade options and educational opportunities to
better protect bicyclists and pedestrians. Chief Gage mentioned that the cost to install
pedestrian gates could be as high as $500,000.00 per intersection, since all signals would
need to be replaced due to age and the ability to integrate new technology with the existing
gates. Chief Gage indicated that the police department did make a Facebook post, with the
video, advising the public of the railway safety concerns. He indicated that the post was
picked up by local media and that it has been view approximately 9,000 times. Additionally,
he plans to post a link on the department’s page to CP Rail’s “Operation Life Saver”
educational programs. Chief Gage also indicated that he may consider directed
enforcement of pedestrian violations at the crossing, after making a public appeal for
people to comply with the crossing signals. Lastly, he mentioned that he planned to check
with neighboring communities regarding recent changes made to their crossings in response
to accidents in their communities. Chief Gage mentioned that any changes made, will
require approval from the Federal Railway Administration, the State’s Rail Commission and
CP Rail.
Chief Gage will update the Committee on his progress at future meetings.
5. Review pathway rankings and future pathway options.
President Palmer provided and update of the pathway progression and history, referring to
the 1989 study and other documents related to this topic. He also recognizes the desire of
the community to increase Elm Grove’s walkability. He explained that while pathways have
been the topic of a great deal of conversation, the village is attempting to incorporate
pathways into a very tight roadway budget, expressing that current roadway projects are
underfunded as we approach this budget cycle. He mentioned that while the Board is
accepting of a comprehensive pathway system, they are attempting to add or improve paths
in conjunction with roadway projects in an attempt to keep costs down.
Trustee Cornell reviewed the last discussion of path ranking with the Committee of the
Whole, indicating that that last ranking indicated the Hollyhock pathway as the first ranking

path, but that the Gebhardt path may be done first since Gebhardt Road is scheduled to be
resurfaced and doing both projects together may be more cost effective.
Trustee Cornell recognized that there were members of the public to speak on pathway
concerns, related to Juneau Blvd. east from Legion to Watertown Plank. President Palmer
recognized that this pathway was a part of older plans, but that the Village did not have
proper right of way needed to complete the pathway. He indicated that the Village would
need to discuss right of way easement with St. Mary’s Church, in order to move the project
forward.
Ms. Theresa Kapke, of 13405 Juneau Blvd.; Amy Mager, of 1185 Church Street, and Maureen
Polczynski, of 1180 Legion Drive, all spoke in favor of a pathway on Juneau Blvd. outlining
their co-signed letter presented to the Village Board and Public Safety Committee. In
addition to the points outlined in the letter, the Committee discussed lane delineators and
markings to help better define on-road pathways.
Trustee Kim Irwin joined the meeting at 6:57PM.
President Palmer directed staff to begin discussions with St. Mary’s regarding right of way
and to ask DPW to review a ball park cost of completing a Juneau pathway and also to
research lane delineators and markings to help better define existing pathways.
Ms. Natalie Schneider, of 14450 Club Drive, asked about the progress in constructing a
pathway on Highland Drive, citing an inability to safety walk and access areas to the west of
Highland Drive and access to the Middle School.
President Palmer agreed that Highland Drive would benefit from a pathway; however the
cost in building a pathway on Highland is very high. He did indicate that a pathway is
anticipated to be added to Gebhardt Road, when Gebhardt is resurfaced, but again
acknowledged that the lack of a pathway on Highland Drive does not solve Ms. Schneider’s
concerns. President Palmer also brought up plans for a path along the east side of Pilgrim
Park middle School, referred to as the Berkshire pathway that would parallel Highland Drive,
from Gebhardt Road to Watertown Plank Road, but again this path does not help
subdivisions north of Gebhardt. Trustee Irwin asked if the Committee could get updated
project numbers for a Highland Drive pathway so the Committee knows what the true
expense is when trying to make a decision. Staff was directed to obtain updated budget
numbers for future discussion.

6. Other Business.

Mr. Schindler brought up a concern regarding lines of sight at the intersection of Fairhaven
and Elmhurst. Chief Gage agreed to meet with Mr. Schindler to see if it was an issue that
could be handled by the Department of Public Works, or if it needs to be brought back to
the Committee for formal action.
Ms. Mary Inden, of 14745 Watertown Plank Road, asked if the Committee would consider a
speed feedback sign for eastbound traffic on Watertown Plank Road, near her home. She
explained that she felt the existing signs, on other roadways, are very effective and that
speeding is prevalent on Watertown Plank Road. Chief Gage informed Ms. Inden that a sign
was approved at the August 13, 2020 meeting and that it is awaiting approval through the
budget process.
Ms. Inden also complained of trucks from the North Ave project, violating the Village’s “no
through trucking” ordinance. Chief Gage indicated that they will contact the project
manager and advise them of the ordinance.

7. Adjournment
Trustee Cornell entertained motion to adjourn the meeting at 7:31p.m. Mr. Oliveri made a
motion to adjourn, seconded by Ms. Decker, and the motion carried unanimously.

Respectfully submitted,

James P Gage
Chief of Police

PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES
Monday, July 19, 2021 at 6:30PM

Present: Chair Trustee Kristina Sayas, Trustee Thomas Michalski, Trustee Katy Cornell, Committee
Members, Mr. John Schindler, Ms. Margaret Thew, Mr. John Oliveri and Ms. Barbara Decker.
Members Excused: None.
Also Present: Village Manager David De Angelis, Police Chief Jim Gage and Lt. Jason Kubiak.

1.

Call the meeting to order
The meeting was called to order, at 6:30p.m., by Trustee Cornell.

2.

Review and approve minutes from September 10, 2020.
Trustee Cornell entertained a motion for approval. Mr. Oliveri indicated that there was an
error in the minutes identifying him as the member commenting about an informal survey
of residents, concerning stop sign issues, under item #3, paragraph three, of the minutes.
Chief Gage indicated that he would check his notes and make the correction to the proper
committee member. Mr. Oliveri made a motion to table the approval of the minutes until
the next public safety committee meeting. The motion was seconded by Mr. Schindler and
the motion carried unanimously.

3. Informational review of how the police department responds to traffic complaints and the
authority of the Public Safety Committee to assist in those efforts.
Trustee Sayas recognized members of the public that wished to speak regarding traffic
issues.
Ms. Laura Vandeloo of 1745 Highland Drive. Ms. Vandeloo indicated that she has noticed an
increase in speed and cut through traffic on Highland. She appreciated the police
department’s enforcement efforts, but asked if there was a way to decrease speed and cut
through traffic. She suggested possible placing four way stops at Gebhardt and Highland
and at Juneau Boulevard and Highland Drive.

Mr. James Stark, 15200 Westover Road. Mr. Stark indicated he has lived in Elm Grove for
three years and has complained of excessive speed and cut through traffic on Westover
Road. He further explained that the police department was not responsive to any of his
requests, over the last few years, for speed enforcement in his neighborhood.
Trustee Sayas thanked the members of the public for their comments and closed any further
public comment.
Chief Gage reviewed how the department respond to traffic complaints:
 The department receives a complaint and there is an attempt to narrow down
when the worst violations are occurring.
 Officers are assigned to follow-up on the complaint and monitor traffic and enforce
any violations.
 In cases where the reported behavior does not match with the officer’s
observations, a traffic monitoring system may be placed in the area to retrieve
objective traffic data over a period of time.
 After reviewing the data, officers may be assigned to monitor for violations at
targeted times, based on the data, or the data may be used to explain to the
complainant that the speed of vehicles may not match the caller’s perception of
vehicle speeds in the area.
 In cases of moderate to excessive violations, officer may be involved in strict speed
enforcement, subject to other calls for service and the department’s portable speed
feedback trailer may be deployed in the area.
 This is all done with the goal of deploying available resources to the areas that need
it the most.
Chief Gage went on to say that the Committee can help these efforts by reviewing and
approving various traffic calming implements in identified chronic problems areas:
 Approval of traffic feedback signs, based on traffic data.
 Approval speed humps, based on village draft policies on the installation of speed
humps. Chief Gage explained speed humps would not apply to Highland Drive due
to the policy and the fact that is a through roadway and collector street.
 Approval of roadway traffic calming designs, specific to roadway characteristics and
in concert with any Department of Public Works roadway projects.
Chief Gage also reiterated that stop signs, based on numerous traffic study results
nationwide, are not seen as an effective tool to combat speed offenses.
Chief Gage then specifically addressed data related to Westover Road, indicating that over
an approximate eight day period, only 0.8% of vehicles exceeded an 8 over speed tolerance.
Specifically, out of 2,250 vehicles, only eighteen vehicles were in excess of the 8 over

tolerance. Chief Gage recognized that this information did not match with Mr. Stark’s
perception that several cars exceed the speed limit, in excess of 40 to 50 mph, daily. Having
said this, Chief Gage indicated that he would reevaluate the area once school opens, in Fall,
to see it the data changes.
Regarding Highland Drive, Chief Gage indicated that while there were enforceable violations
on Highland Drive, it is probably not as bad as most would think. In general, residents tend
to equate high volumes with high speed, but that is not always the case. Having said this,
Chief Gage relayed the following information to the Committee:
 From a period from June 24, to July 15, 2021, 243 traffic stops were conducted
village wide.
 79 stops were made on Highland. 70 of those stops resulted in citations
 Of the citations on Highland, 38 were for 11 to 15mph over, 24 were for 16 to 19
mph over, 2 were for 20 to 24 mph over and 1 was for 25 to 29 mph over.
 Approximately 22% of the Highland stops were Village residents.
There was committee discussion to place speed feedback signs on Highland Drive, specific to
data supported locations. Chief Gage thought four signs would cover Highland Drive
appropriately. Mr. Schindler felt that four signs may be too many and with all the recent, similar
sign deployments, may lose effectiveness over time. He suggested starting with two, to be
placed in areas supported by data. Mr. Schindler moved and Tom Michalski seconded the
motion to add two speed signs at this time and to review if others were needed later. Motion
carried 6-1 with Mr. Oliveri voting no.
Trustee Sayas thanked the Chief for his explanation and asked that the vehicle data, stop sign
information be included with the minutes. It was also discussed that the speed hump policy
should come back to the committee for review and final recommendation to be approved by the
Board of Trustees.
4. Discuss Fire Department and Emergency Medical Services marketing and personnel
recruitment needs and take possible action.
Chief Kastenholz described for the committee the department’s current level of staffing and
the recruitment efforts to date noting they have lost five members and gained five members
over the last three years but the average age of the members is 46. He further described
the requirements to be a firefighter with the level of not only schooling to be a firefighter 1
but also the ongoing duty company and training commitment going forward. He identified
this is a nationwide problem not only for fire but EMS as well. He indicated that we need to
again look at the long term solutions going forward whether they are consolidation,
contracting for service or some hybrid this is an issue that goes beyond just marketing.

Dr. Robinson indicated the problems are the same with the EMS department but even more
so because training is so much more extensive with paramedic level certification being 2000
hours plus ongoing training and testing requirements. He also discussed the aging of our
current paramedics as well as the ability to maintaining staffing. He stated that perhaps
having sleeping quarters may allow us some extra levels of staffing by bringing in people
from further away than our current response radius. There is also the possibility of only
running basic level service and not paramedic by doing an intercept program or some other
hybrid. The possibility of having public safety officers who could do both fire, ems and non
sworn police work was also discussed.
After some discussion Mr. De Angelis made the suggestion this issue be referred to the
Administrative and Personnel committee for further discussion as the issue of continued
service and recruitment is more of a personnel and funding issue than one of public safety
at this point in the discussion. Mr. Oliveri made the motion to send this to the
Administrative and Personnel Committee to discuss and review the services and staffing
going forward, seconded by Ms. Cornell. Motion carried unanimously.
5. Other Business.
Trustee Sayas asked Chief Gage were we were with signage at the RR crossings and he
indicated that CP Rail has not been very responsive or helpful on the issue, but that he has
discussed and forwarded signage options to the Department of Public Works, with the
suggestion that any posting occur outside of the CP Rail right of way.
6. Adjournment
Mr. Oliveri made the motion to adjourn and Mr. Schindler seconded, motion passed
unanimously at 7:47 p.m.
Respectfully submitted,
James P. Gage
Chief of Police

PUBLIC SAFETY COMMITTEE MEETING MINUTES
Monday, March 21, 2022 at 6:30PM

Present: Chair Trustee Kristina Sayas, Committee Members, Mr. John Schindler, Ms. Margaret Thew,
Mr. John Oliveri and Ms. Barbara Decker.
Members Excused: Trustee Thomas Michalski, Trustee Katy Cornell.
Also Present: Police Chief Jason Kubiak.

1.

Call the meeting to order
The meeting was called to order, at 6:35p.m., by Trustee Sayas.

2.

Review and approve minutes from July 19, 2021/ September 10, 2020.
Trustee Sayas entertained a motion for approval. Mr. Oliveri indicated that there was still
an error in the minutes identifying him as the member commenting about an informal
survey of residents, concerning stop sign issues, under item #3, paragraph three, of the
September 10, 2020 minutes effectively creating issue with July 19, 2021 minutes. Chief
Kubiak indicated he would look back on previous notes and contact Trustee Cornell (former
Chairman of the Committee) in order to obtain information to make the correction. Mr.
Oliveri made a motion to table the approval of the minutes until the next public safety
committee meeting. The motion was seconded by Trustee Sayas and the motion carried
unanimously.

3. Review and discuss recent concerns of increased coyote presence and nuisance behavior
in the Village.
Trustee Sayas recognized members of the public that wished to speak regarding to coyote
activity.
Ms. Rachel Golusinski of 12980 Bluemound Rd.
Ms. Golusinski mentioned the recent alleged attack of the dog in Elm Grove may have been
a raccoon or other animal based upon photos she and a friend of hers (a veterinarian)
observed on social media posted by dog owner. Ms. Golusinski indicated that she believed
the most recent attack was “unverified” due to not being witnessed and believed the

responsibility was on the homeowner to watch their pet. She indicated she was not in favor
of any type of plan to mitigate or remove the coyotes in the area.
Ms. Meghan Scott (Wauwatosa Resident)
Indicated that although she was not an Elm Grove resident she had an interest in the topic
of the coyote presence in the Village and other nearby communities. Although she admitted
she had not read Wauwatosa’s policy on Coyote Nuisance Management, she indicated she
was not in favor of any mitigation program or removal of the coyotes. Scott also reiterated
that the responsibility is on the dog owner, especially in the most recent situation where the
owner allowed the dog out after midnight unattended.

Trustee Sayas thanked the members of the public for their comments and closed any further
public comment.
Chief Kubiak briefly reviewed the coyote incident and activity memo he provided to
committee members emphasizing the following points:
 The recent alleged coyote attack on resident’s pet was not witnessed, and although
probable it involved a coyote, the information provided was based only on
statements provided by the resident who did not actually see a coyote attack her
dog.
 A review of police calls for service indicated that since 2017 the police department
had received a total of twenty one calls for service involving coyotes, of which only
one (the most recent alleged pet attack) was considered a potential nuisance type
call. Most calls concerning coyotes were involving the observation or presence of a
potential sick or injured coyote. Although presence of coyotes has increased,
nuisance behavior by coyotes has not significantly increased.
 The department does and will continue to respond to coyote related calls when it
involves an injured or sick coyote for potential dispatching or any nuisance behavior
by a coyote on a case by case basis. Dispatchers are trained to ask callers about
the specific activity of the coyote in order to determine if a call for service and/ or
response by an officer is needed. Simple observation calls of coyotes will not
generate a call for service or response from police.
 The department and Village Hall on average receive one to two phone calls a week
involving the simple observation of coyotes in the area by residents who are
concerned or wish authorities to know of their presence. These calls do not
generate police calls for service.
Chief Kubiak shared that he invited the Waukesha County WI DNR representative to the
meeting. The DNR responded they would not be attending public meetings on the matter of

coyotes and provided information in an email regarding coyote activity and deterrence
(provided to committee members), emphasizing:
 The DNR continues to emphasize education of citizens on how to prevent coyotes
from settling in residential areas; when observed using scare tactics (noisemakers,
whistles, etc.), removing potential food sources for coyotes from the area, and
monitoring pets when let outside.
 DNR is not supportive of removal of coyotes for merely being present in area,
claiming if coyotes are removed others will move in and occupy area so the DNR
continues to stress precautions and avoidance measures be taken by residents, as
well as deterrence behavior to help keep coyotes from settling.
 Information sheets on coyotes as well as “Yard Audit” sheet provided by DNR was
already posted to the Village website.
The committee briefly discussed Wauwatosa’s Coyote Nuisance Management and Response
Plan Policy. There was some discussion on Wauwatosa’s plan and the citizen notification
process of contacting a Milwaukee County Coyote Watch website, inquiring if same could
be done by Elm Grove residents. Chief Kubiak indicated Milwaukee County had made a
conscious effort in establishing funding and the infrastructure in setting up the coyote
watch program, of which Waukesha County does not have such a program. The committee
recognized the increase of coyotes in the Village, agreeing nearby developments and
construction has potentially pushed some coyotes into the area. Mr. Schindler discussed
statistics on how rare coyote attacks on humans are. Members were
understanding of recent citizen concerns of coyotes in the area, but at this time did
not feel a mitigation program involving the physical removal of coyotes was necessary.
Committee members discussed the importance of the education process of informing
residents in collectively not allowing coyotes to settle in the area by
residents taking steps of deterrence. Trustee Sayas presented different deterrence
methods (using noise makers to scare away, etc.) , as well as precautionary behaviors (not
leaving pets unattended outdoors, eliminate unintentional food sources like bird food, etc.)
Committee discussed having an educational message presented to the residents, via use of
print media, village website, and other local community social media outlets. Mr. Schindler
suggested a mailing to all residents, to which the question of funding for the mailing was
inquired. Chief Kubiak stated he did not believe there was any funding for such a mailing
but would check with the Village Manager. Trustee Sayas suggested she could work with
Chief Kubiak in creating an informational memo on coyote deterrence which would be sent
to residents. Mr. Oliveri made a motion to enhance education of residents on behaviors
and precautionary steps residents could take in deterring coyotes
through memo created by Trustee Sayas and Chief Kubiak to be sent to media, social media,
Village website, etc. Mr. Schindler seconded the motion. Motion passed unanimously.

4. Other Business.
Trustee Sayas indicated a Village resident had sent an email requesting the committee to
consider allowing UTV’s and ATV’s to be operated within and on Village roadways. Trustee
Sayas briefly discussed the Village ordinance 275-13 Neighborhood Electric Vehicles which
allowed such vehicles to be operated and how according to her information no one had ever
used it. Trustee Sayas also stated she spoke with Village Manager DeAngelis who claimed
communities that allow the use of ATV’s and UTV’s are typically larger and more rural. Chief
Kubiak provided opinion that based on traffic volume and types of traffic (trucking) in Elm
Grove, the allowance of UTV/ATV was unsafe due to limited visibility of the ATV’s and UTV’s
mixed with regular traffic on the roadways. Chief Kubiak also mentioned consideration of
potential noise issues in allowing such vehicles to be operated on roadways (especially at
night), as well as registration requirements needed for such vehicles which needed to be
established by the municipality at a potential cost. Committee briefly discussed the matter
and it was mentioned the use of UTV/ATV request was made by only one resident. The
committee agreed at this time ATV’s/UTV’s should not be allowed on Village roadways and
such allowance was not conducive to the community.
Trustee Sayas indicated she had received an inquiry from a resident asking when the
approved solar powered speed signs were to be placed on Highland Drive would occur.
Sayas stated she had information from Village Manger the signs are in and that he didn’t
have a confirmed date when they would be installed but it should happen within the next 30
days.
Mr. Oliveri had mentioned his displeasure in how the recently built sidewalks along newly
developed North Ave. were snow covered throughout the winter. He indicated after
making inquiries he found “Walk Closed” signs were posted instead of snow being removed.
Mr. Oliveri expressed concern on the inability for residents to use walks in winter.
Committee discussed jurisdictional issues in that the sidewalk was maintained by City of
Brookfield. Chief Kubiak indicated because construction was still intermittent during early
part of winter, it may have contributed to snow not being removed. Mr. Oliveri expressed
he would be monitoring and if necessary reaching out to City of Brookfield if lack of snow
removal continued.
5. Adjournment
Mr. Oliveri made the motion to adjourn and Mr. Schindler seconded, motion passed
unanimously at 7:40PM.
Respectfully submitted,
Jason J. Kubiak
Chief of Police

7/5/22, 1:21 PM

Village of Elm Grove, WI Ecode360

Village of Elm Grove, WI
Tuesday, July 5, 2022

Chapter 275. Vehicles and Traffic
§ 275-12. Play vehicle and motor vehicle operation prohibited on
Village Park pedestrian pathways and bicycle ways.
[Added 8-28-2007]
A.

No person may operate a play vehicle, as defined under § 340.01(43m), Wis. Stats., an all-terrain
vehicle as defined in § 340.01(2g), Wis. Stats., an electric personal assistive mobility device as
defined in § 340.01(15pm), Wis. Stats., a snowmobile as defined in § 340.01(58a), Wis. Stats., or
motorized vehicle, as defined under § 340.01(35), Wis. Stats., or motor bicycle as defined under
§ 340.01(30), Wis. Stats., when the bicycle is propelled by motorized power, on any pedestrian
pathway or bicycle way, as defined in Village Ordinance § 101-1, on any Village Park land.

B.

Vehicles may operate on any Village Park roadway or parking lot, as defined under § 340.01(54),
Wis. Stats., as permitted by this chapter and adopted state statutes.

C.

This provision does not apply to personal assistive mobility devices used by persons with a
disability that limits or impairs the ability to walk, as defined under § 340.01(43g), Wis. Stats.

D.

This provision does not apply to any Village-owned vehicles, employees, or subcontractors
engaging in approved Village activities.

E.

This provision does not apply to in-line skates, as defined under § 340.01(24m), Wis. Stats., and
nonmotorized skateboards and scooters.

https://ecode360.com/print/EL1841?guid=8136741
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