
Heaton-Amrhein, Jennifer A - DATCP 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Categories: 

Good Morning 

Steve Johnson <stpajo@gmail.com> 
Wednesday, July 31, 2019 8:44 AM 
DA TCP Livestock Siting Comments 

input 

Green Category 

I am a retired school teacher, grew up on a dairy farm, and taught school 
for 43 years. I have lived in Burnett County my entire life and previously 
served as Town Chair for the Town of Anderson. 

Here are considerations for livestock siting. Politics is how Groups of 
people make decisions that benefit all pa1iicipants. 

1) No CAFO within 5 miles of state wildlife/refuge areas. 
2) No CAFO within 10 miles of federal/scenic riverways. 
3) There must be a limit on high capacity wells within a given radius. 
4) All adjacent Towns must be given adequate notice and a chance to 
respong before permits issued. 
5) Consideration must be given to local residents that are expanding 
over big money coming in from other parts of the country. 
6) There must be a presumption that all prope1iy values will diminish and 
that the tax base will shrink. 
7) Negative consideration 1nust be given to geographic locations that are 
outliers as well as livestock choice. 
8) For new CAFOs, they must share the costs of exploration. 
9) Local boards must be given state financial/legal assistance to consider 
new facilities. 
10) As the state considers health issues, mental health of its citizens must 
be contemplated. 
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Finally, give power to the local board. They represent the people!! Don't 
allow big 1noney or lobbyists to force their way into sn1aller co1nmunities 
at the expense of the citizens. 

regards, Steve Johnson 
715-220-6983 

22267 Hegge Road 
Grantsburg, WI 54840 

Notice my email address has changed. 
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Heaton-Amrhein, Jennifer A - DATCP 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Categories: 

ronni monroe <ronnimonroe@gmail.com> 
Monday, July 29, 2019 4:48 PM 
DATCP Livestock Siting Comments 
Livestock siting 

Green Category 

I am submitting a comment on livestock siting. 

As a rural resident who lives near several large farms and CAFOs, I just want to say this current siting situation 
does not offer us any consideration. My nitrate levels 10 years ago were over 22mg/L. That is ridiculous. As a 
retired public health nurse, I know that could kill an infant under 6 months. We put up with odors and I get it's 
farming around here and we like our farm neighbors and we can deal with the smell most days. Odor that is 
reasonable I can accept. I know there are areas near me where it's nauseating to just drive by. It's the huge 
CAFOS or sub CAFOS by 1 animal unit that are a problem. They are not part of our rural heritage. They are 
factories. They ruin our rural character. They belong in industrial zones. They are putting up incinerators too 
which are really hazardous. We are exposed to diseases that are on the human animal interface. What happens 
to us when there is a major Avian Influenza that humans can contract, such as HSN!, H7N9, H5N6 (which cats 
can contract and spread to humans?) Rural residents and residents in small towns near these huge 
fanns/CAFOs deserve some input that matters. I want to go to a hearing and have some meaningful input not 
just limiting us. Right now, the way the siting law is written, it's a waste of time to even go to these 
hearings. Public health should definitely be an issue added to livestock siting. There needs to be an assessment 
as to what kind of public health hazards these CAFOs and farms present to the population. 
Sincerely, 

Ronalee Monroe 
N6081 Ziebell Rd 
Jefferson WI 53549 

Town of Aztalan 
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Heaton-Amrhein, Jennifer A - DATCP 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Categories: 

Lynn Landberg <vikingr203@sbcglobal.net> 
Tuesday, July 30, 2019 12:40 PM 
DA TCP Livestock Siting Comments 
Central Sands 

Green Category 

Please do not site them on sand over the sources of our lake and drinking water. The cumulative effects of spreading so 
much manure on sand fields is causing e-coli to show up in our lakes and wells. 

Sent from my iPhone 
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Heaton-Amrhein, Jennifer A - DATCP 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Categories: 

Paul Zahn <cpz999@yahoo.com> 
Wednesday, July 31, 2019 5:58 PM 
DATCP Livestock Siting Comments 
What Large CAFOS are doing to our Area! 

Green Category 

Donna Gilson, Communication Specialist, 

Many of us here in Door & Kewaunee County are very interested & concerned in the growing Dairy 
Herds & Excessive amount of Manure they create. Kewaunee County has been devastated by this for 
years & had taken some steps for this. The CAFOS try to give the impression that they care but facts 
tell otherwise. They have many poisoned wells & polluted waterways & since they now have 
somewhat stricter rules on Manure, their CAFOS are trucking it by the Hundreds of Manure Haulers 
constantly into Southern Door County. There was even a Manure Spill right in Downtown Main Street 
in Forestville, barely contained before it entered the already impaired Ahnapee River, just yards 
away. Hundreds of these Manure Haulers ruining our roads, smell & spreading it all over our County 
now & getting into our wate.rshed. The pollution, weeds, Phosphorous, Nitrates, disolved oxygen 
levels of the Forestville Flowage/Millpond, was studied & found to almost entirely due to Agricultural 
Runoff. But because of this, the Door County Soil & Water is planning a 2 Year Draw-down of this 
County Park/Dam/Recreational Area, which will not solve the problem & destroy all the Wildlife, 
Fishing for YEARS as well as a large Migratory animal population. Meanwhile Dairy Herd sizes keep 
increasing, causing more problems, the loss of MANY, MANY small Dairy Farms, & decreasing the 
price of Milk Farmers can get because of Overproduction! This is crazy & not what Wisconsin is all 
about. 

Please do not allow any more increases in CAFOS, Thousands of Cows are not normal & the land 
cannot handle this excessive manure. 

p.s. My Brother-in-Law, Richard White, had been a small Dairy Farmer in Darlington, WI. his entire 
live, about 80 Cows & he raised a great family of 3 children with his wife. 

Sincerely, 
Paul Zahn, Friends of the Forestville Dam . 
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Heaton-Amrhein, Jennifer A - DATCP 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 

Categories: 

David Genslak <dgenslak@gmail.com> 
Monday, August 5, 2019 9:46 AM 
DA TCP Livestock Siting Comments 

Green Category 

The main concern I have about large operations is odor control. I would like a ruling that if a manure pit is used 
it needs to have a cover of some sort or a digester. We have a pit a quarter mile away and it adversely affects 
our lives. 
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Heaton-Amrhein, Jennifer A - DATCP 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Categories: 

Peter Truitt <ptruitt@goldengate.net> 
Friday, August 9, 2019 10:17 PM 
DA TCP Livestock Siting Comments 
Climate Change 

Green Category 

For the sake of our children, please deny all new cafos given the solid scientific data connecting animal agriculture to 

climate change. 

Peter Truitt 
6720 Hayden Lake Road 
Danbury, WI 54830 

"The test of o morality of o society is what it does for its children." - Deitrich Bonhoffer 
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Heaton-Amrhein, Jennifer A - DATCP 

From: Marc Booth < mbooth@grantsburgtelcom.net> 
Saturday, August 10, 2019 6:38 PM Sent: 

To: DA TCP Livestock Siting Comments 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Sen.Schachtner - LEGIS; Rep.Magnafici - LEGIS; Tom Schweitzer 
Livestock Siting Concerns 

Attachments: datcp hearing concerns 2019.docx 

Categories: Green Category 

Dear DATCP Board, 

My name is Marc Booth. My wife Sandy and I live near St. Croix Falls, Polk County Wisconsin. This is a rural area and 
recently we have had corporate feeding operations (CAFOs) looking at establishing themselves in our area. I have done 
considerable research on the Industrial Farm Animal Production Issue and I have formulated some definite observations 
and opinions on the issue of factory farming. Upon hearing of your Board hearings, and request for comment, I have 
formulated and attached a list of my immediate and long term concerns regarding CAFOs. Please take my concerns into 
consideration when formulating your siting rules. 
Some of the issues I ask to be addressed in my list may be beyond your Boards scope, but please address any points that 
fall within your capacity to review and have impact on. That being said I have a few comments I would like to submit: 

1. In talking to many rural neighbors, almost no one (unless they are being personally enriched) wants a CAFO next 
to them or even close. For obvious reasons from the smell, lowered property values, pollution of our air and 
water, and negative health effects. 

2. Right to Farm laws were initially passed years ago to protect the family farm. These operations are no longer 
family farms, but rather major business enterprises that use up local land, water, and social resources and can 
then move on. They are not (in most cases) good neighbors, and are not committed to local 
areas. Furthermore, studies have shown that they do recycle dollars back into the community at near the same 
percentage that local family farms did, or still do, for the few that are left. 

3. Please keep in mind that the financial and social costs of health problems (both physical and mental) resulting 
from such operations are borne by the local residents, state, and local governments. 

4. The real costs of land devaluation, pollution mitigation, and many others are borne by the local residents and 
local governments. 

5. The real opinion of most people here is that big companies move into our area, push themselves onto our land, 
use our water, and profit at our expense. Most rural communities simply do not have the resources to push 
back for an extended period, and the corporate lawyers know it. 

6. Real employment and investment in most local areas these facilities are already located is minimal. And over 
time, may not even equal the loss in tax base due reduction in adjoining land values. 

7. The fact is, that most rural residents are wondering why it should fall on them, and their rural communities, to 
foster many of the costs and negative consequences of providing food to the large population centers. If you 
doubt that is a valid point, then ask yourself what would happen if you tried to permit and locate one of these 
CAFOs in suburban Milwaukee, or Madison. 

8. Some may argue that stricter regulation and standards cost too much. To that I reply that it is time for the 
consumer to pay the real cost for the food we eat. We already have grain subsidies for cheap feed, and many 
other programs where costs are hidden. If resources are polluted there is a cost. If land values are decreased, 
there is a cost. If cleanup is required there is a cost. Please attempt to regulate on the front end, and let the 
true cost of that pound of meat be known up front. Then we are all sharing the costs and being honest about it. 

In closing I, and many in my community, ask that you work to require these operations to be better neighbors, better 
corporate citizens, and better stewards to the land and water we all depend on; and will be left to live with when they 
are gone. Send recommendations to our legislators that reduce farm size, reduce pollution of land, air, and water. Draft 
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and ask for regulations that will help with the smell, the pollution, and the many social problems resulting from such 
facilities. And most of all seek to regulate such facilities so that if one moved in next to you, you and your neighbors 
could live happily with it. 

Regards, 

Marc and Sandy Booth 
2748A 290th Street 
St. Croix Falls, WI 54024 

O Virus-free. www.avast.com 
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CONCERNS DURING UPCOMING HEARINGS ON LIVESTOCK FACILITY SITING RULE BY THE WISCONSIN 

DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, TRADE AND CONSUMER PROTECTION (DATCP) 

#1) SIZE OF LIVESTOCI< OPERATIONS 

From recent research I have done, and from sources such as the PEW Commission, U.S. CDC, National 

Association of Local Boards of Health, and many others the number of animals allowed on one site 

should be limited. I am not a biologist, but it is obvious that reoccurring problems with animal disease 

occur when operations get too big. It is nature's way of reducing unnatural high populations. Please 

limit the size to an acceptable carrying capacity as determined by true unbiased animal husbandry 

experts. Tens of thousands in one location are too many, and bring such diseases as bird flu, swine flu, 

and a host of other diseases. In addition the problems with all environmental, social, and practical 

problems seem to multiply exponentially·as the operations grow in size. 

#2) IMPROVE, AND THEN MAINTAIN AIR QUALITY BOTH INSIDE AND OUTSIDE THE FACILITIES 

One central point that has consistently come up in my research is that both inside and outside 

Concentrated Animal Feeding Operations (CAFOs) the air is tainted and stinks. All animal feeding 

operations produce several types of air emissions, but CAFOs produce larger amounts due to their size. 

The most prevalent pollutants are ammonia, hydrogen sulfide, methane, and particulate matter; all of 

which have negative effects on humans and animals. Please address these problems by: 

• Requiring better ventilation both inside the industrial farm building and scrubbers to mitigate 

gases released to the outside air. 

• Require treatment of all manure and other waste products prior to application to fields as 

fertilizer or release to holding ponds. 

• Require all dead animal carcasses be rendered daily in an onsite rendering facility or shipped out 

daily to an offsite rendering plant. No longer allow composting facilities on site. They produce 

noxious gases and degrade the air and water on and off site. 

• Require regular testing of the air quality both on and off site (surrounding community) by 

independent agents to monitor compliance. Shut down shut down facilities that do not comply 

with requirements established by independent experts. 

• According to the U.S. CDC increases in lung diseases (asthma, bronchitis) are seen near Factory 

Farm Facilities. EPA has exempted CAFO type facilities from several laws (including the Clean Air 

Act, The Superfund Act, and others). Please consider making Wisconsin standards tougher 

than the Federal standards and hold the CAFOs responsible for their emissions and the harm 

they cause. 

#3) IMPROVE. AND THEN MAINTAIN LAND & WATER QUALITY. 

Soil and Water quality standards and requirements should be examined and updated. Laws on the 

books should be enforced if adequate, or new laws or requirements should be initiated to protect our 

soil and water resources. Establish standards that will stop the infiltration of nitrogen-containing 

pollutants into Wisconsin's ground and surface water. At the same time the following requirements 

would help to control the rank odor these facilities most often produce; at times up to 6 miles from the 

actual site. Please consider including the following in permitting regulations: 

1 



• Require all waste holding ponds or facilities shall be permanent structures, which do not allow 

effluent leeching, migration, or pollution of both soil and water. Better yet, require such waste 

to go immediately to a treatment facility rather than sit idle and stink. 

• Require all waste be treated at an onsite facility prior to transportation or for use as any type of 

soil enrichment or fertilizer. According to a 2008 PEW Commission study hogs produce 4 times 

the waste per pound of live weight as compared to humans. Therefore a 25,000 unit hog farm 

(CAFO) would produce as much waste as a city of 100,000 people. Current laws require human 

populations of any appreciable size to treat sewage; and yet we now allow huge Industrial Farm 

Animal producers to store, pump, and spread raw animal sewage on fields without treatment. 

Treatment of waste would also help control the spread and infiltration of such elements as fecal 

bacteria, protozoa, giardia, Histoplasma, salmonella, and many more. 

• Require establishment of nutrient loading capacities for soils the treated waste is spread on or 

injected into. Different soil types will be able to handle different nutrient loads. Outside 

independent experts shall test and establish nutrient loading maximums to areas the treated 

effluent is injected or spread and disked in. Not exceeding the nutrient load capacity will help 

control surface and groundwater pollution, and help control the smell of the manure. 

• Require that no injection or spreading of waste will be allowed during periods where the ground 

is frozen. The obvious reason here is to prevent run-off of effluent into surface water ditches, 

lakes, streams, rivers, etc. Large capacity holding tanks should be considered during winter 

months to help control odor. 

• Require all dead animal carcasses be rendered to useful by products either on or off site. No 

dead animal carcass shall be stored more than one day in an onsite composting building or other 

facility. If dead animals are moved to an offsite rendering facility they shall be transported in a 

sealed, odor free vehicle. 

• Require all waste materials moved off site shall be transported in sealed odor free vehicles. No 

explanation needed. 

#4) ESTABLISH MORE RESPONSIBLE SET-BACKS FOR CAFOS AND ANCILLIARY FACILITIES. 

The problem with many current facilities is that there needs to be more distance between the CAFO 

facility and private land or roads. 

• Require a minimum setback of 1500 ft. for any CAFO facility site boundary edge from adjoining 

private property, or any public road. 

• Require there must be a minimum 40 ft. wide tree line established (or left in place) and 

maintained at the building site edges to block the view of the site, and help break up odor 

carrying air currents. Said vegetation line must reach and maintain a minimum height of 30 ft. 

within 5 years of site development. 

#5) REQUIRE LIMITED USE OF ROUTINE ANTIBIOITIC FEEDING AND HORMONES. 

According the National Association of Local Boards of Health (NALBOH) "There is strong evidence that 

the use of antibiotics in animal feed is contributing to an increase in antibiotic-resistant microbes, and 

causing anti-biotics to be less effective in humans" 

• Require elimination of the use of all non-therapeutic antibiotics. 

• Require minimal use of hormones as determined by veterinary experts. 
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Heaton-Amrhein, Jennifer A - DATCP 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Cc: 
Subject: 

Categories: 

gosling@ntd.net 
Monday, August 12, 2019 10:40 AM 
DATCP Livestock Siting Comments 
contact@cleanwateractioncouncil.org 
Public comment on cattle/ cow raising 

Green Category 

Dear DATCP and all meat enjoyers across Wisconsin: 

We are a family in Appleton who get our meat from a rural relative who raises cattle and swine. Recently you opened 
up the possibility to adjust the conditions under which animal manure/livestock are governed. For a win-win solution, 
we hope ALL Wisconsinites gain HEALTHIER meat from situations as we do. There the animals can roam, are NOT near a 
populace center and are raised humanely. This results in healthier eating and better nutrition. 

Since we are in a transition to eat more plants and fruits, we would appreciate your intellectual support for this move as 
well as to govern existing meat operations so that animals are treated more humanely, all area municipal sites are 
respected for peaceful co-existence. Please update your manure storage and livestock housing structures to increase 

respective setbacks. 

Thanks for your protection, advocacy and support of a healthier Wisconsin. 

Sincerely, 

John J. Gosling, MSE LPC 
1102 W. Prospect Ave. 
Appleton, WI 54914 
H {920) 734 2615 
E gosling@ntd.net 
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Heaton-Amrhein, Jennifer A - DATCP 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Categories: 

Tamara Nunziato <tmnunziato@gmail.com> 
Thursday, August 15, 2019 2:56 PM 
DA TCP Livestock Siting Comments 
ATCP 51 

Green Category 

I think we need stricter regulations on inspections for factory farms. I think they should be limited, animal conditions 
scrutinized and stiff penalties for environmental and cruelty infractions. 

Thank you 

Tamara Nunziato Garihan 
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Heaton-Amrhein, Jennifer A - DATCP 

From: DATCP Admin Rules 

Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Friday, August 16, 2019 12:56 PM 
Clayton, Christopher R - DA TCP 
FW: Public comment on CR 19-098 

Categories: Green Category 

-----Original Message-----
From: Software-Notification@legis.wisconsin.gov <Software-Notification@legis.wisconsin.gov> 

Sent: Friday, August 16, 2019 11:01 AM 
To: DATCP Admin Rules <datcpadminrules@wisconsin.gov> 
Cc: Lisakallikak@gmail.com 
Subject: Public comment on CR 19-098 

Name: Lisa Knothe 
Address: 417 mulberry st, Lake mills Wi 53552 
Email: Lisakallikak@gmail.com 

Organization: 

Comments: Please allow local decisions on CAFOs - I live in Lake Mills & the odor, pollution & probability of diseases 
from the huge chicken farms is horrible. I pay high taxes & I deserve a voice on community issues. I don't think 2 million 
+ chickens should be located so close to a family town of 5000 people in case of a repeat outbreak of chicken flu, plus 
the runoff & odors - It's not responsible government. Our tax base is residential & is based on our location & quality of 

life. Thank you. 
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Heaton-Amrhein, Jennifer A - DATCP 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Categories: 

linda hendrix <halflog@hotmail.com> 
Monday, August 19, 2019 6:42 AM 
DA TCP Livestock Siting Comments 
Water treatment 

Green Category 

Patty Schachtner said at one of our last dems meetings .... if a town of 1500 people need water 
treatment, why not CAFOs? So true and so nonpartisan! What if all large CAFOs were required to 
treat their Water? Gone would be lots of their objections! Great idea ... please consider seriously ... our 
groundwater and waterways need protection! Thank you! Linda Hendrix, New Richmond Wi. 651-269-
5160. 

Sent from my Verizon, Samsung Galaxy smartphone 
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Heaton-Amrhein, Jennifer A - DATCP 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 

Categories: 

Dear sir or Madam, 

John Hagen <seishinn3@gmail.com> 
Monday, August 19, 2019 9:54 AM 
DA TCP Livestock Siting Comments 
Live stock facilities 

Green Category 

I am writing this to urge you to implement a moratorium on CAFO's they have been shown to be one of the 
principal sources of water pollution. They also produce huge quantities of greenhouse gasses. Moreover, they 
use large quantities of drugs that pose a further threat to public health by engendering drug resistant strains of 
microbes. 

John Hagen 
Monroe, WI. 
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Heaton-Amrhein, Jennifer A - DATCP 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Categories: 

Technical Committee Members, 

bob and linda watson < bobandlinda@civandinc.net> 
Monday, August 19, 2019 11 :20 AM 
DA TCP Livestock Siting Comments 
input on updates to Livestock Facility Siting Law 
Unintended 6-22-2019.ppt 

Green Category 

The attached powerpoint and the below email text with links to lawsuit documents and studies will be my 
comments to the Wisconsin Livestock Facility Siting Law. 

This information, the lawsuit documents and the 867 peer-reviewed journal studies that justify our positions, will 
give you a pretty good understanding of what hog confinements actually are, their harmful effects on human health, and 
why the public has had such a hard time protecting themselves from confinements. 

Thanks for taking the time to read this. 

Bob 

Bob Watson 
2736 Lannon Hill Rd 
Decorah, IA 52101 
563-379-4147 
bobandlinda@civandinc.net 

http:// secure-we b.cisco.com/lkl 2 G i M jAo Pz2S0Go VG R2be n 1-J h ucnSgT89L 7 u kYXESm KHoJ 5sl lfljf P N 132 7 eb HJ QEI_ yW 5-
u u431IQ_i_g57 NWF r Js 76ia i 1Ach2 Ff70V644mvhga M berq D h0gpfnO8V ceCp N R UZkYRq5 tgl
HuiWA8PbyeNDt18GpbTpFk5rm_l0X0aJujZDjwP

Ge8LQY4DoPL5hbnHSBHADZgLaSLCqhLQECaT917fNUSTXcvjw_tXLZpOfok90cc4qphcka5F6r6mnxnLDTJAibD0zQ/http%3A 
%2F%2Fwww.civandinc.com 

Between the attached powerpoint and our DNR lawsuit documents at the link below, you can get a pretty good 
understanding of what hog confinements are, why they produce the human health problems they do, what those health 
problems are, and why we have had such a hard time getting anything done to protect humans from hog confinement 
pollutants and toxins. 

Read the powerpoint first. The powerpoint explains hog confinement technology, how that technology affects the 
hog's waste as it breaks down, and what human health harming constituent parts that waste produces as it breaks down 
in this sewer environment. 
Those constituent parts are vented or blown out into the surrounding neighborhood, and larger environment, 24/7 /365. 

After reading the powerpoint go to the on line DNR lawsuit documents at the link below. When you go online, it 
would be best to start with the media guide pdf. That document has notes in the margin to help understand what we 
are doing. The last page of the media guide is the template we had to follow in order to make our request of the DNR for 
a declaratory order. That will explain what we are about in the document when it says "this addresses template number 
such and such." 
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