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fŰƣƖŸĬƨĦƣŔŸŰ 
A Master Plan provides a long-term vision for the growth and development of Arlington 
Township by assessing current conditions, identifying opportunities for change, and 
reflecting the aspirations of residents and community leaders. This plan is implemented 
through zoning regulations, capital improvement projects, citizen committees, and other 
ƚƣƖċƣĲŊŔĦШƣŸŸũƚШƣŸШċĦőŔĲƻĲШƣőĲШĦŸůůƨŰŔƣǃќƚШƻŔƚŔŸŰЯШŊŸċũƚЯШċŰĬШŸĤŢĲĦƣŔƻĲƚЮ 

Master Plans in Michigan are authorized by the Michigan Planning Enabling Act, Public Act 
33 of 2008, which outlines their core purposes and requirements. According to the Act, 
Master Plans should: 

¶ Promote public health, safety, and general welfare; 

¶ Encourage the responsible use of resources in accordance with their character and 
adaptability;  

¶ Prevent overcrowding of land by buildings or population; 

¶ Reduce congestion on public roads and streets; 

¶ Support the development of infrastructure, including transportation systems, 
sewage disposal, water supply, and recreational facilities; and 

¶ 9ŸŰƚŔĬĲƖШƣőĲШƣŸƽŰƚőŔƓќƚШĦőċƖċĦƣĲƖШċŰĬШƚƨŔƣċĤŔũŔƣǃШŉŸƖШƻċƖŔŸƨƚШũċŰĬШƨƚĲƚЯШƣċťŔŰŊШŔŰƣŸШ
account trends in land and population development. 

While a Master Plan itself does not regulate development in the way that zoning ordinances 
and other local regulations do, it plays a critical role in shaping those policies. Courts 
frequently reference Master Plans when making decisions on zoning ordinance provisions, 
further underscoring their significance. Ultimately, the Master Plan serves as a foundational 
guide for shaping the long-term character and development of Arlington Township, 
informing future ordinance updates and land-use policies. 

A key component of this process is the ĦŸůůƨŰŔƣǃќƚШƻŔƚŔŸŰШŉŸƖШƣőĲШŉƨƣƨƖĲ. This vision was 
shaped through input from residents, property owners, and other stakeholders, ensuring 
broad community support. It serves as a guiding force for public and private decision-
making, influencing choices made by citizens, investors, and elected officials. 

The planning process also provides an opportunity for the Township to define its core values, 
assess potential challenges, and take proactive steps to safeguard its future. By engaging in 
this process, Arlington Township can ensure that growth and development align with the 
ĦŸůůƨŰŔƣǃќƚШƓƖŔŸƖŔƣŔĲƚШƽőŔũĲШƓƖĲƚĲƖƻŔŰŊШƣőĲШƕƨċũŔƣŔĲƚШƣőċƣШůċťĲШŔƣШċШĬĲƚŔƖċĤũĲШƓũċĦĲШƣŸШũŔƻĲЯШ
work, and invest. 
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ÅĲŊŔŸŰċũШxŸĦċƣŔŸŰ 

Arlington Township  is located in southwest Michigan, near the geographic center of Van 
Buren County. It is bordered by Columbia Township to the north, Waverly Township to the 
east, Lawrence Township to the south, and Bangor Township to the west. A portion of the 
City of Bangor extends into the township, but otherwise, the area contains no other 
incorporated towns or villages. 

The township is home to several small lakes, with Scott Lake being the largest and a popular 
destination for recreation. The Paw Paw and Black Rivers also traverse portions of the 
township, along with smaller tributaries like Elizabeth Creek. The landscape features a mix 
of sandy and clay soils, which support a diverse agricultural economy. Local farms produce 
fruit, vegetables, grains, mint, and Christmas trees. 

Transportation through the township is anchored by M-43, a major state highway linking 
Kalamazoo and South Haven. Additional local routes, including 52nd and 54th Streets, 
provide regional access, including connections to the nearby Village of Lawrence. 
Residential development is concentrated near Scott Lake, around the City of Bangor, and at 
key intersections along M-43. 
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Arlington Township Base Map
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cŔƚƣŸƖǃ 
For over 10,000 years, Native Americans populated the region of southwest. The recorded 
history of Arlington Township started when William N. Taylor came to the area in 1835 with 
a group of pioneers. Arlington Township was established in 1842 and was named by one of 
its earliest residents т a Revolutionary veteran named James Stevens, after his native town 
the Green Mountain State. A few residents gathered to choose officers for the ensuing year, 
but the population was so small that only 14 electors were present.  
 
During the early settlement of Arlington Township highways were not abundant and pioneers 
were inconvenienced by obstacles that slowed their progress in traversing the country. One 
ŸŉШƣőĲШƣŸƽŰƚőŔƓќƚШĦƖĲĲťƚЯШEũŔǍċĤƣőШ9ƖĲĲťЯШŊŸƣШŔƣƚШŰċůĲƚċťĲШŉƖŸůШƽőĲŰШċШƽŸůċŰШƽċƚШƣőƖŸƽŰШ
out of a vehicle in a sudden lurch and landed in the creek. The earliest surveyed highway was 
known as Monroe Road, which followed a diagonal course through Arlington Township and 
connected Paw Paw with South Haven. 
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EǂŔƚƣŔŰŊШ9ŸŰĬŔƣŔŸŰƚ 
This chapter reviews Arlington TownshipќƚШĲǂŔƚƣŔŰŊШĦŸŰĬŔƣŔŸŰƚ such as the population, 
housing, economics, natural features and land uses. This lays the foundation for 
determining community values and implementing the Master Plan. 

?ĲůŸŊƖċƓőŔĦƚ 
Arlington Township experienced its peak population in 2000 with 2,075 residents. With a 
population of 1,958 in 2020, Arlington Township experienced a slight decline of 5.78% since 
2000. Compared to neighboring communities, Arlington Township experienced moderate 
change in population. Bangor Township recorded a larger decrease of 8.58% over the same 
period, while Geneva Township saw a significant decline of 14.06%. In contrast, Waverly 
Township observed a modest increase of 1.58%. The City of Bangor, with 2,016 residents in 
2020, saw a slight increase of 4.29% since 2000. In addition, Van Buren County experienced 
a marginal decrease of 0.89% in population from 2000 to 2020.  
 
Figure 1. Population 1960-2020  

Municipality 1960 1970 1980 1990 2000 2010 2020 
% Change 
2000-2020 

Arlington Township 1,392 1,645 1,884 1,929 2,075 2,073 1,958 -5.78% 

Bangor Township 1,443 1,708 1,993 1,948 2,121 2,147 1,939 -8.58% 

Bloomingdale 
Township 

1,176 1,493 1,953 2,351 3,364 3,103 2,930 -12.90% 

Columbia Township 1,374 1,657 2,004 2,339 2,714 2,588 2,546 -6.19% 

Geneva Township 1,850 2,392 2,984 3,162 3,975 3,573 3,416 -14.06% 

Hartford Township 1,746 2,211 2,707 3,032 3,159 3,274 3,021 -4.37% 

Lawrence Township 1,421 1,555 2,114 2,115 3,341 3,259 3,289 -1.56% 

Paw Paw Township 2,067 2,592 3,207 3,645 7,091 7,041 6,881 -2.96% 

Waverly Township 1,044 1,313 2,130 2,188 2,467 2,554 2,506 1.58% 

City of Bangor 2,109 2,050 2,001 1,922 1,933 1,885 2,016 4.29% 

Van Buren County 48,395 56,173 66,814 70,060 76,263 76,258 75,587 -0.89% 

1960, 1970, 1980,1990, 2000, 2010, 2020 Decennial Census 
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Figure 2. Arlington Township Population 1960-2020        

 
         

Arlington Township has a median age of 44.9 years, which is higher than Van Buren County 
which has a median age of 42.1 years. Arlington ÑŸƽŰƚőŔƓќƚ age cohorts are as follows:  
24.6% aged 0-19, 25.6% aged 20-44, 29.5% aged 45-64, and 20.3% aged 65 and over. This is 
compared to Van Buren County which has a population makeup of 25.5% aged 0-19, 28.6% 
aged 20-44, 28.0% aged 45-64, and 18.1% aged 65 and over. 
 
Figure 3. Age Cohorts 2020 

Municipality  
Median 
Age  

2020 
Population  

Percent 
Age 0-19 

Percent Age 
20-44 

Percent Age 
45-64 

Percent Age 
65 and Over 

Arlington Township  44.9 1,958 24.60% 25.60% 29.50% 20.30% 

Bangor Township 41.1 1,939 26.70% 27.50% 27.10% 18.70% 

Bloomingdale Township 46.4 2,930 22.30% 26.30% 30.10% 21.30% 

Columbia Township 41.2 2,546 25.70% 28.90% 27.90% 17.60% 

Geneva Township 42.5 3,416 25.30% 27.50% 28.70% 18.60% 

Hartford Township 40.6 3,021 28.10% 26.70% 27.80% 17.40% 

Lawrence Township 41 3,289 25.80% 29.00% 25.90% 19.30% 

Paw Paw Township 44.1 6,881 22.50% 28.30% 27.70% 21.50% 

Waverly Township 42.5 2,506 24.90% 28.20% 30.10% 16.70% 

City of Bangor 34.4 2,016 31.70% 31.90% 23.30% 13.00% 

Van Buren County 42.1 75,587 25.50% 28.60% 28.00% 18.10% 

2020 Decennial Census 

 

In Arlington Township the racial makeup includes a white population of 1,621, a black 
population of 23, a Native American population of 24, an Asian population of 2, a Native 
Hawaiian population of 2, a Hispanic or Latino population of 287, another race population 
of 139, and a multi -race population of 147. Hispanic or Latino is considered an ethnicity and 

1,392

1,645

1,884 1,929
2,075 2,073
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thus members of this group may be black, white or other. Arlington Township has a Hispanic 
or Latino population of 287, making up 14.7% of the overall population. Arlington TownshipќƚШ
Hispanic and Latino population has grown despite the overall population shrinking in 2020 
compared to 2010, increasing 2.5% from 12.2% of the 2010 population to 14.7% of the 2020 
population.  
 
Figure 4.  Communities by Race 2020      

Community  
Total 

Population  
White 
alone 

Black or 
African 

American 
alone 

  American 
Indian and 

Alaska 
Native 
alone 

Asian 
alone 

Native 
Hawaiian 
and Other 

Pacific 
Islander 

alone 

 Some 
Other 
Race 
alone 

Population 
of two or 

more 
races:   

Arlington 
Township            1,958       1,621  

                               
23  

                                 
24  

            
2  

                                        
2  

                
139  

                     
147  

 

Van Buren 
County          75,587    61,345  

                         
2,428  

                               
819  

       
386  

                                      
40  

             
4,397  

                 
6,172  

 

Bangor City            2,016       1,294  
                            
150  

                                 
28  

          
11  

                                        
2  

                
243  

                     
288  

 

Bangor 
Township            1,939       1,497  

                               
58  

                                 
51  

            
7  

                                       
-    

                
176  

                     
150  

 

Bloomingdale 
Township            2,930       2,627  

                               
49  

                                    
8  

            
5  

                                        
1  

                   
67  

                     
173  

 

Columbia 
Township            2,546       2,081  

                               
53  

                                 
34  

           
-    

                                        
5  

                
147  

                     
226  

 

Geneva 
Township            3,416       2,585  

                            
171  

                                 
44  

          
15  

                                        
3  

                
320  

                     
278  

 

Hartford 
Township            3,021       2,112  

                               
21  

                                 
74  

            
6  

                                       
-    

                
500  

                     
308  

 

Lawrence 
Township            3,289       2,517  

                               
36  

                                 
62  

            
3  

                                        
1  

                
238  

                     
432  

 

Paw Paw 
Township            6,881       5,988  

                            
139  

                                 
63  

          
46  

                                        
3  

                
202  

                     
440  

 

Waverly 
Township            2,506       2,238  

                               
26  

                                 
13  

           
-    

                                        
1  

                   
66  

                     
162  

 

2020 US Census Bureau Decennial Census  
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Figure 5. Hispanic or Latino Population 2010 - 2020 

 2010 2020 
Percent 
2010 

Percent 
2020 

Percent Change 
2010-2020 

Arlington Township        252        287  12.2% 14.7% 2.5% 

Van Buren County    7,758  
   
8,966  10.2% 11.9% 1.7% 

Bangor City       271        552  14.4% 27.4% 13.0% 

Bangor Township       307        333  14.3% 17.2% 2.9% 
Bloomingdale 
Township          97        142  3.1% 4.8% 1.7% 

Columbia Township       372        406  14.4% 15.9% 1.6% 

Geneva Township       484        512  13.5% 15.0% 1.4% 

Hartford Township       727        778  22.2% 25.8% 3.5% 

Lawrence Township       582        620  17.9% 18.9% 1.0% 

Paw Paw Township       387        479  5.5% 7.0% 1.5% 

Waverly Township       123        163  4.8% 6.5% 1.7% 
  

cŸƨƚŔŰŊШċŰĬШcŸƨƚĲőŸũĬШ9őċƖċĦƣĲƖŔƚƣŔĦƚ 

Among the jurisdictions in Van Buren County, Arlington Township exhibits distinct trends in 
household composition. Between 2010 and 2020, one-person households in the township 
increased slightly from 18.9% to 19.2%, while two-person households grew significantly 
from 37.2% to 44.2%. In contrast, three-person households declined from 20.7% to 18.2%, 
and four-person households dropped from 23.2% to 18.4%. 

In comparison, other townships in the county show varying patterns. Bangor Township 
experienced a sharp decline in two-person householdsуfrom 41.9% to 30.7%уalongside 
a substantial rise in four-person or larger households, which increased from 23.7% to 
39.2%. Bloomingdale Township followed more typical regional trends, with modest growth 
in one-person households and a slight decrease in three-person households, while four-
person or larger households remained stable. 

Geneva Township saw a significant reduction in two-person households (from 38.4% to 
31.5%) coupled with increases in both three-person and four-person or larger households. 
Lawrence Township showed a notable decline in both three-person households (from 14.6% 
to 9.8%) and four-person or larger households (from 25.5% to 16.5%). Meanwhile, the City 
of Bangor reported increases across one-person, two-person, and four-person or larger 
households. 
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Overall, while Arlington Township mirrors some of the broader demographic shifts occurring 
across Van Buren County, each community displays unique household composition 
trendsуreflecting the diverse socio-economic and demographic characteristics of the 
region. 

Figure 6. Household Composition 2020 

  
1-person 

households  
2-person 

households  
3-person 

households  
4-person + 

households  
Municipalities  2010 2020 2010 2020 2010 2020 2010 2020 

Arlington Township 18.90% 19.20% 37.20% 44.20% 20.70% 18.20% 23.20% 18.40% 

Bangor Township 19.20% 21.80% 41.90% 30.70% 15.20% 8.30% 23.70% 39.20% 
Bloomingdale 
Township 

22.70% 26.20% 41.30% 42.20% 14.00% 9.10% 22.00% 22.50% 

Columbia Township 22.00% 21.20% 39.10% 35.70% 16% 11.90% 23.10% 31.20% 

Geneva Township 20.30% 13.50% 38.40% 31.50% 17% 14.50% 24.50% 40.40% 

Hartford Township 21.10% 18.20% 34.60% 35.60% 17% 11.60% 27.10% 34.70% 

Lawrence Township 22.00% 16.30% 37.90% 57.40% 15% 9.80% 25.50% 16.50% 

Paw Paw Township 21.40% 16.90% 40.90% 40.00% 17% 16.30% 20.60% 26.80% 

Waverly Township 18.80% 22.90% 40.00% 39.90% 15% 18.60% 25.80% 18.60% 

City of Bangor 24.20% 29.10% 32.30% 24.40% 13.10% 8.00% 30.40% 38.50% 

Van Buren County 20.70% 22.23% 38.70% 40.28% 16% 12.41% 24.70% 25% 

2020 Decennial Census 
 

Arlington Township has a slightly higher average household size (2.67) compared to Van 
Buren County (2.51). The average family size in Arlington Township (2.96) and is comparable 
to Van Buren County (2.97), suggesting similar family structures. 
 
Figure 7. Household and Family Size 2022 

Jurisdiction  
Total 
Households  

Total 
Families  

Average 
Household Size 

Average 
Family Size 

Arlington Township  580 436 2.67 2.96 

Bangor Township 739 539 2.96 3.44 

Bloomingdale Township 1,212 900 2.38 2.79 

Columbia Township 850 618 2.88 3.42 

Geneva Township 1,172 937 2.82 3.16 

Hartford Township 1,076 780 2.78 3.34 

Lawrence Township 1,250 985 2.61 2.9 

Paw Paw Township 2,687 1,935 2.5 2.94 

Waverly Township 1,106 689 2.27 2.74 

City of Bangor 716 480 2.89 3.62 

Van Buren County 29,609 20,989 2.51 2.97 

2022 ACS Census Bureau 
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It is notable that the percentage of owner-occupied housing in Arlington Township is 
relatively high at 85.40%, compared to the county average of 77.80%. Additionally, Arlington 
Township has a higher percentage of vacant housing at 21.90% compared to the county 
average of 20.13%.  
 
Figure 8. Housing Unit by Type 2020 
 

Municipalities  Population  
Total 

housing 
units  

Occupied 
Housing % 

Vacant 
Housing 

% 

Percent of Occupied 
Housing % of 

population 
in group 
quarters  

Owner-
occupied 

% 

Renter-
occupied 

% 

Arlington Township 1,958 980 78.1% 21.9% 85.4% 14.60% 1.4% 

Bangor Township 1,939 906 75.1% 24.9% 83.7% 16.30% 3.8% 

Bloomingdale 
Township 

2,930 1,541 77.7% 22.3% 79.7% 20.30% 0.2% 

Columbia 
Township 

2,546 1,486 65.0% 34.7% 85.4% 14.60% 0.9% 

Geneva Township 3,416 702 75.1% 24.9% 86.1% 13.90% 0.1% 

Hartford Township 3,021 1,260 90.0% 9.7% 75.5% 24.50% 0.0% 

Lawrence 
Township 

3,289 1,571 78.0% 22.0% 79.0% 21.00% 0.3% 

Paw Paw Township 6,881 3,496 86.0% 14.2% 66.6% 33.40% 0.0% 

Waverly Township 2,506 1,079 90.2% 9.8% 86.8% 13.20% 0.0% 

City of Bangor 2,016 8,223 90.2% 9.8% 67.9% 32.10% 0.0% 

Van Buren County 75,587 36,948 79.9% 20.1% 77.8% 22.20%   

2020 ACS Census Bureau 
 

Arlington Township has a slightly higher percentage of seasonal units relative to its vacant 
units compared to Van Buren County overall. In Arlington Township, 70.23% of vacant units 
are seasonal, while in Van Buren County overall, 68% of vacant units are seasonal. Arlington 
Township also shows a higher percentage of seasonal units compared to its total housing 
units when compared to Van Buren County overall. In Arlington Township, 15.41% of all units 
are seasonal, whereas in Van Buren County overall, 13.63% of all units are seasonal. 
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Figure 9. Vacant Unit by Type 2020 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

While Van Buren County experienced a modest increase in total housing units between 2010 
and 2020, Arlington Township saw a slight declineуfrom 1,004 to 980 unitsуindicating that 
its residential growth did not keep pace with the broader county trend. However, Arlington 
Township's housing numbers remained relatively stable compared to several neighboring 
jurisdictions.  

For example, Bangor Township experienced a more substantial decline, with housing units 
dropping from 1,038 to 906, while Hartford Township saw a reduction from 1,335 to 1,260 
units during the same period. Although Arlington Township did experience a decrease, the 
change was modest by comparison, suggesting a greater degree of residential stability. This 
ƖĲũċƣŔƻĲШƚƣĲċĬŔŰĲƚƚШŔŰШőŸƨƚŔŰŊШƚƣŸĦťШőŔŊőũŔŊőƣƚШ ƖũŔŰŊƣŸŰШÑŸƽŰƚőŔƓќƚШƖĲƚŔũŔĲŰĦĲШċůŔĬШƚőŔŉƣŔŰŊШ
population and development patterns within Van Buren County. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Municipality  
Total 

Housing 
Units  

Vacant 
Units  

Seasonal 
Units  

Seasonal 
Units as % 
of Vacant 

Units  

Seasonal 
Units as % 

of Total 
Units  

Arlington Township 980 215 151 70% 15% 
Bangor Township 906 226 145 64% 16% 
Bloomingdale Township 1,541 343 213 62% 14% 
Columbia Township 1,486 515 361 70% 24% 
Geneva Township 702 241 110 46% 16% 
Hartford Township 1,260 122 39 32% 3% 
Lawrence Township 1,571 346 240 69% 15% 
Paw Paw Township 3,496 498 303 61% 9% 
Waverly Township 1,079 106 64 60% 6% 
City of Bangor 828 97 63 65% 8% 
Van Buren County 36,948 7,438 5,037 68% 14% 

2020 ACS Census Bureau 



 

12 

 

Figure 10. Number of Households 2010-2020 
Year 2010 2020 

Arlington Township 1,004 980 

Bangor Township 1,038 906 

Bloomingdale Township 1,576 1,541 

Columbia Township 1,511 1,486 

Geneva Township 1,569 1,569 

Hartford Township 1,335 1,260 

Lawrence Township 1,588 1,571 

Paw Paw Township 3,505 3,496 

Waverly Township 1,092 1,079 

City of Bangor 835 823 

Van Buren County 36,785 36,948 

2010, 2020 Decennial Census 
 

Arlington Township has a total of 526 owner-occupied housing units, with values distributed 
across a broad range. Approximately 3.4% are valued under $50,000, while 24.0% fall 
between $50,000 and $99,999. The largest share of homes (24.9%),ares valued between 
$100,000 and $149,999, followed by 14.1% in the $150,000 to $199,999 range. About 20.5% 
of units are valued between $200,000 and $299,999, 9.5% between $300,000 and $499,999, 
2.5% between $500,000 and $999,999, and 1.1% at $1 million or more. The median value of 
owner-occupied homes in the township is $146,400. 

9ŸůƓċƖĲĬШƣŸШéċŰШ7ƨƖĲŰШ9ŸƨŰƣǃШŸƻĲƖċũũЯШ ƖũŔŰŊƣŸŰШÑŸƽŰƚőŔƓќƚШőŸƨƚŔŰŊШƻċũƨĲƚШċƖĲШůŸƖĲШ
concentrated in the lower-to-middle price ranges. While 39% of owner-occupied homes in 
ƖũŔŰŊƣŸŰШŉċũũШĤĲƣƽĲĲŰШҘΝΜΜЯΜΜΜШċŰĬШҘΝΦΦЯΦΦΦЯШƣőĲШĦŸƨŰƣǃќƚШũċƖŊĲƚƣШƚőċƖĲШыΞΜЮΦӖьШŔƚШŔŰ the 

$200,000 to $299,999 range. Additionally, Arlington Township's median home value of 
$146,400 is notably lower than the countywide median of $172,100, highlighting its more 
affordable housing market relative to the broader region. 
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Figure 11. Owner Occupied Housing Values 2022 

 Van Buren County Arlington Township 

 Estimate  
Margin of 
Error Percent  Estimate  

Margin of 
Error Percent  

Owner-occupied units 23,731 549 100.0% 526 59 100.0% 

Less than $50,000 2,121 226 8.9% 18 10 3.4% 

$50,000 to $99,999 3,495 343 14.7% 126 39 24.0% 

$100,000 to $149,999 3,834 384 16.2% 131 33 24.9% 

$150,000 to $199,999 4,391 421 18.5% 74 24 14.1% 

$200,000 to $299,999 4,954 402 20.9% 108 37 20.5% 

$300,000 to $499,999 3,336 354 14.1% 50 19 9.5% 

$500,000 to $999,999 1,333 183 5.6% 13 14 2.5% 

$1,000,000 or more 267 81 1.1% 6 6 1.1% 

Median (dollars) 172,100 3,952   146,400 12,158   

2022 ACS Census Bureau 
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EĦŸŰŸůŔĦШ9ŸŰĬŔƣŔŸŰƚШ 

Arlington Township has a population of 1,333 individuals aged 15 and older, compared to 
61,302 in Van Buren County. In 2022, the median individual income in Arlington Township 
was estimated at $28,523, while the countywide median was $32,857. In Arlington 
Township, 50% of individuals earn less than $34,999, compared to 47.4% in Van Buren 
County. 

Although the difference in median income may appear significant, it falls within the U.S. 
9ĲŰƚƨƚШ7ƨƖĲċƨќƚШůċƖŊŔŰШŸŉШĲƖƖŸƖЯШƚƨŊŊĲƚƣŔŰŊШƣőċƣШƣőĲШƣƖƨĲШůĲĬŔċŰШŔŰĦŸůĲШŔŰШ ƖũŔŰŊƣŸŰШ
ÑŸƽŰƚőŔƓШĦŸƨũĬШĤĲШƚŔůŔũċƖШƣŸШƣőĲШĦŸƨŰƣǃќƚЮШcŸƽĲƻĲƖЯШŊŔƻĲŰШ ƖũŔŰŊƣŸŰШÑŸƽŰƚőŔƓќƚШőŔgher 
poverty rates and lower housing values, it is more likely that its median income is genuinely 
lower than the county average. That said, the actual figure may still vary from the current 
estimate, underscoring the limitations of small-area census data. 

Figure 12. Individuals' Income in The Past 12 Months (In 2022 Inflation-Adjusted Dollars) 
 Arlington Township Van Buren County 

 Estimate Margin of Error Estimate Margin of Error 
    Population 15 years and over 1,333 139 61,302 25 
        $1 to $9,999 or loss 16.4% 5.7% 12.2% 0.8% 
        $10,000 to $14,999 8.6% 2.4% 9.2% 0.8% 
        $15,000 to $24,999 12.3% 2.5% 14.3% 0.9% 
        $25,000 to $34,999 12.7% 3.9% 11.7% 0.9% 
        $35,000 to $49,999 10.7% 3.3% 13.2% 1.1% 
        $50,000 to $64,999 9.8% 2.8% 10.0% 0.8% 
        $65,000 to $74,999 7.4% 2.5% 5.2% 0.6% 
        $75,000 or more 7.5% 1.7% 13.4% 0.8% 
        Median income (dollars)  $28,523  4,840  $32,857  1,067 

2022 ACS US Census Bureau 
 

Arlington Township has a population of 1,143 adults 25 years of age or older as of 2022. Of 
this population, 11.7% have not obtained a high school degree, 34.4% have obtained only a 
high school diploma, 35.9% have some college or an associate's degree, 10.5% have 
completed at most a bachelor's degree, and 7.5% have a graduate or professional degree. 
Comparatively, Van Buren County has a population of 52,266 adults 25 years of age or older, 
with 11.6% not having completed a high school diploma, 32.7% with only a high school 
diploma, 33.5% with some college or an associate's degree, 14.2% with at most a bachelor's 
degree, and 8% with a graduate or professional degree. Arlington Township exhibits the 
same general trend as the county, with the only difference being that Arlington Township's 
population with some college or an associate's degree is 2.4% higher than Van Buren 
County, while its population has 3.7% of individuals with a bachelor's degree less than Van 
Buren County. 
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Figure 13. Educational Attainment 2022 
 Arlington Township Van Buren County 

 Estimate 
Margin of 
Error Estimate 

Margin of 
Error 

    Population 25 years and over 1,143 112 52,266 95 
        Less than high school graduate 11.7% 3.6% 11.6% 1.0% 
        High school graduate (includes 
equivalency) 34.4% 5.6% 32.7% 1.4% 
        Some college or associate's degree 35.9% 5.1% 33.5% 1.5% 
        Bachelor's degree 10.5% 2.8% 14.2% 1.0% 
        Graduate or professional degree 7.5% 3.0% 8.0% 0.7% 

2022 ACS US Census Bureau 
 

Poverty 
The table below shows the amount of money considered as the poverty guideline for 
different sizes of households in the United States. The first column tells how many people 
are in a family or household, ranging from one person up to eight people. The second column 
shows the corresponding income level that is considered the poverty guideline for each 
household size. For instance, if there's only one person in a household, the income level 
considered as the poverty guideline is $15,060. For a family of four, the poverty guideline is 
$31,200. If a household has more than eight people, you would add $5,380 for each 
additional person beyond eight.  
 
Arlington Township has a higher poverty rate than most surrounding communities. With a 
poverty rate of 14.30%, Arlington Township falls above the county average for Van Buren 
County (13.70%) and slightly above the statewide average for Michigan (13.20%.) 
 
Compared to surrounding communities, Arlington Township's poverty rate is surpassed by 
Columbia Township, which has the highest poverty rate at 21.10%. In contrast, Arlington 
Township's poverty rate is higher than several other municipalities, including Geneva 
Township (7.60%), Bloomingdale Township (10.40%), Hartford Township (10.80%), 
Lawrence Township (8.60%), Paw Paw Township (8.80%), and the City of Bangor (13.30%). 
While Arlington Township's poverty rate is not the highest among its neighbors, it indicates 
that a significant portion of its population is experiencing economic hardship.   
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Figure 14. U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 2024 Poverty Threshold 
Persons in family/household  Poverty guideline  

1 $15,060 

2 $20,440 

3 $25,820 

4 $31,200 

5 $36,580 

6 $41,960 

7 $47,340 

8 $52,720 

For families/households with more than 8 persons, add $5,380 for each additional person. 

 

 
Figure 15.  Poverty Rates 2020 

Municipality  Poverty Rate 

Arlington Township 14.30% 

Bangor Township 13.20% 

Bloomingdale Township 10.40% 

Columbia Township 21.10% 

Geneva Township 7.60% 

Hartford Township 10.80% 

Lawrence Township 8.60% 

Paw Paw Township 8.80% 

Waverly Township 3.20% 

City of Bangor 13.30% 

Van Buren County 13.70% 

Michigan 13.20% 

2020 ACS Census Bureau 



 

17 

 

  



 

18 

 

ŊƖŔĦƨũƣƨƖċũШEĦŸŰŸůǃ 
Agriculture serves as the primary economic engine of Arlington Township. Farming 
generates employment, produces goods for local and regional markets, and contributes to 
the local tax base. It is also deeply rooted in tradition, with family-owned farms passed down 
through generations, reinforcing a strong social and economic fabric centered around 
community and family. 

Farmland protection is grounded in the understanding that farming is an economically viable 
activity deserving support particularly when the land is of high quality, strategically located, 
and contributes significantly to the local economy. 

Several location-based factors enhance the value of agricultural land, including climate, air 
and water quality, and reliable water availability. High-quality agricultural land is defined by 
the right balance of soil composition, temperature, sunlight, and moisture, all of which 
contribute to high yields or the production of unique crops. For example, proximity to Lake 
Michigan creates a microclimate that moderates temperature extremes and increases 
precipitationуconditions ideal for fruit production. 

These unique microclimates are particularly important for crops like blueberries, grapes, 
and apples, which thrive in this region. Recognizing and protecting these areas is essential 
for sustaining the agricultural identity and economic vitality of Arlington Township and the 
broader region. 
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Figure 16: Land Cover and Cropland, 2023  
Class Acres Percent  
Corn 2,970 13.3% 
Soybeans 1,659 7.4% 

Grains 188 0.8% 
Alfalfa/Other Hay 1,695 7.6% 
Vegetable 85 0.4% 
Orchard/Grape 404 1.8% 
Apple 923 4.1% 
Blueberries 1,293 5.8% 
Developed 584 2.6% 
Developed Open 896 4.0% 
Forest 5,793 25.9% 
Wetland 5,601 25.1% 
Water 252 1.1% 

 

Most of the cropland in the Township is dedicated to corn and soybeans, covering over 4,600 
acres, or 20.7% of the Township's land. Fruits, such as blueberries, apples, and grapes, 
make up the second largest category, occupying over 2,600 acres, or 11.7% of the 
Township's land. 
 
Arlington Township is very suitable for farming with 26% of total land being prime farmland, 
31.5% of land being farmland of local significance, and 16.8% of land being prime farmland 
if drained. Only 25.6% of land is considered not prime farmland.  
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Some communities view farmlands as holding areas for a future time when fields and 
pastures will be converted to residential, commercial, or industrial uses. This may be 
appropriate in areas where public utilities, land prices, property divisions, and growth 
pressures have made farming difficult. Agricultural lands, even those with considerable 
value, may be difficult to preserve where urban services and development have been 
introduced. Extraordinary efforts to preserve farmland in these areas is counterproductive 
and should only be undertaken in the most unusual circumstances. In Arlington Township 
there are large areas where infrastructure is not available, and high-quality agricultural 
lands are present. 
 
The rate and location of farmland loss are critical 
factors to be considered when assessing the need 
for farmland preservation policies and programs. If 
the rate of loss has accelerated to an uncontrollable 
degree because of market prices and demand, 
preservation efforts may be futile. However, if the 
trend of conversion is recognized early enough, 
effective preservation efforts may be able to be 
implemented. Arlington Township is still in a 
position where its agricultural resources can be 
afforded protection. 
 
Directing new development into areas which are 
zoned for development purposes and discouraging 
the expansion of low-density development into rural 
agricultural zones can assist in protecting farmland. 
Encouraging higher density development in areas 
where urban services are available can assist in the 
protection of farmlands elsewhere. The Future Land Use Plan is intended to reflect the 
ÑŸƽŰƚőŔƓќƚШĦŸůůŔƣůĲŰƣШƣŸШƣőĲШƓƖŸƣĲĦƣŔŸŰШŸŉШŉċƖůũċŰĬШĤǃШĲŰĦŸƨƖċŊŔŰŊШŰĲƽШĬĲƻĲũŸƓůĲŰƣШŔŰШ
areas where it belongs. 
 
Economic Value 
The past trend of small, family-owned farms is today less common. As advances in 
technology have been implemented and scales of economy increased, larger farm 
operations have tended to be more successful than many smaller, less profitable farms. 
These economic factors must be considered when ĲƻċũƨċƣŔŰŊШƣőĲШљƻċũƨĲњШŸŉШċШƓŔĲĦĲШŸŉШ
farmland: 

Agriculture and Taxes  

Agricultural lands do not require the 
extent of services that residential, 
commercial, and industrial uses do. 
Farm fields do not send ears of corn 
to school, require an extensive 
transportation network, request 
public water and sewer, or demand 
police and fire services. For 
example, a study conducted in Scio 
Township, near Ann Arbor, revealed 
that for every tax dollar new non-
agricultural development 
contributed to the community, 
$1.40 was required for services. 
Conversely, agricultural land only 
required $0.62 in services for every 
dollar contributed.  
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ω éċũƨĲШŸŉШċŊƖŔĦƨũƣƨƖċũШƓƖŸĬƨĦƣŔŸŰЯШĤǃШĦŸůůŸĬŔƣǃ 
ω éċũƨĲШċŰĬШĦŸŰƣƖŔĤƨƣŔŸŰШŸŉШċŊƖŔĦƨũƣƨƖĲШŔŰШũŸĦċũШċŰĬШƖĲŊŔŸŰċũШĲĦŸŰŸůŔĲƚШыĲЮŊЮШ
ĲůƓũŸǃůĲŰƣШĬċƣċЯШĬŸũũċƖШƻċũƨĲƚь 

ω [ċƖůŔŰŊШĦŸƚƣШŉċĦƣŸƖƚШƚƨĦőШċƚШũċŰĬШƓƖŔĦĲƚЯШƣċǂĲƚЯШċŰĬШƣőĲШĦŸƚƣШŸŉШŔŰƓƨƣƚШũŔťĲШƽċƣĲƖЯШ
ĲŰĲƖŊǃЯШŉĲƖƣŔũŔǍĲƖƚЯШĲƣĦЮ 
 

A thorough economic analysis of the agricultural industry should include the range and 
value of agricultural commodities produced locally, as well as within the county, and 
historic trends of growth and decline of commodity sales and acreage. Factors that affect 
the production and marketing of various commodities, such as market access and 
availability of process and support facilities, can be included in this assessment. Finally, 
economic factors well beyond the control of local governments or farmers, including 
commodity prices, export/import laws, and other factors have a dominant effect on 
agricultural practices and the ability to continue agriculture use on even productive lands.  
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xċŰĬШ9ŸƻĲƖ 
Understanding the current pattern of land cover in Arlington Township is the foundation for 
smart, practical planning. This section describes the distribution of the land cover that 
currently shapes the township - including forests and woodlands, wetlands and surface 
waters, agricultural fields, developed land, transportation corridors, and undeveloped/open 
lands. That baseline helps the township evaluate natural resource values, identify 
development opportunities and constraints, set realistic goals for conservation and growth. 
 
The following table shows the amount of each land cover in the Township.  Most of the 
Township is in agricultural, wetlands and forests.  
 
Figure 17: Land Cover, 2021 

CLASS Acres Percent  
Open Water 240 1.1% 
Developed, Open Space 896 4.0% 
Developed  579 2.6% 
Forest 4,832 21.6% 
Pasture/Hay/Grassland  162 0.7% 
Crops 9,807 43.9% 
Wetlands  5,841 26.1% 

 

Agricultural т Agricultural land uses dominate Arlington Township. Over 9,800 acres т or 
44.1% of the total land in the Township is agricultural including cropland and 
pasture/hay/grassland. Agriculture in the Township usual refers to field crops or fruit, but it 
can also include dairy, animals, or other traditional agricultural uses. Blueberries are most 
common in the Northern part of the Township while corn dominates the Southern parts of 
the Township, but general agricultural uses are spread throughout the Township. Both 
orchard uses and field crops can be found in all these areas. The township is a strong 
farming community, as evidenced by its high percentage of agricultural land use. As is 
typical in most farming communities, however, only a small percentage of its residents are 
employed in agriculture. 
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Developed Land т Only 2.6% of the land in Arlington Township is developed. Residences are 
sometimes built in clusters such as subdivisions, but many residences are built as scattered 
dwelling units т especially in the Northeast section of the Township near the City of Bangor 
and along M-43. Much of the single-family development has occurred in strips along existing 
roadways. Virtually all residential use is single family housing with relatively few duplexes 
and multi-family units. Residential land is the most common developed land use.  Even 
though it is the most common, it is obviously still only a small portion of the total Township 
land. Commercial development is very limited in Arlington Township. There are only a few 
retail projects scattered throughout the Township with a small concentration on the 
outskirts of the City of Bangor. Industrial property is even smaller than the amount of 
commercial land. The final developed land is the transportation network (road surfaces). 
 
Developed Open Space т Only 4% of the land in Arlington Township is comprised of 
developed open space. This category includes areas with a mix of shrubs, bushes, and 
young trees. These areas play a crucial role in maintaining biodiversity, offering habitats for 
various wildlife species, and contributing to the ecological health of the Township. 
 
Forested Area т The next largest existing land use is wooded areas.  Although the wooded 
areas include coniferous, deciduous woods, mixed forests, and deciduous woods are the 
overwhelming forested area in the Township. Woods cover over 4,800 acres amounting to 
21.6% of the total Township land. A fair portion of the wooded properties are adjacent to the 
various wetlands throughout the Township. These woods are not located in urban 
environments and therefore include many naturally occurring plants and animals. 
 
 Water т Surface water comprises 240 acres, 1.1%, of Arlington Township, the majority of it 
dominated by Scott Lake in the Northeast corner of the Township. Scott Lake is large enough 
for recreational uses and is mostly surrounded by residential development. Other lakes 
include Lake Fourteen, Fisk Lake, and Nicholas Lake, all of which are small and 
undeveloped. The Paw Paw River flows along the southeast corner of the Township and the 
South Branch Black River flows through the northwest section of the Township. There are 
numerous drains and streams throughout the Township, which help to drain agricultural 
fields.   
 
Wetlands т Wetlands comprise over 5,800 acres of land and 26.1% of the Township area. 
They are largely connected and surround water bodies and waterways. Many of the wetlands 
are adjacent to and continuations of shallow lakes while others are independent wetland 
areas. As with all wetlands, they are generally incubators of a variety of plant and animal 
species. Some of them are protected under State of Michigan and/or Federal laws; however 
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smaller non-connected wetlands may not be, and local protection should be considered in 
these instances, especially during site plan reviews. 
 
The analysis of existing conditions in the Township reveals that the significant domination of 
rural residential and agricultural land uses is not only tolerated by the residents but 
represents the fulfillment of their fundamental desire to maintain that kind of community 
character. 
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 ċƣƨƖċũШ[ĲċƣƨƖĲƚШċŰĬШEŰƻŔƖŸŰůĲŰƣċũШÄƨċũŔƣǃ 
There are some community features that any resident would readily recognize as important 
to the character of the area and to their personal quality of life. These features are often the 
ones that residents will use to identify or connect themselves to a community. Some of 
these may be cultural, such as a downtown business district, historic buildings, lighthouses, 
or other similar man-made features. 
 
Often natural features such as lakes, woods, wildlife, views, and other similar features 
connect residents to their community. How these natural features are included in the fabric 
of a township can have a profound influence on the overall character of the community. 
Generally, the value of natural features is either recognized as needing preservation, or they 
may simply be folded into the community and integrated into the cultural (man-made) 
landscape. 
 
Preservation measures should apply to those features which are so sensitive or valued that 
any alteration may have negative impacts on aesthetics, property or environmental quality. 
Development should be encouraged in areas which only have a slight effect on these natural 
features. An identified habitat for endangered plants or animals is an example of lands 
requiring preservation techniques. In many instances, the value of these features is so great 
that specific legislation has been enacted for their protection. 
 
In areas where the natural features are an integral part of the community's character, but 
where minor changes only slightly impact the quality of life, integration may provide 
adequate protection. Integration allows natural features to co-exist with development yet 
remain largely undisturbed. The community should carefully monitor land use in areas rich 
in these features.  
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Water Resources  

There is an integral relationship between water resources, 
water quality, and land use.  People need and use water for 
everyday life.  People also live by bodies of water for aesthetics 
and recreational purposes.  Farmers use water as part of their 
farming activities and industry uses water for processing and 
wastewater discharge.  The variety of applications for water 
means that there is constant pressure from different user 
groups on how to allocate this valuable resource. 
 
Water resources are vital to planning and guiding land use decisions.  Certain land uses 
require access to water; others require isolation from it. Individual landowners, whether 
residential, agricultural, or industrial, are rarely aware of the complexity of water resources 
or of the effect that their actions may have.  This lack of awareness, coupled with the 
economic and cultural value of water resources, creates a need for action by the 
community.   
 
The preservation and conservation of surface and groundwater quality is important for 
economic development, property values, tourism and recreation, drinking water supplies 
and plant and animal life.  Proactive and effective planning can be a step in the right direction 
for the future of water quality within a community.  A combination of poor soils unsuitable 
for septic systems, a high-water table and an increasing amount of rural development 
resulting in increased runoff may begin to threaten the quality ŸŉШċŰШċƖĲċќƚШsurface and 
groundwater supplies.  Specific local regulations, such as those pertaining to site plan 
review standards, encouraging open space developments with incentives, increasing water 
body setbacks, maintaining buffers around streams and wetlands, protecting floodplains, 
instituting proper impervious cover standards, using overlay districts to protect natural 
features and reducing density in areas with soil limitations for septic systems are among the 
techniques that can assist in protecting surface and ground water quality.   
  

Water quality is a term used 
to describe the chemical, 
physical, and biological 
characteristics of water, 
usually in respect to its 
suitability for a particular 
purpose such as drinking, 
swimming, fishing, etc. 
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The following table illustrates practices that will protect or improve water quality.   
Best Management Practices for Protecting Water Quality  
Homeowners  Agriculture 

Landowners  
Developers/Builders  Municipalities  

Use native plants in 
landscaping 

Leave vegetated 
strips along water 
bodies 

Use low impact 
development 
techniques  

Enact ordinances 
protecting water and 
natural resources 

Establish and maintain 
natural vegetation along 
drains, creeks, rivers 
and lakes 

Use conservation 
tillage 

Use porous pavements Describe the value of 
water and natural 
resources in the master 
plan 

Use porous pavement Use fertilizer 
management 

Cluster developments 
and preserve open 
spaces 

Ensure zoning and future 
land use maps direct 
development towards 
existing development and 
infrastructure 

Install rain barrels and 
rain gardens 

Use animal waste 
management 

Minimize impervious 
areas to allow for 
infiltration  

Direct high-density 
development away from 
natural areas and 
unsuitable soils 

Reduce or eliminate 
fertilizer/pesticide use 

 Use native plants in 
landscaping 

 

 
The northern part of Arlington Township drains to the Black 
River Watershed when flows out to Lake Michigan in South 
Haven.  Water in the northern part of Arlington Township 
flows through several drains and Maple Creek before 
entering the Black River downstream of the Township. The 
southern part of Arlington Township drains to the Paw Paw 
River Watershed which flows into the St. Joseph River in 
Benton Harbor and then out to Lake Michigan. Water in the southern part of the Township 
drains south and westward through drains in the headwaters area, Hog Creek subwatershed 
and Mud Lake Drain subwatershed before entering the Paw Paw River.  
 
Scott Lake is the largest and most significant feature in Arlington Township which 
significantly imparts local cultural identity. The township is home to 105 lakes and ponds, 
with a total of 327 acres of water bodies, including 84 smaller ponds that are under 1 acre 
each. Despite this abundance, only seven lakes in the township are named. South Scott 
Lake is entirely within Arlington Township. North Scott Lake spans a total of 76 acres, but 
only 65 acres fall within Arlington Township's boundaries, with the remainder extending 
beyond the township. Arlington Township is also crisscrossed by many small streams. 

A watershed is an area of land 
that drains to common body 
of water.    Arlington Township 
drains to the Black and Paw 
Paw River Watersheds. These 
two watersheds drain to Lake 
Michigan. 
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These lakes and streams are central to the township's identity and environmental health, 
giving people recreation opportunities as well as providing wildlife habitat.   
 
Natural Shorelines are a key component of a healthy lake, stream, drain or river.  The 
conversion of shorelines to turf grass and/or seawalls if the most destructive action for 
lake ecosystems.  Turf grass provides little habitat (except for geese) and has shorter and 
weaker roots systems compared to native plants.  The short roots of turf grass provide less 
protection from eroding forces of wave and ice action.  Below are some tips from the 
Michigan Natural Shoreline Partnership.  You can find more information at 
www.mishorelinepartnership.org/.  
 
Protecting the Shoreline  
Prevention  
1) Site your house a minimum of 100 ft away from the lake (if building new) 
2) For reconstruction - keep the footprint of the house the same. 
3) Minimize impervious areas (hard surfaces).   
4) Keep it natural!  Do not remove the trees, shrubs and other vegetation to put in a lawn. 
5) Keep stormwater from running directly into the lake. 
6) Keep some woody branches in the lake to provide habitat. 
7) Keep the native plants in the lake or only remove a limited amount for boating access or 
swimming. 
8) Don't put in a seawall - there are more natural alternatives.    
 
Restoration :    
1)  Replace as much turf grass as you can with native 
vegetation.  You can have fun and create some 
beautiful landscapes 
2)  Erosion Control:   Different sites require different 
solutions.  The lower the wave energy at your site 
generally the easier and less complex the 
solution.  Some sites will only need to have the 
plants restored some will require more complex 
techniques using a system of coir fiber logs and 
plants and some will require the use of rock as well.  
3) Restore the near shore areas (littoral zone): Share the space with the plants and provide 
safe havens for frogs, turtles and fish.  Plants in the water along the shore help protect the 
shoreline by absorbing wave energy as waves come into the shore.  
 

Stream corridors help absorb 
floodwaters, stabilize 
streambanks, and filter 
sediments and polluted runoff.  
Stream corridors also provide 
critical habitat for a variety of 
species.  Riparian areas are 
important for water quality, 
plant species, wildlife species 
and fisheries. 

http://www.mishorelinepartnership.org/
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Riparian Buffers  
One of the most important things a community or property 
owner can do to protect water quality is to maintain a 
vegetated riparian buffer along streams, ditches, rivers, 
lakes and wetlands. Many stream or lake edges are 
currently mowed on a periodic basis for a manicured-lawn 
or park like setting.  Although this may be aesthetically 
pleasing to certain residents, this practice is detrimental to 
water quality and the fish community. A riparian buffer or 
buffer zone is a corridor of vegetation along rivers, streams, 
or wetlands, which help to protect water quality by 
providing a transition between upland development and 
adjoining surface waters.  The native vegetation strip should be at least 30 to 100 feet wide 
to improve the water quality of runoff.  The setbacks of buildings should be at least 100 
feet, but may be more if wetlands, floodplains or steep slopes are present along streams, 
rivers or lakes.   
 
Benefits of vegetated riparian buffers include:  
¶ Reduce erosion and stabilize stream banks; 
¶ EŰĦŸƨƖċŊĲШŔŰǯũƣƖċƣŔŸŰШŸŉШƚƣŸƖůƽċƣĲƖШƖƨŰŸǭШċŰĬШůŔŰŔůŔǍĲШƓƨĤũŔĦШŔŰƻĲƚƣůĲŰƣШŉŸƖШƚƣŸƖůƽċƣĲƖШ
ůċŰċŊĲůĲŰƣШĲǭŸƖƣƚбШ 
¶ Filter and reduce pollution and sediment; 
¶ Provide storage for floodwaters; 
¶ Shade and cool the water; 
¶ Provide wildlife habitat 
¶ Offer scenic value and recreational opportunities for trails and greenways; 
¶ Filter air and noise pollution; and 
¶ Protect property from flood damage and shoreline erosion hazards.   

7ƨǭĲƖƚШÂƖŸƣĲĦƣШÂƖŸƓĲƖƣǃ 
Streamside land is a high-
risk area for development 
even above flood elevation.  
Using vegetated buffers to 
set back human 
developments and land 
uses from shorelines is cost 
effective protection against 
the hazards caused by 
flooding, shoreline erosion 
and moving streams. 
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At least 25-foot buffer strip  
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Wetlands 

Part 303 of the Natural Resources and Environmental Protection Act (NREPA) defines a 
ƽĲƣũċŰĬШċƚШљxċŰĬШĦőċƖċĦƣĲƖŔǍĲĬШĤǃШƣőĲШƓƖĲƚĲŰĦĲШŸŉШƽċƣĲƖШċƣШċШŉƖĲƕƨĲŰĦǃШċŰĬШĬƨƖċƣŔŸŰШ
sufficient to support, and that under normal circumstances does support, wetland 
vegetaƣŔŸŰШŸƖШċƕƨċƣŔĦШũŔŉĲШċŰĬШŔƚШĦŸůůŸŰũǃШƖĲŉĲƖƖĲĬШƣŸШċƚШċШĤŸŊЯШƚƽċůƓЯШŸƖШůċƖƚőЮњ 
"Wetland" is the collective term for marshes, swamps, bogs, and similar areas often found 
between open water and upland areas. Of the estimated 11 million acres of wetlands that 
stood in Michigan 150 years ago, only 3 million acres remain. Only one-fourth of the original 
400,000 acres of coastal wetlands now line Michigan shores. 
 
Wetlands play a key role in environmental quality and are quite common throughout the 
township.  They act as filters for lakes and rivers.  Wetlands offer a natural system for 
minimizing sedimentation and nutrient laden runoff into streams, rivers and inland lakes.  
They help prevent flooding and supply key habitat areas for wildlife to thrive.  Preservation of 
wetlands and marshes is extremely important to the future quality and quantity of water 
resources in Arlington Township.  
 
There are many intact wetlands surrounding several of the inland lakes and small 
drains/streams in the Township. Protecting wetlands is imperative to protect the water 
quality of these lakes and streams. Any development should be sensitive to the wetlands as 
these areas provide such important functions to the community (maintaining water quality, 
mitigating flooding, etc.).  The maps on the following pages show details of the existing and 
lost wetlands and other important conservation areas in the Township.  The wetland 
function maps show which wetlands in the Township are most helpful for reducing sediment 
and transforming nutrients. These functions help to protect surface and ground water 
resources.   
 
Part 303 of NREPA is the regulation that Michigan uses to protect wetland resources through 
regulating land which meets the statutory definition of a wetland, based on vegetation, water 
table, and soil type. Certain activities require a permit from the Michigan Department of 
Environment, Great Lakes, and Energy (EGLE) such as: filling or placing of material in a 
wetland; draining of water from a wetland; removing vegetation, including trees, if such 
removal would adversely affect the wetland; constructing or maintaining a use or 
development in a wetland; and/or dredging or removing soil from a wetland. Certain 
activities are exempt from permit requirements. In general, exempt activities include fishing, 
trapping or hunting, hiking and similar activities; existing, established farm activities; and 
harvesting of forest products. 
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Wetland areas subject to regulation by EGLE include wetlands, regardless of size, which are 
contiguous to, or are within 500 feet of the ordinary high water mark of, any lake, stream, or 
pond; wetlands which are larger than five acres and not contiguous to any lake, stream, or 
pond; and those wetlands which are not contiguous to any lake, stream or pond, but are 
essential to the preservation of natural resources. 
 
Generally, wetlands must be identified through individual site determinations. Accordingly, 
when site plans are reviewed that appear to have potential wetlands, the Township may 
elect to require the site determination to ensure that existing wetlands are protected to the 
degree possible.  The wetland function maps show which wetlands in the Township are or 
were most helpful for reducing sediment and transforming nutrients. These functions help 
to protect surface and ground water resources.   
 
The Township has had most of its wetlands drained or filled and those are shown as potential 
wetland restoration areas.  As the following maps show, there was significant loss of 
wetlands in the northeast corner of the Township (shown as potential wetland restoration 
areas). The wetland function maps show that many of these wetlands were of high or 
medium importance for nutrient transformation and flood mitigation (flood water storage).  
The remaining 2,854 acres of wetlands are critical for protecting water quality and mitigating 
flooding.   
 

Figure 18: Existing and Potential Wetland Restoration Acres 
Existing Wetland  Potential Wetland  Restoration  

2,854 5,546 
Source: USFWS 2007, MDEQ 2007 
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High Quality Natural Areas 

The community should carefully monitor land use in areas rich in these features which have 
been identified on the Potential Conservation Areas map.  Potential Conservation Areas 
(PCAs) are defined as places on the landscape dominated by native vegetation that have 
various levels of potential for harboring high quality natural areas and unique natural 
features. Scoring criteria to prioritize areas included: total size, size of core area, length of 
stream corridor, landscape connectivity, restorability of surrounding land, vegetation 
quality, and biological rarity score. 
 
ÑőĲШÂŸƣĲŰƣŔċũШ9ŸŰƚĲƖƻċƣŔŸŰШ ƖĲċƚШůċƓШƖĲƓƖĲƚĲŰƣƚШƣőĲШũċƚƣШƖĲůċŔŰŔŰŊШƖĲůŰċŰƣƚШŸŉШƣőĲШċƖĲċќƚШ
ecosystems and natural plant communities. The map ranks areas where the landscape is 
dominated by native vegetation that have various levels of potential for harboring high 
quality natural areas and unique natural features. In addition, these areas provide critical 
ecological services such as maintaining water quality and quantity, soil development and 
stabilization, habitat for pollinators of cropland, wildlife travel corridors, stopover sites for 
migratory birds, sources of genetic diversity and floodwater retention. Consequently, it is to 
ċШĦŸůůƨŰŔƣǃќƚШċĬƻċŰƣċŊĲШƣőċƣШƣőĲƚĲШƚŔƣĲƚШĤĲШĦċƖĲŉƨũũǃШŔŰƣĲŊƖċƣĲĬШŔŰƣŸШƣőĲШƓũċŰŰŔŰŊШŉŸƖШŉƨƣƨƖĲШ
development.  
 
Striking a balance between development and natural resource conservation and 
preservation is critical if Arlington Township is to maintain its unique natural heritage.  Areas 
with the highest concentration of PCAs in Arlington Township are located through the center 
of the Township, following numerous drains, with the largest area surrounding Fuller Woods 
State Game Area.  The PCA map shows significant intact wildlife corridors which should be 
taken into consideration when development is being proposed.  Overall, all the natural 
(woodlands, wetlands, undeveloped areas) and agricultural lands in the Township provide 
not only significant habitat for plants and animals but also provide resilience for reducing 
pollution and moderating the impacts of storm events.  
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ÉŸŔũƚ 
 
ÉŸŔũƚШƓũċǃШċШŉƨŰĬċůĲŰƣċũШƖŸũĲШŔŰШƚőċƓŔŰŊШ ƖũŔŰŊƣŸŰШÑŸƽŰƚőŔƓќƚШŰċƣƨƖċũШũċŰĬƚĦċƓĲШċŰĬШŊƨŔĬŔŰŊШ
how land can be safely and sustainably used. Soil characteristics influence agricultural 
productivity, groundwater recharge, septic system suitability, stormwater infiltration, road 
and building construction costs, and the protection of wetlands and surface waters. This 
section summarizes the general soil types found in the township and their key limitations 
and opportunities for development, conservation, and infrastructure planning. 
Understanding these soil conditions helps ensure that future land-use decisions align with 
the physical capabilities of the land, reduce environmental impacts, and support the long-
term health, safety, and economic vitality of the community. 
 
Hydrologic Soil Groups (HSGs) classify soils based on their ability to absorb water, which is 
crucial for estimating runoff potential and understanding the soil's infiltration capacity. 
These groups are determined by how quickly water can penetrate the soil when it is wet, 
unprotected by vegetation, and exposed to prolonged precipitation. 
HSG A 
HSG A has the highest infiltration rate and includes deep, well-drained sands or gravelly 
sands, resulting in low runoff potential. 
HSG B 
HSG B has a moderately low runoff potential and consists of soils with 10т20% clay and 50т
90% sand. 
HSG C 
HSG C has a moderately high runoff potential, containing soils with 20т40% clay and less 
than 50% sand. 
HSG D 
HSG D has the lowest infiltration rate and highest runoff potential, comprising soils with 
more than 40% clay and less than 50% sand. If a soil is in group D due to a high-water table, 
it may be assigned to a dual hydrologic group, such as A/D, B/D, or C/D. The first letter of the 
pair represents the soil's group if drained, and the D represents the natural condition. 
 
Arlington Township is made up of 15.2% of group A soil, 24.1% of group B soil, 1.8% of group 
C soil, 30.6% of group A/D soil, 6.9% of group B/D soil, and 21.4% of group C/D soil. Much of 
the Township has high water table and soils that are made up of sand and gravel resulting in 
very vulnerable groundwater.  Groundwater is a crucial resource as it supplies the drinking 
water for Township residents and is critical for sustaining agriculture.  
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