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Opportunities and Constraits

In summary, Monticello has a very unique PENDL Profile. Most of its paths are not geared towards bikers or pedestrians, making 
car the most viable means of transportation and roads the largest arteries of the village. While one can argue that there are edges at 
every crack in the road, the most prominent edge is at the beginning and end of Main Street, which contains the commercial/downtown 
district. This is because of the higher height of building facades, different architectural style of the businesses, and the unique feel of the 
historic downtown. Monticello features many different distinct districts and nodes, which help with navigating the city and understanding 
one’s surroundings. Finally, Monticello has many landmarks within its edges, which not only offer visual stimulation or great food, but 
also hold cultural significance for those who frequent them.

MA N STREET

Landmarks

There	are	six	visual	and	cultural	landmarks	within	the	village	of	Monticello.	Firstly,	Lake	Montesian	is	not	only	a	beautiful	
view,	it	also	has	historically	provided	work	in	the	form	of	ice	harvesting	and	has	many	personal	ties	to	it	as	well,	making	it	a	large	
landmark	and	way-finding	tool.	Next	the	Little	Sugar	River	is	a	defining	feature	of	the	area	and	creates	a	great	point	of	reference.	The	
M&M	Café,	located	right	next	to	the	river,	is	a	local	hang	out	that	has	been	serving	great	food	for	years.	Because	of	this	many	locals	
are	regulars,	putting	this	as	a	cultural	landmark	on	the	map.	Gempeler’s	Supermarket	is	another	cultural	landmark	as	it	is	one	of	the	
few	grocery	stores	in	the	area. It is locally	owned and creates	a	wonderful	local	hub	for	the	village.	Finally,	both	the Monticello		
schools	and	the	Zwingli	United	Church	are	noteworthy landmarks and the	largest	buildings	in	town.
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HOUSING/FAMILIES

Introduction

Knowledge of the family characteristics and housing types in Monticello can provide a better understanding of the stage of life of the resi-
dents, and the type of amenities that they might be looking for. In different stages of life, people have different needs for housing and living situa-
tions, as well as different needs in terms of public and open spaces, so it’s important to understand this type of data so these needs can be accounted 
for and met. This allows for future planning to ensure that the current population can be supported, and that Monticello can work to attract various 
demographic groups that might be lacking in the town.

Housing Unit Type

Based on the 2017 American Community Survey, there was a total of 588 housing units in Monticello in 2017, 565 of which were occupied, 
while the remaining 23 were vacant. 371 of the households were single-unit, detached structures, 50 were single-unit attached, 152 households were in 
structures that had two or more units, and there were 15 mobile homes. The average number of rooms in each household was 5.3, and the majority had 
2 or 3 bedrooms. 360 of the 565 occupied houses were owner occupied, while 205 were renter-occupied. Of the owner-occupied units, the most common 
value of the unit was from $100,000 to $149,000. Of the renter-occupied units, nearly three quarters had a rent between $500 and $999, while one 
quarter had a rent less than $500. About two thirds (341) of the occupied units had two or more vehicles available, while 36 units had no car available 
(American Community Survey, 2017). In  the 2016 Monticello Comprehensive Plan, the community mentioned the fact that the value of housing in the 
town decreased after 2008, but has been increasing slowly in the past few years. The community members who participated in the town meeting on in-
frastructure also discussed the need for more rental housing to attract young professionals, as many young people are not looking to purchase a house 
at that age. Additionally, they said they would like more senior housing for the aging population (Monticello Comprehensive Plan, 2016).

Families

	 Of the 565 occupied housing units, around half (223) were occupied by one 
person. 211 were occupied by two people, 56 by three people, and 75 by four or more. 
Half of the households were occupied by a family while the other half were non-families. 
The overwhelming majority of those families were married-couple families, while families 
with either a male householder with no wife present or a female householder with no 
husband present made up the remaining households. Around 89% of the non-family 
households were occupied by someone living alone. One fifth of the housing units had 
children of the householder under age 18.

Opportunities and Constraints

In summary, there are several notable demographic groups within Monticello that provide opportunities to create spaces that ap-
peal specifically to them. There is a rather small population of families with young children, and the town wishes to attract more families 
of this type in the future. Perhaps some sort of playground or other feature tailored to children would help with this. Additionally, there is 
a large population of people living alone. These people might benefit from spaces meant for gathering and social interaction.

US Census Bureau (2017). ACS DEMOGRAPHIC AND HOUSING ESTIMATES  2013 2017 American 
Community Survey 5 Year Estimates. Retrieved from https://factfinder.census.gov/faces/table
services/jsf/pages/productview.xhtml?src=CF

US Census Bureau (2017). ACS DEMOGRAPHIC AND HOUSING ESTIMATES  2013 2017 American 
Community Survey 5 Year Estimates. Retrieved from https://factfinder.census.gov/faces/table
services/jsf/pages/productview.xhtml?src=CF

US	Census	Bureau	(2017).	ACS	DEMOGRAPHIC	AND	HOUSING	ESTIMATES		2013 2017	American	Commu
nity	Survey	5 Year	Estimates.	Retrieved	from	https://factfinder.census.gov/faces/tableservices/jsf/
pages/productview.xhtml?src=CF

Comparison of Selected Village Demographics to Green County

We	selected	several	demographic	factors	that	have	the	potential	to	be	relevant	to	this	project	and	compared	those	of	
Monticello	to	those	of	Green	County.	They	were	similar	in	many	ways,	but	we	found	some	key	differences.	Most	notably,	Monti-
cello	has	significantly	larger	portion	of	its	population	that	lives	alone.	This	could	possibly	be	affecting	aspects	of	the	community,	
such	as	mental	health,	and	shows	the	importance	of	gathering	places	in	the	community	outside	of	the	home	that	people	can	go	
to	for	social	interaction.	Another	difference	was	the	percent	of	households	that	have	children.	Monticello	had	7%	less	households	
with	children	than	Green	County	as	a	whole.	Much	of	this	difference	occurred	in	the	age	group	of	children	who	were	less	than	six	
years	old.	Nearly	2%	of	Monticello’s	households	had	children	in	this	age	group,	while	almost	6%	Green	County’s	fell	into	this	
range	(American	Community	Survey,	2017).	This	may	seem	like	a	small	difference,	but	it	could	mean	that	people	are	having	less	
children	in	Monticello,	possibly	putting	future	population	growth	into	question.
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FIRST IMPRESSIONS

Introduction

	The	village	of	Monticello	has	a	character	built	over	years.	The	first	impressions	you	as	a	traveler	have	when	visiting	a	site	are	import-
ant	in	the	formation	of	place.	Past	visits	to	Monticello	have	provided	us	with	data	to	draw	on	as	we	reflect	on	our	visit	and	initial	ideas	on	the	
village.	Understanding	the	first	impressions	of	a	place	help	when	trying	to	analyze	where	public	recreational	areas	are	or	ought	to	be.	

Impressions

Past	visits	to	Monticello	were	documented	on	the	UW	Extension	page	from	visits	in	1997	and	2006.	There	were	some	similarities	between	
the	visits	over	the	years,	notably	that	prior	to	visitation	there	is	little	known	of	the	town	other	than	its	small	town	and	homey	reputation.	The	1992	
crowd	described	Monticello	as	,”A	small,	friendly	village	tucked	in	the	hills	of	southern	Wisconsin	-	perhaps	with	a	little	Swiss	flair,”	(Hilliker,	1997).	
The	2006	group	had	a	similar	take	,”A	couple	of	us	had	never	really	been	in	Monticello,	but	had	driven	by	on	the	highway	many	times.	Each	of	
these	people	had	often	thought	it	would	be	a	nice	idea	to	stop	in	Monticello	‘some	day’,”	(Lewis,	2006).	Our	class	and	specifically	our	group	had	an	
analogous	view	of	Monticello	before	visiting	it.	We	were	mostly	unaware	of	the	specific	attractions	found	therein	however	some	of	us	knew	that	the	
village	was	close	to	New	Glarus.	Our	class,	like	the	group	in	2007,	visited	Monticello	on	a	Saturday	morning.	Our	drive	in	brought	us	through	the	
slightly	rolling	hills	past	farms	and	small	towns.	Our	first	point	of	reference	within	Monticello	was	the	recently	founded	Morning	Mug	cafe.	A	quaint	
and	eclectically	decorated	spot,	filled	with	locals	having	breakfast	and	morning	coffee.	Our	intent	of	our	visit	was	to	capture	the	characteristics	and	
feeling	the	village	provided.	We	set	out	as	a	class	to	individually	capture	the	village’s	character	through	photography.	In	this	we	saw	a	plethora	of	
small	town	images,	including	faded	architecture,	maintained	institutions,	and	history	abound.	Some	takeaways	we’ve	had	as	a	class,	having	time	
to	think	about	our	visit,	align	with	past	groups	as	well.	Of	note	were	the	mentions	of	signs	in	need	of	repair,	seen	in	both	the	1997 and 2006 visits. 
In	class	conversation	about	our	visit	there	was	mention	of	the	civic	pride	in	upkeep	of	houses	and	historical	buildings.	

Our	main	takeaways	as	a	class	and	group	were	that	Monticello	is	a	quiet	but	deeply	historical	community.	The	architecture	and	facades	
may	be	faded	but	the	community	which	inhabits	them	is	fighting	to	retain	that	heritage,	as	evidenced	through	the	upkeep	of	the	museum	on	Main	
Street	and	the	passionate	community	members.	The	town	itself	has	a	few	main	points	of	interest,	notably	Lake	Montesian,	Main	Street	(including	
Gempeler’s	Supermarket),	and	Kubly’s	garage,	the	Zwingli	United	Church	of	Christ,	and	the	monument	which	holds	the	sign	for	Monticello.

SENSORY ANALYSIS

Introduction

Paying	attention	to	sensory	stimuli	when	visiting	a	place	for	the	first	time	can	help	substantiate	the	first	impressions	that	place	leaves.	
The	sounds,	sights,	smells,	and	sensations	felt	in	a	space	collectively	make	up	our	memory	of	our	experience.	By	documenting	the	sensory	stimuli	
present	in	Monticello,	a	better	understanding	of	its	culture	and	sense	of	place	is	formed.	

Sights, Sounds, and other Stimuli

The	sights	seen	in	Monticello	during	our	visit	were	predominantly	gray.	The	overcast	sky	as	well	as	the	snowy	landscape	combined	to	
make	the	town’s	natural	landscape	appear	colorless.	The	most	colorful	visual	stimuli	came	from	the	varying	tones	of	the	brick	buildings	along	
Main	St.,	as	well	as	a	fair	amount	of	signage	typical	of	the	small-town	Americana	aesthetic.	The	village	was	extremely	quiet	during	our	Saturday	
field	trip.	This	was	in	large	part	due	to	the	foot-plus	of	snow	that	covered	the	landscape,	absorbing	most	of	what	little	sound	daily	life	in	the	town	
produces.	The	occasional	pickup	truck	could	be	heard	driving	down	Main	St.,	as	well	as	the	motors	of	snowmobilers	passing	through.	Sometimes	
chatter	from	inside	the	village	taverns	could	be	heard	upon	visitors	entering	or	leaving,	but	for	the	most	part	there	wasn’t	much	to	be	heard	
during	the	cold	morning	and	afternoon.	On	our	way	to	the	village,	the	smell	of	manure	was	common	upon	passing	many	of	the	local	farms.	How-
ever,	the	only	smells	that	were	potent	within	the	village	itself	were	the	occasional	fumes	from	trucks	driving	along	Main	St.	Aside	from	that,	there	
were	no	other	distinguishable	aromas	to	be	smelled	around	town.	The	temperatures	during	our	visit	ranged	from	25°F-38°F	(9:00	AM	-	1:00	PM).	
There	wasn’t	any	noticeable	wind,	and	the	only	precipitation	was	a	very	light	snow	flurry	towards	the	beginning	of	our	visit.	

Comparison to UW-Extension Survey

Our	senses	weren’t	exactly	stimulated	during	our	trip	to	Monticello	during	the	cold	winter	months,	and	an	October	1997	visit	conducted	
by	Mark	Hilliker	(1997) on	behalf	of	the	Waushara	County	UW-Extension	provides	a	corroborating	experience	that	took	place	during	a	different	
time	of	the	year.	Like	us,	Hilliker	did	not	hear	any	particular	sounds	that	dominated	the	environment.	The	air	was	noted	as	being	clean,	but	no	
strong	scents	were	observed.	Hilliker	felt	a	strong	sense	of	community	during	his	visit,	and	made	sure	to	point	out	he	felt	as	
if	he	received	a	warm	welcome	from	the	locals.	One	way	in	which	our	sensory	analyses	differed	from	that	of	Hilliker’s	is	that	Hilliker	was	
more	stimulated	by	nature	during	his	visit	than	we	were	during	our’s.	He	noted	the	beautiful	parks	as	well	as	their	accompanying	sounds	
of	nature	as	being	a	positive	sensory	stimuli.	This	is	a	key	experience	we	would	miss	out	on	by	visiting	during	the	winter,	where	the	rustling	
of	leaves	or	chirps	of	birds	are	nonexistent.	Overall,	Hilliker’s	memory	of	Monticello	was	shaped	mostly	by	the	welcoming	atmosphere	he	
experienced	in	addition	to	the	village’s	natural	areas.

Opportunities and Constraints

In summary, currently, the village is lacking in sensory stimuli. Although we initially thought our visit might have limited visual 
and auditory features due to the weather, an earlier sensory analysis during a different time of year seemed to confirm the lack of 
stimuli in the village. 

Where there is stimuli lacking, there is opportunity to provide memorable experiences. Those in charge of planning would be 
advised to use any developable open space to bring more life to the town. Recreational opportunities, art displays, performing centers, 
etc. can all contribute to a more satisfactory sensory experience upon entering the village. Doing so will enhance the village’s sense of 
place and encourage people to come back and take part in its services again. 

Opportunities and Constraints

In summary, past visits to Monticello in 1997 and 2006 provided us with additional perspective on our first impressions of 
the village. Through our personal visit as well as these accounts, we were able to find parallels between our various experiences. These 
notably focused on the quiet demeanor of the town, with its midwest charm seen throughout. Along with this there is the mention of the 
need for repairs on some of the signage. Small changes such as this could help to reinvigorate the image of Monticello and help to draw 
in new population. Moving forward, the focus within the projects done on Monticello should work to revitalize the town’s image, draw in 
new users, and build a recognizable name for the village. 
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Lake Montesian

VILLAGE IDENTITY

Introduction

Though Monticello has a small population, its identity is strong. The region has a rich history of European immigration. The immi-
grants brought their culture and agricultural skills with them, and settled at the intersection of two rivers, which would later become Lake 
Montesian. This history continues to influence the culture and identity of the town, as they look toward adapting to the future.

History and Employment

The	history	of	the	settlement	of	Monticello	begins	with	Robert	Witter	who	went	to	the	Mineral	Point	Land	Office	in	1843	to	register	
the	land	that	would	later	become	the	Village	of	Monticello.	Many	of	the	first	people	to	settle	in	the	area	were	from	the	eastern	United	States	
such	as	Pennsylvania	and	New	York,	and	had	English	ancestry.	Soon,	Swiss	immigrants	from	New	Glarus	began	to	move	to	the	region.	As	
discussed	in	the	Demographics	section	of	this	report,	the	vast	majority	of	current	Monticello	residents	have	ancestors	from	Europe,	specifi-
cally	Germany,	Switzerland,	Norway,	and	Ireland,	and	this	heritage	is	reflected	in	the	racial	demographics	of	the	town,	with	white	being	the	
overwhelming	majority.	Many	of	the	early	settlers	were	engaged	in	cheese-making,	particularly	Swiss	and	limburger	cheese,	which	was	and	
still	is	a	source	of	cultural	identity	for	the	town	(Monticello	Past	and	Present,	1976).	Green	County	as	a	whole	has	a	similar	history	of	cheese	
makers.	Many	Monticello	residents	are	employed	in	cheese	factories,	and	it	was	identified	by	community	members	as	a	particularly	import-
ant	industry	to	the	town,	because	it	can	provide	jobs	and	bring	in	visitors	(Monticello	Comprehensive	Plan,	2016).	Additionally,	the	dairy	
and	agricultural	farming	industries	were	common	jobs	for	early	residents.	Today,	many	Monticello	residents	are	employed	in	the	animal	
production	industry,	and	farmland	makes	up	the	majority	of	the	lands	surrounding	the	Village,	which	contributes	to	its	small-town	feel.	The	
rural	atmosphere	is	accentuated	by	the	architectural	character	of	Main	Street.	Many	of	the	building	façades	retain	their	original	look	from	
when	the	town	was	new.	When	residents	were	asked	via	the	2016	Community	Survey	about	the	most	satisfactory	aspect	of	life	in	the	Village,	
the	top	response	was	“Small	Town/Rural	Atmosphere”	(Monticello	Comprehensive	Plan	Appendix,	2016).	This	indicates	that	the	small-town	
character	is	a	crucial	component	of	the	personality	of	the	Village	and	its	people.

Lake Montesian and the Park System

A great source of pride for the Village is Lake Montesian, which the 2016 Monticello Comprehensive Plan describes as the “center” 
of the community. The lake was first formed when the intersection of two streams were dammed and used for milling flour, but it later 
eroded and eventually became a man-made lake which opened in 1966 (Babler). Lake Montesian, and the Little Sugar River make up the 
waterways of Monticello, and are popular with residents for a variety of outdoor recreational activities, such as fishing, canoeing, and pic-
nicking (Monticello Comprehensive Plan, 2016). The public park system as whole is immensely valued by the community, and is marketed 
as a unique amenity that many other towns in the area do not have.

Opportunities and Constraints

In summary, the 2016 Monticello Comprehensive Plan demonstrates that the Village is eager to stay current and to up-to-date with 
their amenities to keep up with larger towns. There is a strong focus on attracting new residents, especially families and young professionals 
who can help keep the population growing. Monticello has successfully been able to retain and cherish its history while simultaneously 
working to plan for future changes to the town.

(https://monticello chamber.com/places/lake montesion/#post content)

 (Monticello Past and Present, 1976. No date of photo or photo credits)
(Google Maps, image captured in 2007)
Main Street
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SWOT Analysis

SWOT is an acronym that stands for strengths, weaknesses, opportunities, and threats. The term was coined 
by Albert Humphrey, a lead researcher at Stanford University. Originally developed to analyse why company planning 
models fail, it has since become a tool used by planners, problem solvers, and evaluators in all fields. The model relies 
on a matrix in which internal/helpful features are deemed strengths, internal/harmful features are identified as weak-
nesses, external/helpful features are recognized as opportunities, and external/harmful features are called threats. The 
outcomes of a SWOT analysis are meant to identify advantages, disadvantages, and formulate a plan to neutralize threats 
and capitalize on opportunities (Morrison, 2018).
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Demographics
Strengths

	Monticello	and	its	surrounding	area	have	a	few	strengths	which	stand	out	in	terms	of	its	Demographics.	Arguably	the	
most	notable	is	the	low	unemployment	statistics	within	the	city.	The	lack	of	unemployment	and	relatively	small	number	of	its	
population	below	the	poverty	line	show	that	for	a	small	town	its	citizens	are	still	productive	and	active.	Along	with	this,	the	cul-
tural	heritage	of	the	various	ancestries	located	within	Monticello	make	for	a	rich	cultural	heritage.	Like	other	surrounding	cities	
within	Green	County	this	cultural	heritage	is	cherished	and	upheld	through	the	traditions	of	its	members.	Focusing	specifically	
on	housing,	the	relatively	small	size	of	Monticello	comes	with	low	housing	prices.	This	comes	with	the	caveat	of	relatively	few	
destinations	for	nightlife	apart	from	bars.	

Weaknesses

Monticello’s	average	income	is	notably	lower	than	Green	County	in	which	it	is	situated.	The	difference	of	roughly	
$13,000	per	year	is	notable	as	this	provides	less	freedom	for	its	citizens	to	make	purchases	and	invest	in	opportunities	other	
than	their	day	to	day	work.	Going	along	with	the	relatively	low	population	and	subsequent	per	capita	income	could	make	fund-
ing	projects	difficult	if	the	burden	of	funding	is	placed	on	the	shoulders	of	the	town’s	populous.	Another	issue	with	Monticello	is	
the	notable	lack	of	diversity.	Especially	with	younger	populations	who	value	diversity	and	culture,	having	a	largely	
homogeneous	population	is	hurting	future	prospects	for	Monticello.	While	the	low	level	of	unemployment	within	Monticello	is	
encouraging,	the	means	of	transportation	within	its	working	class	are	troubling.	Roughly	75%	of	Monticello’s	working	class	drive	
alone	to	work	for	periods	of	under	20	minutes.	The	lack	of	available	public	transport	and/or	ride	sharing	are	an	issue.	

Opportunities

Monticello	has	lots	of	opportunities	for	growth	and	new	development	due	to	a	lot	of	factors.	For	starters,	the	low	
average	income	could	be	beneficial	when	considering	opportunities	for	community	engagement.	By	providing	more	free	or	lower	
cost	activities	like	picnics	or	festivals,	community	engagement	could	increase	as	well	as	drawing	in	tourists	and	the	associated	
revenue.	The	social	contact	created	through	the	proposed	festivals	would	benefit	Monticello	given	that	89%	of	non-family	house-
holds	have	a	single	user.	Creating	more	social	areas	and	a	more	inviting	downtown	would	also	help	to	draw	in	new	people.	

Threats

One	threat	given	the	large	percentage	of	the	population	involved	in	manufacturing	could	be	the	outsourcing	or	closing	
of	a	plant.	One	clear	example	of	this	happening	could	be	the	city	of	Detroit,	whose	economy	was	built	upon	manufacturing.	The	
outsourcing	of	labor	and	manufacturing	as	a	whole	derailed	this	economy	and	sent	the	town	into	a	economic	spiral.	Though	
not	an	easily	predictable	threat,	the	housing	market	fluctuations	could	cause	property	values	to	decrease	and	discourage	new	
populations	living	in	Monticello.

Experiential Factors
Strengths

The	experiential	factors	documented	during	our	trips	to	Monticello	provided	plenty	of	information	that	can	be	used	
to	identify	strengths,	weaknesses,	opportunities,	and	threats	in	terms	of	establishing	a	sense	of	place	for	the	village.	One	
notable	strength	of	Monticello	is	its	rich	history	of	European	settlement,	which	provides	us	with	an	identity	to	maintain	
throughout	the	planning	process.	Also,	Lake	Montesian	and	the	public	park	system	in	general	is	unique	for	towns	as	small	as	
Monticello,	providing	hubs	for	communal	gathering.	Overall,	the	village’s	strengths	can	be	boiled	down	to	its	cultural	
heritage	and	strong	sense	of	community.

Weaknesses

Unfortunately,	Monticello	is	not	without	weaknesses.	There	is	a	notable	lack	of	sensory	stimuli.	Visits	to	the	village	
both	by	our	class	as	well	as	previous	research	groups	indicated	there	weren’t	any	sights,	sounds,	or	smells	to	provide	a	
memorable	experience	in	Monticello.	While	the	architecture	is	aesthetically	pleasing	and	the	quietness	of	a	small	Midwestern	
town	may	be	appealing	to	some,	there	isn’t	much	that	is	unique	to	Monticello	specifically.	In	other	words,	despite	the	welcom-
ing	atmosphere,	there	aren’t	any	apparent	standout	experiences	that	will	encourage	people	to	return	after	visiting.

Opportunities

Despite	its	weaknesses,	there	are	numerous	opportunities	that	can	be	taken	advantage	of	to	improve	the	experience	
of	visiting	Monticello.	One	would	be	connecting	existing	amenities	and	parks	to	regional	parks,	which	would	then	increase	
traffic	to	Monticello	and	bring	in	a	more	diverse	sensory	experience.	This	would	enhance	the	the	village	by	producing	a	more	
lively	and	celebratory	atmosphere.	Restoring	run-down	or	antiquated	buildings	in	the	downtown	center	would	also	make	the	
visual setting more appealing. 

Threats

Threats	being	faced	by	the	village	would	include	any	neighboring	town	whose	sense	of	place	and	sensory	stimuli	
draw	people	away	from	Monticello	into	those	other	communities.	The	increasing	appeal	of	urban	culture	and	living	among	
young	people	is	another	considerable	threat	the	village	faces.	If	Monticello	wants	to	continue	to	progress	as	a	small	town	in	
the	21st	century,	it	has	to	provide	a	sensory	experience	and	sense	of	place	that	is	richer,	more	tightly	knit,	and	more	diverse	
than its surroundings. 
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For	the	purposes	of	this	project,	the	village	of	Monticello	has	collaborated	with	our	class	in	order	to	develop	ideas	for	improving	the	planning	of	public	open	spaces.	An	inventory	and	analysis	based	on	natural	systems,	
built	environments,	demographics,	and	experiential	factors	has	helped	identify	planning	decisions	that	have	benefited	Monticello’s	residents,	as	well	as	some areas that could use improvement. Looking	forward,	the	contents	of	
this	report	can	be	used	to	coordinate	a	masterplan	for	open	spaces	in	Monticello	and	design	of	selected	spaces	in	the	village.	Better	knowledge	of	local	and	regional	attributes	enables	a	comprehensive,	evidence-based	approach	to	
to	develop	a	plan	for	open	spaces	that	encourages	the	residents	of	Monticello	to	live	in a more	sustainable	way while	being	sure	not	to	sacrifice	the	sense	of	place	that	has	been	established	over	generations.	The	next	step	in	the	
process	is	a	design	workshop	with	village	residents	to	introduce	these	findings	and	develop	ideas	for	an	open	space	masterplan	and	design	of	selected	spaces	within	the	village.	
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