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TABLE 1

Hydrography and Morphology of Lulu Lake, Walworth County, Wisconsin, 1967

Area = 0,13 sq, miles; 84,26 acres
Shore length = 2.4 miles; 12,672 feet
Shore development factor#* = 1,86 ¢
Ratio of area (sq. miles) to shore length = 0.054:1 2
Maximum depth = LO feet
Mean depth = 2L feet
Volume = 2,008.94 acre feet
Percent of area less than 3 feet deep = 10,19
Percent of area more than 20 feet deep = 63,1%
Maximum length = 2,920 feet
Maximum width = 2,200 feet
Watershed area = 6 387.2 scres (1ncludes lake )
Ratio of watershed area to lake srea = 75.8:1 = '/
Exchenge time = 0.55 yrs. (based on runoff)
Public frontage .
Intensive use (beach boat launching) = O feet
Wild frontage = 0 feet
Open space frontage = 0 feet

* Shore development fector is defined as the ratio of shoreline to the
circunference of & circle with the same area as the lake,

Source: Wis, Dept. of Natural Resources







Drainage Characteristics

The lake dralns s wsbershed of 6,387.2 acres (including the lske surface)
by way of a narrow chamnel in marshland to Eagle Spring Lake, in Waukesha
County., Relief in the watershed is moderate with the headwaters of its
inlet stream lying about 60 Feet mbove the lake surface, Surrounding hills
rise to about 50 feet sbove the lake surface., Lulu Lake is considered to
have effluent groundwater conditions, in that water enters the lake from
the groundwater table, but is not discharged to the groundwater table.

The lake, therefore, represents a discharge point at which groundwater is
expressed at the surface as & stresm draining the lake, Several spring
seeps may be seen along the south shore. :

Climate and Hydrology

Climetological data for the cities of Lake Geneva and Waukesha reporting
stations approximate conditions at Lulu Lake, These data are presented in
Table 2, along with other pertinent data from regional stations. About
55 percent of the average annuel precipitation falls from Masy through September
when vegetative growth occurs. About 30 percent falls as snow in winter or
rain in esrly spring and is expressed as spring runoff, Streams in this
region have been observed to discharge at above normal rates about 30 percent
of the time, mostly during the spring runoff period,

Each year the watershed receives 16,792 acre feet of water., About seven
inches (3,675 acre feet) leave the watershed as surface runoff at the lake
outlet, Lake surfaces in the watershed total 120 acres and will lose about
29,4 inches (294 acre feet) to the atmosphere by evaporation. Wetlands also
have high evapotranspiration rates, The 942 acres of wetland in the watershed
might lose 2,308 acre feet of water in this way, The remaining 10,515 scre -/
feet either sre lost on the land surface by evapotranspiration or represent
groundwater recharge within the watershed, Hydrologists estimate that about
25 inches {in this case over 10,000 acre feet) will be lost overall by
evapotranspiration in the watershed, About 7,500 acre feet of waler is presumed
to be lost by this means from upland soils in the watershed,

Seils

Soils with development potential are generally restricted to the east
shore and back a short distance from the south shore. The zoils in these areas
are generally Rodman-Casco loams and gravelly loems. These soils have moderate
limitations for recreational development on flat areas but severe limitations
on steep slopes., A flat area of loamy sand on the west shore has been developed
as a playing field and beach site by a boys' club., This is an effective use of
the areas. Other bordering soils are mucky peat and marsh, totally unsuited to
development., In general the prevailing soils insure continuance of wild undeveloped
shores on ILulu Lake, The genexral distribution of major soil aress is depicted
on the Fish and Wildlife resource map (Map 2).







Lake Genevs

TABLE 2

Climgtological Deta for the Iulu Lake Area
Walworth County, Wiscomsin '

Ja, Fe Mr Ap My JIl JL Au Se Oc o De Yr
Temperature (F) '
Mean Monthly 21.6 24.8 33.5 hW7,6 s58.1 684 73.2 9F2.1 63.3 53.5 36.8 24,3 u8.1
Precipitation (inches)
Mean Monthly 1.7 1.3 2.6 3.2 3.4 4.3 4L 3.5 2.0 2,2 2.1 2.2 32.9
Days with rain* L L 6 6 7 7 6 6 1 I 5 6 £5
Waukeshs, 7

R Ja. Fe Mr Ap My Jn JL Au Se Oc ____ No De VT

Temperature (F)
Mean Monthly 20,7 23.1 32.1 L.,k 56,5 66,9 72.1 T70.8 62,4 51,3 36, 2h,9 Lb6.9
Precipitation (inches) |
Mean Monthly 1.7 1.3 2.2 2.5 3.5 3.7 3.3 3.1 2,9 2.1 2.3 1.6 30,27
Days with rain* L L 5 6 7 7 5 6 5 Y 5 L 62
Racine _

Ja, Fe Mr Ap My Jn JL Au Se O¢ XNo De Ir
Temperature (F)
Mean Monthly oh,2 26,2 3,5 5,9 56,1 67.0 73.1 72.3 64,7 534 39.0 27.9 u8,7
Precipitation (inches)
Mean Monthly 2,0 1.5 2.7 2.8 3.8 3.5 3.1 3.2 3.0 2,0 2.b 2.0 31.9
Days with rain¥ 5 L 6 6 7 7 5 6 5 L 6 5 66

* precip. 0.10 inch or more

Source:

Wis. Climastclogical Dsta.

U. 5. Weather Bureaun, 1561







TARLE 2 (Cout. )

Monthly Average Runcff in Inches

ot

Station Ja Te Mr Ap My Jn J1 Au Se Oc Ho De Totals
Fox River,
Wilmot 0.52 0,48 1.b3 1,10 0,74 0.58 0.39 0.33 0,27 O0.40 0,51 O.hk 7.19
Ratic of Runoff to Rainfall -~ Fox River - Waukeshs
Ja e Mr Ap My Jn J1 Au Se Oc No De Azmual
.35 .38 .66 A3 .21 .16 .12 11 .09 19 28 .28 2k
Lake Evaporation in Inches -- Rockford - Iliirois
Je Fe Mr Ap My Jn JL Au Se Oc No De Total
.31 .57 .75 2.90 L,03 L4.37 5.09 L,05 2.95 2.15 .80 .34 29.ko

Source: Roberts, W. J. and J. B. Stall. 1967, Lake evaporation in Illinois. Report of investigation
No, 57, State of Illinois.
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WATER QUALITY

Selected chemical analyses for spring and midsummer of 1966 are s basis
for evaluation of the present water quality of Lulu Lake as are temperature
and oxyzen profiles and bacteriological ssmples from summer sampling perlods,
These data are presented in Figure 1 and Table 3, The lake 1s fairly alkaline,
being about average for this reglom in alkalinity and is less fertile than
most lakes in the region in that it has below average concentrations of
phosphates, The lake has e low aquatic nuisance hazard index as based on
mean chloride content (a reflection of sgricultural drainage and external
nutrient sources), medium fertility as based on spring phosphate levels, but
would be considerad very fertile on the basis of alkalinity alone, In this
case high slkalinity may reflect the importance of spring water versus
runoff, Those ions indicative of pollution (chloride, sulphate, sodium,
potassium) are present in less than sverage concentrations snd therefore
testify to good water quality.

With 1ittle wind fetch the lake develops a fairly shallow mixed layer
in summer, The thermoecline develops at about nine feet and temperatures
decrease rapidly to about 27 feet, Sufficient oxygen to support even
tolerant fishes exists only to a depth of about 20 feet in midsummer,
fbout 62 percent of the total lake volume can support fish in midsummer.

The effect of wind and wave action on shores is much diminished here,
since the greatest length over which the wind can blow unobstructed is only
2,920 feet, which would produce waves of less than one foot maximum height,
Actlve sartlng of the sediments would normally take place only to & water
depth of 2,5-3 feet. As a result, vegetation is easily maintained on even
the wind-swept shores,

Bacteriological sampling, though limited, suggests that this is clean
water, not presently influenced by the 1limited development of its shores.

RESCURCES

Aguetic Plants

Aerial surveys and ground recornaissance revealed the extent of rooted
aquatic vegetation growth. The general distribution of submergent, emergent,
and floating leaved vegetation is illustrated in the hydrographic map (Map 1)
Chara was the predominant plant and covered the bottom in most areas under
five feet deep with the exclusion of the southern shore, It is one of the
top ranging foods of ducks and is an excellent producer of fish food, Although
sbundant, it has not prompted vegetation control measures. Sedges (Cyperaceae)
were abundant along the shoreline. The remaining agquatic plants were scattered,
with Myriophyllum (milfoil) dominating the west central shoreline, while the
southern shore had some scattered patches of Najas flexilis (bushy pondweed).
Plant life was found to a depth of 19 feet with small to moderate amounts of
Nitella, Ceratophyllum (coontail), Vallisneria (wild celery), and P, pectinatus

(sago pondweed), sSpecies present and the extent of their growth in the basin
is presented in Table U,

Algae blooms are extremely rare.
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TABLE 3

Selected Water Quality Parameters of Lulu Lake,

Welworth County, Wisconsin, 1966

Depth: 3 TC. 10 Tt. 2L Tt,

Parameter* Date: Apr., 6, 166 Sept, 13, 66 Sept., 13, '66
pH (units) 8.3 8.3 7.9
Tot. Alk. 224 201 219
Sp. Cond, 436 370 Lo8

(micromhos/cm)
Ca 47.8 17.0 22.9
Mg 26,7 27.k 25.9
Na 1.0 2.0 1.6
K 1.1 0.9 1.0
Fe(T) 0.02 0,01 0,02
POy (T) 0.0k 0,02
POL(D) 0,09 0,0k
ol 2.0 2.5 2.9
N 20.0 27.3 26.3

* All parameters expressed in milligrams per liter unless specified

R R e

otherwise.,
Bacteriological Analyses
MEN Coliform
Location (mean probable number) Bacteria
20 ft. off west shore, clear water MPN - 220 on 8.1-67
15 ft. off east shore, clear water MPN - 510 on 8-1-67

Source:; Wis. Dept. df Natural Resources







TABLE 4

Dominant Specles of Aguastic Vegetation in Lulu lake,
Welworth County, Wisconsin, 1967%

Common Growth
Scientific Name Name Character Extent in Basin
Ceratophyllum spp. Coontail Submergent 6-19 ft., depth.
Chara spp. Curs Submersed mats Entire basin 5 ft.
Cyperaceae Spp. Sedges Emergent West shoreline
Myriophyllum spp. Water milfoil Submergent West central shore
Nuphap spp., Yellow water L1ily Floating West central and
North shore

Nymphaea spp. White waber 1ily Floating West central and

' North shore
P, richardsonii Richardson pondweed Submergent * South shoreline
Seirpus validus Bulrush Emergent West shoreline
Typha spp. Cattall Emergent West shoreline
Zizania spp., Wild rice Emergent West shoreline

#Results of en intensive survey conducted August 8, 1967,

Source: Wis. Dept, of Natural Resources







Fish Resources

Luiu Leke has a typical lergemouth bass, panfish fishery. Since much of the
lake's shoreline iz in a wilderness conditicn, the water quality of the lake has
changed 1ittle through the years, This situation tends to favor the fishery
and thus provide a stable renewable resource, Winterkill is not a problem in
the lake because 61 percent of the area is greater than 20 feet deep,

The panfish fishery is domineted by bluegills which are in good condition
and exhibit characteristics of better-than-aversge growbth rates. Rock bass,
pumpkinseed, and bullheads are common species and black crappies, green sunfish,
and yellow perch are also present.

A fair population of largemouth bass are present and natural reproduction
is good since they have not been stocked since 1952, Northern pike are present
and are provided with adequate spawning mersh areas,

One of the unique features of this lake is the presence of brown trout
although they have never been stocked. They may have been introduced by local
people or by privete fish hatcheries, which are located in the watershed, and

‘managed to reproduce naturally in the spring feeder which enters the lake from

the west.

Fleasure Boating

Pleasure boating is not one of the lake's primary activities., Ninety~three
aerial observations from 1960-66 reveal that of the 535 bhoats counted only
4 percent were used for pleasure boating or water skiing. Over this period
boating attributed to water skiing amounted to only two boats, The lake is
only 84 acres and naturally cannot support many high powered boats. In addition
road conditions provided by the two resorts are substendard for the transportation
of large transient craft,

Game Resources

Game values for the watershed ere shown on Mep 2, The inlet and outlet
‘stream corridors provide wetlands for waterfowl and marsh furbearer production
as well as Tall pheasant cover., The wooded ridges bounding the west corridor
meintain a moderate number of small game animals and deer population. Since
the lake has only four cottages, spring and fall migratory rates are high.

Aegthetic Features

The sesthetic rating of Lulu Lake is oubtstanding. Open vistas provide
vantage points ascross the clear blue lake to other wooded and marsh sreas.
The marsh shoreline constitutes 46 percent of the total shoreline and enhances
the retention of aesthetic values, since it insures that the area will not be
altered by development. Several vantage points are marked on Map 2,

LAKE USE

Fishing

Lulu Lake offers some of the finest panfish angling in the Fox River
Watershed, TFishing pressure is curtailed to some extent by the lack of a
public access, however, serial observations from 1960-66 disclose that 12 boats
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arge used per day on the average for fishing during the weekend, and anglers
account for a k-boat average per day during the week, Conflicts with other
types of boating are not evident as 96 percent of boating activity is attributed
to fishing,

Hanting, Trapping, Wildlife Observations

A

 Wooded hills and wetlands account for U2 percent of the lake's watershed
of 6,387.2 acres, This area possesses excellent hunting opportunities. The
shoreline is encompassed by 5,800 ft. of adjoining marshland and could support
13 duck blinds with 150=-yard spacing. A rural area comprises the remainder
of the watershed and pheasant where other small game are present,

The north corridor to Fagle Spring Lake is bounded by 178 acres of adjoining
wetlands and although trapping is not evident, muskrat homes are present and
trapping could produce from 712 to 1,246 muskrats each season (L~T/acre),

The steep slopes and open vistas provide excellent terrain for wildlife
cbservations, ALl types of small game and a moderate deer populetion can be
cbserved from these areas as well as by boat along the shoreline and adjoining
streams, Nature trails provide a natural classroom on the Milwaukee Boys' Club
property and aquatic vegetation along the shoreline offers ideal conditions for
the study of mersh flora.

1 Swimming

The lake's water quality is ideal for swimming, as the water is clear

. and there are no algae or weed problems, Facilities, however, constitute

- 8 limiting factor to swimming opportunities. Two resorts and a camp maintain
280 ft. of beach frontage, but this frontage is also used for boat launching,

; The remainder of the shoreline is not suited for swimming because of the marsh
- areas on the west and the high banks on the east. An additional inhibiting

- factor is that the bottom, other than the already established beach aresas,

is somewhat marly and swimming produces turbid water under these conditions,

Cottages and Homesites

There are only four homesites located on lake frontage. Camping facilities
are provided by a resort on the south shore and & trailer court is maintained
by the resort on the northeast shoreline, Additional homesites are possible
above the east slope, but the remainder of the lake shoreline does not have
suitable soil arees on which to build,

Boating

The nearest public road is 0.5 miles from the lake and obviously curtails
the boating activity. The rental facilities provided by the two resorts sre
used mainly by fishermen. Aerial observations over a six-year period reveal
that the lake has 5.3 boats in use per week day and 12 boats per day each
weekend,
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RECREATTONAL RATING

A desired element of knowledge is a rating of the lake's value for primary
uges, This is provided in Table 5. The lake excels in its aesthetic enviromnment,
and is highly rated for its exlisting swimming and boating opportunities, The

wild and varied landscape enhances the sesthetic values, but handicaps the swimming
and boating operations because of the overcrowding of existing facilities.

With 63 out of a possible 72 points, the lake can be described as having

. outstanding values in all aspects of recreation, with access and space being

“the only limiting factors.

EXISTING LAND USE

Land use in the watershed has been summerized for 1963 (Table 6).
Open land constitutes 40.3 percent of the total watershed. Croplands
also constitute 55.7 percent of the watershed. Only .7 percent can be
considered residential. Roads constitute 2.8 percent, & similarly small
area. The stream system trihutery to Lulu Leke is well buffered from
croplands by & border of wetland and other unused lands. Existing land
use is illustreted on Map 3. The area encompassed in the lend use summary
is based on total quarter section area provided more than one-half the
total was wilthin the true watershed.

EXISTING PROTECTIVE MEASURES

Sewege Disposal

" There are no public sewerage systems within the watershed, nor are any
foreseen in the near future, Scils around the lake are generally inadequate
for soil absorption systems and for development in general, Should homesite
development occur south of the lake the threat of groundwater pollution would
exist,

Zonigg

The present zoning is that of the Township of Troy, which is presented
in Table 7 as it affects lakes and streams. Walworth County is currently
revising their zoning ordinance to provide comprehensive zoning end incorporate
provisions of shoreland and floodplein zoning now required by law. The county
has been active in assessing and correcting zoning problems around lakes.
Most of the Iulu I.ake Watershed is zoned agricultural. Those lands northwest
of the lake owned by the Milwaukee Boys' Club are zoned residence "B" for camp
use. Wetlands west of the lake on both sides of the inlet stream (sbout 100 acres)
are zoned conservancy district, as are wetlands north of the lake on theeast
side of the outlet (about 80 acres)}. The surface of the lake is also considered
conservancy district in Walworth County ordinances, Zoning is shown on Map 3A,
Apparently the ordinance has been amended to permit a trailer court on the
leke shore, Major areas of inadequacy are related to lot width and dwelling
setback, and to protection of shores from destruction by grazing and cover removal.
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TABLE 5

Recreational Rating of Lulu Leke, Walworth County, Wisconsin: 1967

_Space: Totel area - 84.26 acres

Total shore length - 2.h miles

;Réfio of total area (square miles) to total shore length {miles): 0.05h:1

Qnaiitx

e {18 points for each item)

?ish: 9 High production X 6 Medium production

X 9 No problems

6 Modest problems
T such as infrequent
winterkill, small
rough fish problems

(Marly)
6 Sand or gravel X 4 Sand or gravel
(75% or more) (25 - 50%)

4 Moderately clean

X 6 Clean water

X 6 No algae or
weed problems

4 Moderate algae or

weed problems
Bbating:
i 4 Adequate depths

(50-75% of basin
»5! deep)

X 6 Adequate depths
(75% of basin
>5')

4 Adequate size for
some boating
(200-1,000 acres)

6 Adequste size
extended boating
(»1,000 acres)

X 6 Good water

4 Some inhibiting
quality

factors (such as
weedy bays, algae
blooms, etc,)

 Esthetics:

X 6 Existence of 25%
or more wild shore

4 Less than 25%
wild shore

X 6 Varied landscape L Moderately varied

landscape

L Moderate nuisance
conditions

X 6 Few nuisances
(such as excessive
algae, carp dumps,
ete.)

Total quality rating: 63 out of & possible 72

3 Low production

3 Frequent and over=-
bearing problems
such as winterkill,
carp, excessive
fertility

2 Sand or gravel
(¢25%)

2 Turbid or darkly
stained

2 Frequent algsase or
weed problems '

2 Adequate depths
(50% of basin)

Limit of boating
challenge and space
(¢ 200 acres)

2 Overwhelming
inhibiting factors

(such as weed beds
throughout )

2 Fo wild shore
2 Unvaried landscape

¢ High nmuisance
condition

Sovrear Wie. Dant. af Natural Rasourcaes
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TABLE 6

Existing Land Use in the Iulu Leke Watershed,
Welworth County, Wisconsin, 1963%

Detailed Area in Acres Total Acreage Percent of Watershed
Ls5.54 45,54 . 69%

Ms jor

Other .21

Mining 7.07 7.28 L11%
187.59 187.59 2.85%

.37 .37 .01%

Public

Private 20.36 20.36 .31%

Wet 1,264 .04 2,649.89 Lo.3kg

Unused 55.29

Wooded 1,330.56

Crope 3,658.50 3,658.50 55.69%

Related

6,569.53 6,569.53 100.0%
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GOVERNMENTAL &8 INSTITUTIONAL

WOODLAND

WETLAND

PARK 8 RECREATIONAL

WATER

AGRICULTURE AND AGRICULTURE~RELATED

WATERSHED BOUNDARY
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TABLE 7

Degree of Protection Afforded By Land Use Controls to Lulu Lake,
Walworth County, Wisconsin, 1967

Remarks

éritefioh {Suggested Reservation) Adequate TInadequate

Dwéiiing Setback (At least 75!
om high water and 3' shove
ter 1eve1)

Sewage Disposal Facilities X
equate lot size to permit
red positioning of septic

o ﬁﬁuses (Not over water to
”tent they constitute a hazard -
sed as dwellings)

fuse:Disposal (Public or Private X
refuse disposal areas not

ntigious with the water or

1n1ng wetlands)

__t_W;dth (Minimum set to enhance
sh ’éline velues = 100' or more)

_ank/Shore Cover (Discourage
removal of cover where result is
'ruction of natural beauty)

Gxgzing,of Shores (Discourage
discriminate grazing since
lestroys spring areas and aids
k erosion - fencing is

ad301n1ng wetlands by a conservancy
zoning program)

Slope:Protectlon (Prohibit construction
on 1opes of 12% or more)

: ;ﬁ oards (Bestrlct billboard placement X

X

(But not all

40! minimum

Wew sanitary code

Not considered

New sanitary code

75! in ord,

Not considered

Not considered

are protected)

Weterfront business
dist.

Zoning superv, can
amend

Prohibited in conservancy
dist.

‘Wis. Dept. of Natural Resources: SEWRPC.
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Regional Land Use Classification

LOW DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
{0.5~7.2 PERSCNS PER RESIDENTIAL ACRE}

MEDIUM DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
(7.3-22.8 PERSONS PER RESIDENTIAL ACRE)

HIGH DENSITY RESIDENTIAL
(22.9-59.2 PERSONS PER RESIDENTIAL ACRE)

RETAIL AND SERVICES

WHOLESALE AND STORAGE

TRANSPORTATION, COMMUNICATION 8 UTILITY

MANUFACTURING 8 QUARRYING

GOVERNMENTAL & INSTITUTIONAL

WOODLAND

WETLAND

PARK B RECREATIONAL

WATER

AGRICULTURE AND AGRICULTURE-RELATED

WATERSHED BOUNDARY

NING , 1967

COUNTY, WISCONSIN

T-4-N. R-I7—E.

DN.R., JUNE 1969
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" Water Zoning

: The present boat comtrol ordinsnce is that of the Township of Troy as
evaluated in Table 8, In general this small lake is inadequately protected
~'from high speed boating, has little provision for protection of weed beds and
“wild shore, and has inadequate spatial separation of users., Water skiing is
“permitted; the space consumed by this activity would 1imit all other uses.

‘The ordinance does little to create an awareness of the striking aesthetic
values of Lulu Lake,

-fdifil Town of Troy Ordinance Applies:

“General Restrictions: Shore zone 150' or 75' beyond pier extensions;

3 5 mph w/in shore zone; beaches to be marked; those in
traffic zone have the right of way over those in the
shore zone; stay 50' away from swimmers, piers, other
boats, ete.; no swim beyond 150' unless w/boat, and no
swim at all beyond 150 from 7:00 p.m., to sunrise.

‘Water Skiing: Two in towboat - one 16 and attendant at least 1k; two skiers
L meximum during week day and one skier during weekend; skier
must wear Coast Guard Approved floatation device when skiing,

ne ski jumping; no skiing over weed beds,

a'geed Limits: 25 mph maximum 10:00 a.,m. to 7:00 p.m,; 7:00 p.m, to 10:00 a,m,
S 5 mph maximum and no skiling,

_omﬁercial rental hoats must have capacity stencilled on aft most seat and no-
‘commercial rental boats on lake until one hour after sunrise,

afts: White light if in T-Zone at night; not be anchored more than 50' from
e shore; 6" freeboard; cannot move more than 10 feet from a position
directly above its anchor,

No skin diving in weeds or spawning areas,

lo vehicles on ice.

RECREATION AND RESOURCE RELATED PROBLEMS

yThreaténed Water Quality

QDeterioratlng water gquality cannot be documented at present, A threat
loeg exist, however, as a trailer court occupies part of the shoreline and two
cottages occupy part of the low terrace contiguous with the south shore,

eterioratlng Wildlife Habitat

-.Although most of the immediate shore area is nondrasinable wetland, inroads
are-belng made in this community by dredging sand control of headwaters springs
rith impoundments. As uplands bordering the wetland are developed pressures
will” appear for further dredging in the wetlands to provide water access to

tlu and Eagle Spring Laekes, While wildlife habitat above Lulu Lake is currently
fell managed privately, the area between Lulu and Fagle Spring Leke and the border

T this large wetland complex has already accommodated filling for roeds, homesites,
dfdump sites,







TABLE 8

Degree of Protection Afforded by Boat Control Ordinance
to Lulu Lake, Walworth County, Wisconsin, 1967

riterioﬁa(Suggested Reservations) Adequate Inadequate Remarks

ofbfé:(Lakes less than 50 acres be X
imited to boats without motors

r._Zéﬁe (Speed be restricted to less X-7-X 5 mph - 150
an 5 mph within 200' of shore L.C.#2)

raft Mooring (Boats on which X
s are living, sleeping, camping

ohibited from mooring, drifting,

”ernlght anchoring L.C. #3)

fat Landlngs (Prohibited at X
landings for more than 24 hrs,,
in designated areas L.C. #4)

Limits (On lakes 50-200 acres X
imited to 5 mph or less L.C., #5)

ng (Within 200! of another object X 501
iéﬁlimited to 5 mph or less L.C, #)

Preservation (25% of shore must X
- wild state L.C. #8)

_gservgtlon (vital aquatic vegetation
hould be marked and boating therein

ited)f; X No ski over weed beds.

Wis. Dept. of Natural Resources
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imiteduﬁseﬁbpportunities

Lulu Lake lacks publlc access, but has good boat launching and recreation
ities of a commercial nature, In effect commercial operation of conventional
hlng'faciliti@a is adequate as long as reasonable access is assured. The

f gueranteeing access is through public ownership. There exists difficult
“the inlet and outlet, both traversible by light boat,

EECOMMENDED RESQURCE PROTECTION AND ENHAWCEMENT MEASURES

; Lake occuples a somewhat unique position as an undeveloped lake in an

vi o} ental corridor. Few such lakes exist in southeastern Wisconsin. A concept
red: in use planning that will capitalize on these attributes yet not

ate the resource, Such lakes demand more stringent shoreline control

sis placed on recreational rather than residential use.,

'oilow1ng specific recommendations have been formulated for the protection
cement of the Lulu Lake resource, Recommendations accommodate the
) wetlands and uplands as well,

t.is recommendad that conservancy district zoning be employed on all
in the watershed as well as uplands of an undeveloped recreational
. the area northwest of the lake,

n order to assure future water quality, it is recommended that dwellings
the lake on a narrow strip of firm soil be removed to land more distant
‘water’'s edge. These are trailers mostly end little inconvenience should
in such a relocation,

“ﬁe land east of the lake could more appropriately serve as an intensive
mity park with swimming on the wave-washed beach.

Dwellings south of the lake on the low terrace bordering the water also
out’ of place in this setting and may constitute a source of pollution in
]é;' It is therefore recommended that the lowland terrace on the south

the lake be zoned to accommodate extensive recreational uses, and that as
elopment occurs permanent dwellings should be restricted from the low terrace
ng the lake.

» - Lulu Lake is a prime asset in the Mukwonago River environmental corridor.
cherefore recommended that these recreational plans be part of a comprehensive
7 effort encompassing the entire corridor.,

. A detailed study involving local interests to formulate land use objectives
relop an ultimate land use plan for the Lulu ILake basin will be necessary and
commended. Although such master plan development is beyond the scope of this
plan, recreation-related plans have been formulated snd are recommended.
esource conservation plans are presented in Map 4, representing intermediate
t;ves and in Map 5, representing ultimate obJectlves.
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