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Agenda 

 

THE LWCB MAY TAKE ACTION ON ANY OF THE ITEMS LISTED ON THE AGENDA AT 

THE SCHEDULED MEETING 
 

9:00 a.m. 1 Call to order—Mark Cupp, LWCB 

a. Pledge of allegiance 

b. Open meeting notice 

c. Approval of agenda 

d. Approval of October 4, 2016, LWCB meeting minutes 

 

9:05 a.m. 2 Public appearances* 

*Please complete a Public Appearance Request Card and submit it to a DATCP 

representative before the start of the meeting 

 

9:10 a.m. 3 Approval of draft rule ATCP 50 – Sara Walling and Sue Porter, DATCP 
 

9:40 a.m.  4 Recommendation for approval of 5-year extension request for Buffalo County Land and 
Water Resource Management Plan— Carrie Olson, Buffalo County LRD 
 

10:20 a.m. 5 Recommendation for approval of Land and Water Resource Management Plan revision 

for Trempealeau County — Carla Doelle, Trempealeau County DLM 

 

11:05 a.m. 6 Approval of proposed 2017 LWCB annual agenda – Lisa Trumble, DATCP 

 

11:10 a.m. 7 Recommendation for approval of Land and Water Resource Management Plan revision 

for Brown— Mike Mushinski, Brown County LWCD 
 

11:55 a.m. 8 Lunch Break 

PO Box 8911 
Madison, WI 53708-8911 

608-224--4622 



December 6, 2016, LWCB Meeting Agenda 

 

2 of 2 

12:45 p.m. 9 Approval of Forest County request to extend the Land and Water Resource 

Management Plan expiration date by one year— Lisa Trumble, DATCP 

 

12:50 p.m. 10 Recommendation for approval of Land and Water Resource Management Plan revision 

for Dunn County— Dan Prestebak, Dunn County LWCD 

 

1:35 p.m. 11 Report from LWCB Officers – Mark Cupp, LWCB 

a. Review of the LWCB Bylaws 

b. Recognition of Dale Hood and George Mika 

 

1:50 p.m. 12 Agency reports 

a. FSA 

b. NRCS 

c. UW-CALS 

d. UW-Extension 

e. WI Land & Water 

f. DATCP 

g. DNR 

 

2:10 p.m. 13 Planning for February 2017 Meeting—Mark Cupp, LWCB 

 

2:15 p.m. 14 Adjourn 
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MINUTES 
LAND AND WATER CONSERVATION BOARD MEETING 

 
October 4, 2016 

DATCP Board Room  
Wisconsin Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection 

2811 Agriculture Drive, Madison, Wisconsin 

 
Item #1 Call to Order—pledge of allegiance, open meeting notice, approval of 

agenda, approval of August 2, 2016 LWCB meeting minutes. 
The meeting was called to order by Chairman Mark Cupp at 9:00 a.m. Cupp, Lynn Harrison, 
George Mika, Dave Solin, Eric Birschbach, John Petty, Caitlin Frederick, and Mary Anne 
Lowndes were in attendance.  A quorum was present.  Advisors Kurt Calkins (WI Land + Water) 
and Eric Allness (NRCS, for Jimmy Bramblett) were present.  Others present included John 
Saykally, Waushara County LCD; Dale Olson, Sawyer County LWCD; Rich Wolosyn, Florence 
County LCD; Todd Jenson, Green County LWCD; Aaron Larson, DNR; Coreen Fallat, Richard 
Castelnuovo, Lisa Trumble, and Chris Clayton, DATCP.     
 
Clayton confirmed that the meeting was publicly noticed.  
 
Mika moved to approve the agenda as presented, Harrison seconded, and the motion carried.  
 
Solin moved to approve the August 2, 2016 meeting minutes, Mika seconded, and the motion 
carried. 
 
Item #2  Public Appearances 
No public appearance cards were submitted.  
 
Item #3   Report on the 2017 DATCP and DNR final allocation plan 
Castelnuovo, DATCP, reported that two comments were submitted with respect to DATCP’s 
portion of the preliminary 2017 joint allocation plan.  The first comment was regarding 
inequities in the formula for allocating cost share grants to the counties through available bond 
funds.  Castelnuovo indicated that this comment is valid and that DATCP staff plans to meet 
with the legislative committee of WI Land + Water later this month to address possible changes 
that would go into effect in 2018.  The second comment was regarding a request to adjust the 
staffing grant allocation to Pierce County due to a mistake on the application.  Castelnuovo 
reported that DATCP will not be able to accommodate this request.  Also, he stated that neither 
comment affected the final allocation plan before the board. 
 
Larson, DNR, reported on the DNR’s funding decisions on applications for Targeted Runoff 
Management grants and Urban Nonpoint Source & Stormwater Management BMP Construction 
grants.  Larson reported that DNR solicited Urban Nonpoint Source Construction Grant 
applications in FY17 and planning grant applications will be solicited in FY18. 
 
Castelnuovo reported a change in DATCP’s allocation due to underspending in the Producer-Led 
Watershed Protection Grant program.  DATCP shifted the unspent funds into the Nutrient 
Management cost-share program and into a reserve to host a conference for recipients of the 
Producer-Led Watershed Protection Grant Program.   
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Harrison moved to approve the 2017 DATCP and DNR final allocation plan, Birschbach 
seconded, and the motion carried. 
 
Item #4 Recommendation for approval of 5-year extension request for Waushara 

County Land and Water Resource Management Plan 
Saykally made a presentation in support of Waushara County’s 5-year extension of its LWRM 
plan.  (The presentation can be accessed at DATCP’s Land and Water Conservation Board 
website: https://datcp.wi.gov/Documents/LWCBOctober2016WausharaPresentation.pdf.)  
 
Saykally highlighted the county’s progress in meeting planned goals and activities, and 
addressed key benchmarked activities pursued by the county over the past five years.   
 
Saykally reported that the county submitted an annual work plan that covers planned activities 
consistent with new DATCP requirements. 
 
The following issues were discussed: the merging of the land conservation and zoning 
departments; percentage of county farmland under nutrient management plans.  
 
Harrison moved to approve Waushara County’s 5-year extension request as presented, Mika 
seconded, and the motion carried. 
 
Item #5 Recommendation of approval of Land and Water Resource Management 

Plan revision for Sawyer County 
Olson made a presentation in support of Sawyer County’s 5-year review of its 10-year LWRM 
plan.  (The presentation can be accessed at DATCP’s Land and Water Conservation Board 
website: https://datcp.wi.gov/Documents/LWCBOctober2016SawyerPresentation.pdf.)  
 
Olson reported that the county’s current farm priority strategy is effective.  He highlighted the 
county’s progress in meeting planned activities to meet the goals and objectives defined in its 
approved LWRM plan, and addressed key benchmarked activities pursued by the county over the 
past five years.  Olson also reported that Sawyer County submitted an updated annual work plan 
to capture changes in planned activities necessary to meeting the goals and objectives outlined in 
its 10-year LWRM plan.  
 
The following issues were discussed: existing TMDL and Nine Key Elements plans; challenges 
to implementing TMDL pollution reduction goals; involvement of lakes associations in land and 
water conservation issues; challenges educating landowners about the changed shoreland zoning 
rules; challenges arising from the development of shoreline areas on lakes and rivers; funding for 
Aquatic Invasive Species (AIS) grants and support for continued county funding of AIS grants.   
 
Mika moved to approve Sawyer County’s 5-year review as meeting the board’s criteria for 5-
year plan reviews, Harrison seconded, and the motion carried. 
 
Item #6 Report on 2015 program accomplishments by counties  
Fallat presented the 2015 Land and Water Conservation Annual Report.  (The report can be 
accessed at: https://datcp.wi.gov/Documents/LandWaterAnnualReport2015.pdf.)    
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Fallat focused on the following: the increasing use of various methods to estimate reductions in P 
and sediment runoff; systems for tracking landowner participants of the Farmland Preservation 
Program (FPP) and to issue certificates of compliance; a movement towards tracking Nutrient 
Management Plans (NMPs), conservation practices, and permits; benefits to the counties by 
using technologies; the increased numbers of acres reported under NMPs, much of it due to 
increased FPP participation. 
 
Fallat also reported on future directions in land and water conservation: integrating reporting 
with LWRM plans and workplans; capturing conservation information from tracking systems; 
engaging audiences to tell the story of land and water conservation in Wisconsin. 
 
The following issues were discussed: finding more ways to get this story out; distributing copies 
of the report to counties, online, assembly and senate natural resource and agriculture 
committees, DNR, and legislators serving areas where stories were highlighted. 
 
Item #7 Recommendation for approval of 5-year extension request for Florence 

County Land and Water Resource Management Plan  
Wolosyn made a presentation in support of Florence County’s 5-year extension of its LWRM 
plan.  (The presentation can be accessed at DATCP’s Land and Water Conservation Board 
website: https://datcp.wi.gov/Documents/LWCBOct2016FlorencePresentation.pdf.)  
 
Wolosyn highlighted the county’s progress in meeting planned goals and activities, and 
addressed key benchmarked activities pursued by the county over the past five years.   
 
Wolosyn reported that the county submitted an annual work plan that covers planned activities 
consistent with new DATCP requirements. 
 
The following issues were discussed: the number of remaining dairies; the activity of forestry 
operations; funding requests for staffing and cost sharing practices. 
 
Solin moved to approve Florence County’s 5-year extension request as presented, Frederick 
seconded, and the motion carried. 
 
Item #9 Recommendation for approval of 5-year extension request for Green County 

Land and Water Resource Management Plan  
Jenson made a presentation in support of Green County’s 5-year extension of its LWRM plan.  
(The presentation can be accessed at DATCP’s Land and Water Conservation Board website: 
https://datcp.wi.gov/Documents/LWCBOctober2016GreenPresentation.pdf.)  
 
Jenson highlighted the county’s progress in meeting planned goals and activities, and addressed 
key benchmarked activities pursued by the county over the past five years.   
 
Jenson reported that the county submitted an annual work plan that covers planned activities 
consistent with new DATCP requirements. 
 
The following issues were discussed: T values, and how farms will be affected by changes in T 
values. 
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Birschbach moved to approve Green County’s 5-year extension request as presented, Harrison 
seconded, and the motion carried. 
   
Item #10 Agency reports 
NRCS – Allness reported that NRCS is processing applications for a recent enrollment period.  
This past year, Wisconsin NRCS achieved 1 million acres enrolled in conservation and obligated 
the 25,000th contract with a landowner.  The state requested federal designation of flood disaster 
areas, and the agency is identifying priorities for providing assistance 
 
WI Land + Water – Calkins reported completion of the first round of workgroup meetings for 
the Food, Land & Water Project.  The plan is to roll out the project’s findings at the annual 
conference in March.  The legislative committee will discuss the budget at its upcoming meeting. 
 
DATCP – Petty reported that FSA has approved a petition to expand the CREP area.  The 
department received twelve grant applications for the Producer-Led Watershed Protection 
(PLWP) program.  The permanent rule for the PLWP program, ATCP 52, will go out for two 
public hearings, and a meeting for grant recipients will be held in December.  The ATCP 50 
revisions to incorporate NRCS 590 will go out for hearings in January and February 2017.  
Currently, ATCP 51 is in the revision process.   
 
DNR – Lowndes reported that NR 151 was opened for rulemaking by the Natural Resource 
Board, and the proposed timeline has the revised rule being sent to the legislature by January 
2018.  Two more CAFO positions were budgeted for a total of four (the first two have been 
hired) to provide a greater in-field presence.  The DNR conducted spreading observations in 
Kewaunee County to review and give feedback to manure haulers.  Revisions to NR 243 are 
needed but on hold for now.     
 
DOA – Frederick reported that state agencies have submitted their budget requests to the 
governor.   
 
Cupp reported that the Governor reappointed Birschbach and him to the LWCB, and the 
reappointments are pending Senate confirmation.  
 
Item #11 Planning for December 2016 Meeting 

 Five LWRM plans will be on the agenda. 
 Proposed revisions to ATCP 50 will be presented in December. 
 Review of the LWCB Bylaws. 

 
Item #12 Adjourn 
Frederick moved to adjourn, Mika seconded.  The meeting was adjourned at 12:45 pm.  
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 
 
  
Eric Birschbach, Secretary Date 
 
Recorder: CRC, DATCP 



CORRESPONDENCE/MEMORANDUM  State of Wisconsin 
 
DATE:  November 22, 2016    

  

TO:  Land and Water Conservation Board Members and Advisors 

 

FROM: Keith Foye, DATCP 

  Director, Land and Water Resources Bureau  

 

SUBJECT: ATCP 50 Proposed Revision  

 

Action Requested: This is an action item.  The LWCB is required to review this proposed rule revision 

and may provide comments to DATCP.  

 
Summary:   Among other things, the proposed revisions to ch. ATCP 50, Wis. Admin. Code:  

• Replace the farm conservation practice standard for nutrient management (NM) and other standards for 

practices cost-shared in Subchapters II and VIII. 

• Clarify the requirements for farmland preservation conservation compliance consistent with the 

Department’s voluntary approach in Subchapter III. Farmers may be required to comply with new and 

modified standards without receiving cost-sharing. 

• Increase the associated NM cost-sharing rates from $7 to $10 per acre per year due to additional costs 

associated with soil tests and new spreading restrictions in Subchapter V. 

• Require annual NM plans developed according to s. ATCP 50.04(3) for local regulation in Subchapter 

VII. Farmers may be required to comply with new and modified standards without receiving cost-

sharing. 

• Clarify that the alternative related to s. NR 151.04, the phosphorus index (PI), is a nutrient management 

plan developed in accordance with the nutrient management provisions in 50.04(3). Meaning, the 2005 

and 2015-590 NM Standard provided the PI alternative with the soil test P management strategy. 

• Enable the Department to cancel a conservation engineer’s certification through a renewal process.  

• Clarify that a qualified NM planner must complete a NM checklist form representing the NM plan, and 

provide reasonable documentation to substantiate each checklist response if requested by the 

Department or its agent. 

• Clarify the standards for cost-sharing, specifically that a manure storage system’s capacity is based on 

the farm’s inability to comply with the NM plan. When the facility is emptied, the manure must be 

applied to non-frozen soil in compliance with a NM plan under s. ATCP 50.04(3). 

• Create a conflict of interest prohibition for Department certified soil testing laboratories. 

 

DATCP has created this website, https://datcp.wi.gov/Pages/Programs_Services/ATCP50.aspx , to provide 

detailed information on the rule revision, including links to the hearing draft rule and support documents. 

 

The following are the key dates for completing the listed steps in the rule revision process:    

 November 17-ATCP Board approval of Hearing Draft Rule  

 Public hearings at 2:00 – 4:00 pm & 5:30 – 7:30 pm on   

o Monday Jan. 9-Eau Claire, Chippewa Valley Technical College  

o Thursday Jan. 19- Platteville, UW Platteville Markee Pioneer Student Center 

o Monday Jan. 23-Appleton, Fox Valley Technical College  

o Thursday Jan. 26-Madison, DATCP Prairie Oak State Office Building 

 May 2017 – Presentation of the final draft rule to ATCP Board 

 Late 2017/Early 2018 – Revised rule becomes effective 

 

Materials Provided: None  

 

Presenters: Sara Walling, DATCP  

https://datcp.wi.gov/Pages/Programs_Services/ATCP50.aspx


CORRESPONDENCE/MEMORANDUM State of Wisconsin 

 
DATE: November 21, 2016 
 
TO:  Land and Water Conservation Board Members and Advisors 
 
FROM: Richard Castelnuovo, DATCP 
  Resource Management and Engineering Section, Bureau of Land and Water 
                        Resources  
 
SUBJECT: Request for five-year extension of the Buffalo County Land and Water 

Resource Management plan  
 
 

 
Recommended Action:  Staff requests the LWCB to recommend approval of Buffalo County’s 
request to extend the expiration date of the county land and water resource management plan 
until December 31, 2021. 

 

Summary:   The land and water resource management plan for Buffalo County is currently 

approved through December 31, 2016. In order to maintain eligibility for grant funding through 

the soil and water resource management grant program, Buffalo County must receive approval of 

an updated plan or approval of a request to extend the plan expiration date before December 31, 

2016.  

 

The Buffalo County land and water resource management plan was last approved in 2011 with an 

expiration date of 2016.  At that time, the plan was written with a 10-year planning horizon.  

Buffalo County has completed the appropriate extension request form and included an updated 

one year work plan consistent with DATCP requirements. The presentation to LWCB members 

will provide detailed information on the county’s accomplishments over the last five years of the 

plan implementation.  

 

 

Materials Provided: 

Buffalo County extension request materials:  

 5 year Extension Request form  

 Buffalo County Work Plan 

 

 

Presenters: Carrie Olson, Buffalo County Conservationist 

  

  







2017 ANNUAL WORK PLAN, BUFFALO COUNTY  

LOCALLY-IDENTIFIED PRIORITIES    

Annual work plans (a) must be consistent with the goals and objectives described in the County’s LWRM Plan, (b) are limited to no more than four pages in length including completion of 

the first page of required entries where goals and objectives are listed in bold, (c) must only include priority activities (and should describe activities beyond the required entries), (d) have 

benchmarks for each planned activity, and (e) identify performance measures related to sediment and nutrient (e.g. phosphorous) reductions if applicable. The planned activities described in 

an annual work plan must account for at least 50 percent of available county staff hours for the year. 

GOAL/OBJECTIVE 
(Include LWRM plan references, 

i.e. goal number and objective 

number)   

PLANNED ACTIVITIES WITH 

BENCHMARKS  
(identify focus areas, e.g. HUC 12 watershed code) 

ESTIMATE 

OF STAFF 

COSTS   
(Hours if not 

accounted 

for) 

 

ESTIMATE 

OF COST-

SHARING  

PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENTS   

Farm inspections to 

implement state performance 

standards and prohibitions 

Conduct 15 farm inspections & document 

compliance status for FPP. 

Bring 6 landowners into compliance with 

NR151. 

1040 hours 0 

# of inspections performed  

# of compliance certificates, compliance schedules or 

letters issued 

Cropland conservation 

practices installed to 

implement state performance 

standards and prohibitions  

Complete 1,000 acres of farm plan revisions 

Assist landowners with NM plans, plan 

review, SnapPlus, soil testing, and calibrate 

manure spreaders (400 hours).  

Sediment and phosphorus reduction modeling 

and tracking (200 hours). 

1040 hours 
$14,000 

(SWRM SEG) 

# of staff hours expended for training, design, and 

installation  

Type and units of practice(s) installed 

Amount of cost-share dollars spent 

# lbs of sediment reduced (using any approved method) 

# lbs of P reduced (using any approved method) 

# acres of cropland in compliance with a performance 

standard (e.g. soil erosion, tillage setback) 

Livestock facility conservation 

practices installed to 

implement state performance 

standards and prohibitions 

Write grants to cost-share livestock practices 

and document compliance: 

 2 manure storage facilities 

 3 livestock facilities inspected 

 2 clean water diversions 

 200 hours sediment and phosphorus 

reduction modeling and tracking 

840 hours 
$300,000 

(DNR TRM) 

# of staff hours expended for design and installation  

Type and units of practice(s) installed 

Amount of cost-share dollars spent 

# lbs of sediment reduced (using any approved method) 

# lbs of P reduced (using any approved method) 

# of livestock facilities in compliance with a 

performance standard 

 

Permits issued or obtained  in 

connection with practices 

installed 

Issue 2 Manure storage permits 

Assist with 8 DNR permits 

 

80 hours 0 

# of staff hours  

# permits issued or obtained  

 



2017 ANNUAL WORK PLAN, BUFFALO COUNTY  

LOCALLY-IDENTIFIED PRIORITIES    

GOAL/OBJECTIVE 
(Include LWRM plan references, 

i.e. goal number and objective 

number)   

PLANNED ACTIVITIES WITH 

BENCHMARKS  
(identify focus areas, e.g. HUC 12 watershed code) 

ESTIMATE 

OF STAFF 

COSTS   
(Hours if not 

accounted 

for) 

 

ESTIMATE 

OF COST-

SHARING  

PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENTS   

Conservation practices 

designed and installed to 

implement LWRM priorities   

Technical assistance, landowner contacts, 

survey, design, install, and final construction 

check.  

 8 grade stabilization structures-cost 

shared 

 3 grass waterway systems- cost 

shared 

 5 CCC-dam repairs- cost shared 

 1 streambank stabilization 

1040 hours 

$43,000 

(SWRM 

Bond) 

# of staff hours expended for design and installation  

Type and units of practice(s) installed 

Amount Cost-share dollars spent 

# lbs of sediment reduced (using any approved method) 

# lbs of P reduced (using any approved method) 
 

PL 566 Structure Program 

Complete 13 annual inspections and necessary 

maintenance on minimum 5/year 

Repair 1 DNR-ordered failing PL566 structure 

160 hours 

$400,000 DNR 

Dam Grant + 

$100,000 

Belvidere 

Town match 

# of structures inspected 

# staff hours  

Promote tree sale program 
Sell 5,000 trees and shrubs to 40 landowners 

80 hours 0 

# trees sold 

# landowners assisted 

# staff hours 

Information and Education 

4 school presentations 

3 conservation field tours or farm tour days 

Youth Conservation speaking and poster 

contest (12 speeches, 20 posters) 

County Fair conservation booth & display   

6 meetings attended (Farm Bureau, 

Conservation Club, Rod & Gun Clubs) 

4 conservation news releases 

County website program and events postings 

Producer-Led Watershed Group Cover Crop 

Demos & Meetings (Waumandee Watershed) 

420 hours 0 

# of meetings attended 

# of students 

# staff hours 



2017 ANNUAL WORK PLAN, BUFFALO COUNTY  

LOCALLY-IDENTIFIED PRIORITIES    

GOAL/OBJECTIVE 
(Include LWRM plan references, 

i.e. goal number and objective 

number)   

PLANNED ACTIVITIES WITH 

BENCHMARKS  
(identify focus areas, e.g. HUC 12 watershed code) 

ESTIMATE 

OF STAFF 

COSTS   
(Hours if not 

accounted 

for) 

 

ESTIMATE 

OF COST-

SHARING  

PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENTS   

Woodland Erosion Reduction 

Seed trails and landings for 2 landowners 

Critical area seeding for 2 landowners 

Plant trees and shrubs with school group 

Purchase and sell logging seed mix to 25 

landowners (65 acres seeded) 

40 hours 0 
# acres seeded 

# staff hours 

Complete Transect Survey 
Inventory 500 points documenting soil erosion 

conditions, enter data, and compile reports. 
120 hours 0 Survey completed, data analyzed 

Conservation Reserve 

Enhancement Program 

(CREP) 

Encourage 2 landowners to enroll in CREP 

easement program 

 

Perform compliance checks on 52 expiring 

contracts with NRCS/FSA assistance 

120 hours 0 

# of staff hours expended for design and installation  

Type and units of practice(s) installed 

Amount of cost-share dollars spent 

#tons of sediment reduced (approved method used) 

# lbs of N and P reduced (approved method used) 

Streambank Protection 
Technical assistance and cost-share for 15 

stream restoration sites 
120 hours 

$20,000 

County CapX 

$1,899 DNR 

Conservation 

Aids  

# of staff hours expended for design and installation  

Type and units of practice(s) installed 

Amount Cost-share dollars spent 

# lbs of sediment reduced (approved method used) 

# lbs of P reduced (approved method used) 

 



CORRESPONDENCE/MEMORANDUM  State of Wisconsin 
 

DATE: November 18, 2016   

  

TO:  Land and Water Conservation Board Members and Advisors 

 

FROM: Richard Castelnuovo, DATCP 

Resource Management and Engineering Section, Bureau of Land and Water            

Resources  

 

SUBJECT: Recommendation for Approval of the Trempealeau County Land and Water Resource 

Management Plan 
 

Action Requested: This is an action item.  The department has determined that the Trempealeau County 

Land and Water Resource Management Plan meets ATCP 50 requirements and requests that the LWCB 

make a recommendation regarding approval of the plan consistent with the Board’s criteria and 

guidance, including any recommendation regarding any conditions in the final order approving the plan.   
 

Summary: The plan is written as a 10 year plan, and addresses one or more of the criteria 

demonstrating intent for a 10 year plan. If approved, the plan would remain in effect through December 

31, 2026, and would be subject to a five year review prior to December 31, 2021.  

 

DATCP staff reviewed the plan using the checklist and finds that the plan complies with all the 

requirements of section 92.10, Wisconsin Statutes, and Chapter ATCP 50, Wisconsin Administrative 

Code.   

 

To qualify for 10 year approval of its plan, Trempealeau County must submit an annual work plan 

meeting DATCP requirements during each year of its 10 year plan approval.     
 

Trempealeau County held a public hearing on November 9, 2016, as part of its public input and review 

process. The Trempealeau County Environment and Land Use Committee will present the LWRM plan 

for County Board approval after receiving a recommendation for approval from the LWCB. 
 

 

Materials Provided: 

 LWRM Plan Review Checklist  

 Trempealeau County annual workplan and accomplishments 
 

Presenters: Carla Doelle, Trempealeau County   

 



ARM-LWR-167 (May 1, 2014) 

 

Wisconsin Dept. of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection 
Agricultural Resource Management Division 
2811 Agriculture Drive, PO Box 8911 
Madison WI  53708-8911 
Phone:  (608) 224-4608 

Land and Water Resource 
Management (LWRM)  

LWRM Plan Review Checklist  
Sec. 92.10, Stats. & sec. ATCP 50.12, Wis. Adm. Code 

County: Trempeleau                                                Date Plan Submitted for Review: 7/28/16 

I. ADVISORY COMMITTEE Yes No Page 

1. Did the county convene a local advisory committee that included a broad 
spectrum of public interests and perspectives (such as affected landowners, 
partner organizations, government officials, educational institutions)? 

  12 

II. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION AND COUNTY BOARD APPROVAL Date(s) 

1. Provide the dates that the local advisory committee met to discuss the development of the 
LWRM plan and the county  plan of work. 

3/9, 4/6, 
7/27 

2. Provide the date  the county held a public hearing on the LWRM plan.1 11/9/16 

3. Provide the date of county board approval of the plan, or the date the county board is 
expected to approve the plan after the LWCB makes its recommendation.2 

12/19/16 

 

III. RESOURCE ASSESSMENT AND WATER QUALITY OBJECTIVES  Yes No Page 

1. Does the plan include the following information as part of a county-wide 
resource assessment: 

   

a. Soil erosion conditions in the county3, including:    
i. an estimate of the soil erosion rates for the whole county and for local 

areas where erosion rates are especially high 
  21-22 

ii. identification of key soil erosion problem areas in the county   21-22 

b. Water quality conditions of watersheds in the county3, including:    

i. location of watershed areas, showing their geographic boundaries   App E 

                                                           
1   Appropriate notice must be provided for the required public hearing. The public hearing notice serves to notify landowners and land users of the results of 

any determinations concerning soil erosion rates and nonpoint source water pollution, and provides an opportunity for landowners and land users input 
on the county’s plan. Individual notice to landowners is required if the landowners are referenced directly in the LWRM plan. DATCP may request 
verification that appropriate notice was provided. 

2  The county board may approve the county LWRM plan after the department approves the plan. The plan approved by the county board must be the same 
plan approved by the department. If the department requires changes to a plan previously approved by the county board, the department’s approval 
does not take effect until the county board approves the modified plan. 

3  Counties should support their analysis of soil and water conditions by referencing relevant land use and natural resource information, including the 
distribution of major soil types and surface topographic features, and land use categories and their distribution.  Sec. ATCP 50.12(3)(b) requires that a 
county assemble relevant data, including relevant land use, natural resource, water quality and soil data.  

 



ARM-LWR-167 (May 1, 2014) 

2 
 

ii. identification of the causes and sources of the water quality impairments 
and pollutant sources   

App 
B&F, 
21 

iii. identification of key water quality problem areas in the county   Chap 2 

2. Does the LWRM plan address objectives by including the following:      

a. specific water quality objectives identified for each watershed based upon 
the resource assessment 

  Chap 3 

b. pollutant load reduction targets for the watersheds, if available    N/A 

3. Does the plan or related documentation reflect that the county consulted 
with DNR4 to provide water quality assessments, if available; to identify key 
water quality problem areas; to determine water quality objectives; and to 
identify pollutant load reduction targets, if any. 

  25 

Other comments: Issues were addressed.    
 

IV. PLAN IMPLEMENTATION Yes No Page 

1. Does the LWRM plan include the following implementation strategies:      

a. A voluntary implementation strategy to encourage farm conservation 
practices 

  Chap 4 

b. State and local regulations used to implement the plan    Chap 4 

c. Compliance procedures that apply for failure to implement the 
conservation practices in ATCP 50, ch. NR 151 and related local 
regulations 

  App G 

d. Relevant conservation practices to achieve compliance with performance 
standards and prohibitions and to address key water quality and erosion 
problems 

  38 

e. Strategy to monitor the compliance of participants in the farmland 
preservation program 

  35 

2. Does the LWRM plan (or accompanying work plan) estimate cost-sharing and 
other financial assistance, and technical assistance needed for plan 
implementation?  

  
work 
plan 

3. Does the LWRM plan describe a priority farm strategy designed to make 
reasonable progress in implementing state performance standards and 
conservation practices on farms appropriately classified as a priority?   

  39 

                                                           
4  While requirements for DNR consultation may be satisfied by including relevant DNR representatives on the advisory committee, counties 

may also need to interact with DNR staff in central or regional offices to meet all of the consultation requirements. DNR may point 
counties to other resources to obtain information including consultants who can calculate pollutant load reduction targets.  
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4. Was DNR consulted about the county’s plan for NR 151 implementation?      App G 

Other comments: County has a signed MOU with DNR    
 

V. OUTREACH AND PARTNERING Yes No Page 

1. Does the LWRM plan describe a strategy to provide information and 
education on soil and water resource management, conservation practices 
and available cost-share funding, including an estimate of the amount of I& E  

needed for plan implementation? 

  38-39 

2. Does the LWRM plan describe coordination activities with local, state and 
federal agencies? 

  38-41 

Other comments: _____    

 

VI. WORK PLANNING AND PROGRESS MONITORING   Yes No Page 

1. Does the county’s work plan do all of the following:    

a. Cover more than one year  
  

Work 
Plan 

b. Identify priorities    _____ 

c. Provide measurable annual and mult-year performance benchmarks       
(for at least all high priority items) 

  _____ 

2. Does the LWRM plan describe a strategy and framework for monitoring 
county progress implementing its plan including methodology to track and 
measure progress in meeting performance benchmarks and plan objectives?  

  43 

Other comments: Received a 2017 workplan from the county.    
 

VII.  EPA SECTION 319 CONSIDERATIONS      

1. DOES THIS PLAN INCLUDE ELEMENTS CONSISTENT WITH THE  MINIMUM 9 KEY ELEMENTS FOR EPA APPROVAL UNDER SECTION 

319 OF THE CLEAN WATER ACT: N/A 

2.     IF THE ANSWER TO 1 IS “YES,” WHAT IS THE STATUS OF EPA’S REVIEW OF THE PLAN:  

NOT SUBMITTED  _____   SUBMITTED BUT NOT APPROVED   _____   APPROVED  _____ 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff has reviewed the above-referenced county LWRM plan based on the criteria required in s. ATCP 50.12, 
Wis. Admin. Code, and s. 92.10, Stats., and has determined that the plan meets the criteria for DATCP approval 
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4 
 

of this plan.  This checklist review is prepared to enable the LWCB to make recommendations regarding plan 
approval, and for DATCP to make its final decision regarding plan approval.  

Staff Signature: ______________________________________________ Date:  _________________ 

 

           Lisa K. Trumble Nov. 2, 2016



2017 ANNUAL WORK PLAN TREMPEALEAU COUNTY  

CONSERVATION PRACTICE SITE EVALUATION AND INSTALLATION     

Annual work plans (a) must be consistent with the goals and objectives described in the County’s LWRM Plan, (b) are limited to no more than four pages in length including 

completion of the first page of required entries where goals and objectives are listed in bold, (c) must only include priority activities (and should describe activities beyond the 

required entries), (d) have benchmarks for each planned activity, and (e) identify performance measures related to sediment and nutrient (e.g. phosphorous) reductions if 

applicable. The planned activities described in an annual work plan must account for at least 50 percent of available county staff hours for the year. 

GOAL/OBJECTIVE 
(Include LWRM plan references, 

i.e. goal number and objective 

number)   

PLANNED ACTIVITIES WITH 

BENCHMARKS  
(identify focus areas, e.g. HUC 12 watershed code) 

ESTIMATE 

OF STAFF 

COSTS   
(Hours if not 

accounted 

for) 

 

ESTIMATE 

OF COST-

SHARING  

PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENTS   

Farm inspections to 

implement state performance 

standards and prohibitions 

Conduct  80 farm inspections & document 

compliance status for FPP participants 
640 Hours 0 

# of inspections performed  

# of compliance certificates, compliance schedules or 

letters issued 

Cropland conservation 

practices installed to 

implement state performance 

standards and prohibitions  

Control ephemeral erosion on 10 farms 

20 NM plans through farmer training 

1000 new cropland acres planted in cover 

crops 

10,000 acres new and revised conservation 

plans. 

Install 3000 ft. of Streambank Rip Rap 

along with Habitat improvement. 

2080 Hours 

$14,450 

(SWRM) 

$100,000 

(TRM) 

# of staff hours expended for training, design and 

installation  

Type and units of practice(s) installed 

Amount of cost-share dollars spent 

# lbs of sediment reduced  

# lbs of P reduced (using any approved method) 

# acres of cropland in compliance with a performance 

standard (e.g. soil erosion, tillage setback) 

# of Nutrient Management Plans received 

Livestock facility conservation 

practices installed to 

implement state performance 

standards and prohibitions 

        1 new manure storage facilities 

1 old manure storage facilities closed 

 

360 Hours 

$5,000 

(SWRM) 

$5,000 

(TRM) 

# of staff hours expended for design and installation  

Type and units of practice(s) installed 

Amount of cost-share dollars spent 

# lbs of sediment reduced  

# lbs of P reduced  

# of livestock facilities in compliance with a 

performance standard 

 

Permits issued or obtained  in 

connection with practices 

installed 

     Issue 3 manure storage permits 

    Assist in review of 3 livestock siting                                            

permit. 

350 Hours 0 

# of staff hours  

# permits issued or obtained  

 



2017 ANNUAL WORK PLAN TREMPEALEAU COUNTY  

CONSERVATION PRACTICE SITE EVALUATION AND INSTALLATION     

GOAL/OBJECTIVE 
(Include LWRM plan references, 

i.e. goal number and objective 

number)   

PLANNED ACTIVITIES WITH 

BENCHMARKS  
(identify focus areas, e.g. HUC 12 watershed code) 

ESTIMATE 

OF STAFF 

COSTS   
(Hours if not 

accounted 

for) 

 

ESTIMATE 

OF COST-

SHARING  

PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENTS   

Conservation practices 

installed to implement LWRM 

priorities   

      Perform 35 On-Site farm evaluations 

15 private wells decommissioned 

Install 1.0 acres of Critical Area 

Stabilization. 

Install 4  Stream Crossings 

Install 3000 ft. of Streambank RipRap. 

Install 2000 ft. of  Grassed Waterways 

2000 New Nutrient Management Plan 

Acres. 

 

 

1850 Hours 

$110,500 

(SWRM) 

$40,000 

(TRM) 

# of staff hours expended for design and installation  

Type and units of practice(s) installed 

Amount Cost-share dollars spent 

# lbs of sediment reduced (using any approved method) 

# lbs of P reduced (using any approved method) 
 



2017 ANNUAL WORK PLAN TREMPEALEAU COUNTY  

LOCALLY-IDENTIFIED PRIORITIES    

GOAL/OBJECTIVE 
(Include LWRM plan references, 

i.e. goal number and objective 

number)   

PLANNED ACTIVITIES WITH 

BENCHMARKS  

(identify focus areas if applicable, e.g. HUC 12 

watershed) 

ESTIMATE 

OF STAFF 

COSTS   
(Hours  

Optional) 

 

ESTIMATE 

OF COST-

SHARING  

PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENTS   

Protect water resources from 

being negatively impacted by 

Non-Metallic Mining Sites 

and comply with NR135. 

Permit (2) new non-metallic mines 

Inspect 70 active mines 

Monitor private wells 

Measure air quality 

3120 Hours  
# of permitted mine sites 

Private well testing results 

Air Monitoring stations 

Protect water quality through 

NOD Projects 

Install (1) NOD Milkhouse waste discharge 

project 

 

Install (1) barnyard runoff control project in 

SWQMA 

 

Install (1) new manure storage to correct a 

failing system. 

 

110 Hours 
$330,000.00 

(DNR-NOD) 
#NOD installed 

# of P reduced (using BARNY) 

Protect water quality from 

septage effluent and comply 

with SPS 383. 

Inspect 80 sites to ensure compliance with the 

State Sanitation Code 
1040 Hours 0 # of Sanitary Permits 

Protect water quality and 

reduce soil erosion from 

leaving construction sites. 

Reduce sediment from leaving 100 

construction sites.  

 

Meet the requirements of the Uniform 

Dwelling code. 

 

Meet the requirement of NR216. 

 

Host annual contractor’s workshop. 

3120 Hours 0 
# of Erosion Control Permits 

# of UDC Permits 

# of Workshops 

Utilize Town Land Use Plans 

Assist 15 townships with achieving goals set 

within their smart growth plans. 

 

Host annual meeting with townships for 

updates and information 

1040 Hours 0 # of Meetings 

Protect groundwater 

resources 
Permit and inspect 75 private wells 500 Hours  # of New Well Permits 

Encourage land & water 

practice installation through 

field days/workshops/tree 

sales 

Sponsor one Farm Field Day  

Sponsor 8  NM Plan Workshops 

Tree and Shrub Sales Program 

700 Hours 0 
# of field days held 

# of NM plan workshops held 

# of Trees and Shrubs sold 



2017 ANNUAL WORK PLAN TREMPEALEAU COUNTY  

LOCALLY-IDENTIFIED PRIORITIES    

GOAL/OBJECTIVE 
(Include LWRM plan references, 

i.e. goal number and objective 

number)   

PLANNED ACTIVITIES WITH 

BENCHMARKS  

(identify focus areas if applicable, e.g. HUC 12 

watershed) 

ESTIMATE 

OF STAFF 

COSTS   
(Hours  

Optional) 

 

ESTIMATE 

OF COST-

SHARING  

PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENTS   

Youth Education 
Host 42nd Annual Land Judging Contest 

Host Annual Poster and Speaking Contest 
80 Hours  # of Contests 

     

     

     

     

 

















CORRESPONDENCE/MEMORANDUM  State of Wisconsin 
 

DATE: November 18, 2016   

  

TO:  Land and Water Conservation Board Members and Advisors 

 

FROM: Richard Castelnuovo, DATCP 

Resource Management and Engineering Section, Bureau of Land and Water            

Resources  

 

SUBJECT: Recommendation for Approval of the Brown County Land and Water Resource 

Management Plan 
 

Action Requested: This is an action item.  The department has determined that the Brown County 

Land and Water Resource Management Plan meets ATCP 50 requirements and requests that the LWCB 

make a recommendation regarding approval of the plan consistent with the Board’s criteria and 

guidance, including any recommendation regarding any conditions in the final order approving the plan.   
 

Summary: The plan is written as a 10 year plan, and addresses one or more of the criteria 

demonstrating intent for a 10 year plan. If approved, the plan would remain in effect through December 

31, 2026, and would be subject to a five year review prior to December 31, 2021.  

 

DATCP staff reviewed the plan using the checklist and finds that the plan complies with all the 

requirements of section 92.10, Wisconsin Statutes, and Chapter ATCP 50, Wisconsin Administrative 

Code.   

 

To qualify for 10 year approval of its plan, Brown County must submit an annual work plan meeting 

DATCP requirements during each year of its 10 year plan approval.     
 

Brown County held a public hearing on September 26, 2016, as part of its public input and review 

process. The Brown County Land Conservation Committee will present the LWRM plan for County 

Board approval after receiving a recommendation for approval from the LWCB. 
 

 

Materials Provided: 

 LWRM Plan Review Checklist  

 Brown County Annual workplan and accomplishments 
 

Presenters: Michael Mushinski, Brown County Conservationist  
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Wisconsin Dept. of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection 
Agricultural Resource Management Division 
2811 Agriculture Drive, PO Box 8911 
Madison WI  53708-8911 
Phone:  (608) 224-4608 

Land and Water Resource 
Management (LWRM)  

LWRM Plan Review Checklist  
Sec. 92.10, Stats. & sec. ATCP 50.12, Wis. Adm. Code 

County: Brown                                                Date Plan Submitted for Review: 5/16/16 

I. ADVISORY COMMITTEE Yes No Page 

1. Did the county convene a local advisory committee that included a broad 
spectrum of public interests and perspectives (such as affected landowners, 
partner organizations, government officials, educational institutions)? 

  
iii, 42-
45 

II. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION AND COUNTY BOARD APPROVAL Date(s) 

1. Provide the dates that the local advisory committee met to discuss the development of the 
LWRM plan and the county  plan of work. 

2/10, 3/10 

2. Provide the date  the county held a public hearing on the LWRM plan.1 9/26/2016 

3. Provide the date of county board approval of the plan, or the date the county board is 
expected to approve the plan after the LWCB makes its recommendation.2 

1/2017 

 

III. RESOURCE ASSESSMENT AND WATER QUALITY OBJECTIVES  Yes No Page 

1. Does the plan include the following information as part of a county-wide 
resource assessment: 

   

a. Soil erosion conditions in the county3, including:    
i. an estimate of the soil erosion rates for the whole county and for local 

areas where erosion rates are especially high 
  16-20 

ii. identification of key soil erosion problem areas in the county   18 

b. Water quality conditions of watersheds in the county3, including:    

i. location of watershed areas, showing their geographic boundaries   29 

ii. identification of the causes and sources of the water quality impairments 
and pollutant sources 

  Chap 1 

                                                           
1   Appropriate notice must be provided for the required public hearing. The public hearing notice serves to notify landowners and land users of the results of 

any determinations concerning soil erosion rates and nonpoint source water pollution, and provides an opportunity for landowners and land users input 
on the county’s plan. Individual notice to landowners is required if the landowners are referenced directly in the LWRM plan. DATCP may request 
verification that appropriate notice was provided. 

2  The county board may approve the county LWRM plan after the department approves the plan. The plan approved by the county board must be the same 
plan approved by the department. If the department requires changes to a plan previously approved by the county board, the department’s approval 
does not take effect until the county board approves the modified plan. 

3  Counties should support their analysis of soil and water conditions by referencing relevant land use and natural resource information, including the 
distribution of major soil types and surface topographic features, and land use categories and their distribution.  Sec. ATCP 50.12(3)(b) requires that a 
county assemble relevant data, including relevant land use, natural resource, water quality and soil data.  
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iii. identification of key water quality problem areas in the county   Chap 1 

2. Does the LWRM plan address objectives by including the following:      

a. specific water quality objectives identified for each watershed based upon 
the resource assessment 

  22-34 

b. pollutant load reduction targets for the watersheds, if available    22-34 

3. Does the plan or related documentation reflect that the county consulted 
with DNR4 to provide water quality assessments, if available; to identify key 
water quality problem areas; to determine water quality objectives; and to 
identify pollutant load reduction targets, if any. 

  52 

Other comments:          
 

IV. PLAN IMPLEMENTATION Yes No Page 

1. Does the LWRM plan include the following implementation strategies:      

a. A voluntary implementation strategy to encourage farm conservation 
practices 

  47 

b. State and local regulations used to implement the plan    4 

c. Compliance procedures that apply for failure to implement the 
conservation practices in ATCP 50, ch. NR 151 and related local 
regulations 

  Chap 3 

d. Relevant conservation practices to achieve compliance with performance 
standards and prohibitions and to address key water quality and erosion 
problems 

  2-3 

e. Strategy to monitor the compliance of participants in the farmland 
preservation program 

  51 

2. Does the LWRM plan (or accompanying work plan) estimate cost-sharing and 
other financial assistance, and technical assistance needed for plan 
implementation?  

  
workpl
an 

3. Does the LWRM plan describe a priority farm strategy designed to make 
reasonable progress in implementing state performance standards and 
conservation practices on farms appropriately classified as a priority?   

  Chap 4 

4. Was DNR consulted about the county’s plan for NR 151 implementation?       48-51 

Other comments:          
 

                                                           
4  While requirements for DNR consultation may be satisfied by including relevant DNR representatives on the advisory committee, counties 

may also need to interact with DNR staff in central or regional offices to meet all of the consultation requirements. DNR may point 
counties to other resources to obtain information including consultants who can calculate pollutant load reduction targets.  
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V. OUTREACH AND PARTNERING Yes No Page 

1. Does the LWRM plan describe a strategy to provide information and 
education on soil and water resource management, conservation practices 
and available cost-share funding, including an estimate of the amount of I& E  

needed for plan implementation? 

  Chap 4 

2. Does the LWRM plan describe coordination activities with local, state and 
federal agencies? 

  App B 

Other comments:      

 

VI. WORK PLANNING AND PROGRESS MONITORING   Yes No Page 

1. Does the county’s work plan do all of the following:    

a. Cover more than one year  
  

workpl
an 

b. Identify priorities    _____ 

c. Provide measurable annual and mult-year performance benchmarks       
(for at least all high priority items) 

  _____ 

2. Does the LWRM plan describe a strategy and framework for monitoring 
county progress implementing its plan including methodology to track and 
measure progress in meeting performance benchmarks and plan objectives?  

  
51& 
Chap5 

Other comments:      
 

VII.  EPA SECTION 319 CONSIDERATIONS      

1. DOES THIS PLAN INCLUDE ELEMENTS CONSISTENT WITH THE  MINIMUM 9 KEY ELEMENTS FOR EPA APPROVAL UNDER SECTION 

319 OF THE CLEAN WATER ACT: _____ 

2.     IF THE ANSWER TO 1 IS “YES,” WHAT IS THE STATUS OF EPA’S REVIEW OF THE PLAN:  

NOT SUBMITTED  _____   SUBMITTED BUT NOT APPROVED   _____   APPROVED  _____ 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff has reviewed the above-referenced county LWRM plan based on the criteria required in s. ATCP 50.12, 
Wis. Admin. Code, and s. 92.10, Stats., and has determined that the plan meets the criteria for DATCP approval 
of this plan.  This checklist review is prepared to enable the LWCB to make recommendations regarding plan 
approval, and for DATCP to make its final decision regarding plan approval.  

Staff Signature: ______________________________________________ Date:  _________________ 

 

           Lisa K. Trumble 11/1/16

N/A



Annual DATCP Reporting 

 

GOAL/OBJECTIVE 
(Include LWRM plan references, 

i.e. goal number and objective 

number)   

PLANNED ACTIVITIES WITH 

BENCHMARKS  
(identify focus areas if applicable, e.g. HUC 12 

watershed) 

ANNUAL 

ESTIMATE 

OF STAFF 

COSTS   
(Hours if not 

accounted 

for) 

 

ANNUAL 

ESTIMATE 

OF COST-

SHARING 

PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENTS   

Farm inspections to 

implement state performance 

standards and prohibitions 

Conduct 38 farm inspections of operations 

>500 animal units 
 

Review 120,000 acres of current nutrient 

management plans (acres reviewed and 

reported) 
 

Develop 1,000 acres of new nutrient 

management plans 
 

Prepare 80 winter spreading plans/issue 

permits 
 

Inspect/follow-up on animal waste complaints 

2040 hrs.  

# of inspections performed  

# follow letter sent 

# of compliance certificates, compliance schedules or 

letters issued 

Acres of NMP reviewed 

# of winter spreading plans issued 

# of complaints investigated 

#staff hours 

Cropland conservation 

practices installed to 

implement state performance 

standards and prohibitions  

Develop and implement 80 schedules of 

compliance to meet state conservation 

standards 
 

Assist landowners in complying with NR151 

and ATCP50 (acres) 
 

Provide technical assistance including design 

preparation and construction oversight 

4160 hrs. 
$500,000 

(NRCS EQIP) 

# staff hours  

# and type of practice(s) installed 

cost-share dollars spent 

# lbs of sediment reduced (approved method used) 

# lbs of P reduced (approved method used) 

# acres of cropland walked 

# compliance schedules developed 

Livestock facility conservation 

practices installed to 

implement state performance 

standards and prohibitions 

Install livestock practices within GLRI area of 

the county 
 

Provide technical assistance including design 

preparation and construction oversight  

 

2100 hrs. 
$500,000 

(NRCS EQIP) 

# staff hours  

Type and units of practice(s) installed 

Amount of cost-share dollars spent 

# lbs of sediment reduced (approved method used) 

# lbs of P reduced (approved method used) 

 



GOAL/OBJECTIVE 
(Include LWRM plan references, 

i.e. goal number and objective 

number)   

PLANNED ACTIVITIES WITH 

BENCHMARKS  
(identify focus areas if applicable, e.g. HUC 12 

watershed) 

ANNUAL 

ESTIMATE 

OF STAFF 

COSTS   
(Hours if not 

accounted 

for) 

 

ANNUAL 

ESTIMATE 

OF COST-

SHARING 

PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENTS   

Permits issued or obtained  in 

connection with practices 

installed 

Issue permits in accordance with the Brown 

County Animal Waste Management ordinance 
1800 hrs.  

# of staff hours  

# permits issued and types  

 

Conservation practices 

installed to implement LWRM 

priorities   

Provide technical assistance including design 

preparation and construction oversight  

 

300 hrs. $40,000 

# of staff hours expended for design and installation  

Type and units of practice(s) installed 

cost-share dollars spent 

# lbs of sediment reduced (approved method used) 

# lbs of P reduced (approved method used) 
 

Lower Fox Demonstration 

Farm Network implementation 

 

Host 2 field days 
 

7-8 on-site tours  
 

Conduct 1 Conference/Workshop 
 

Present LFDFN information at 2 regional 

conferences 

2080 hrs.  

# of field days held 

# of tours  

# of workshops 

# conferences attended and presented at 

# of acre of cover crop/reduced tillage practices 

implemented by county farmers measured using 

NDTI 

Northern Pike Restoration 

Project 

Install 1 mile of riparian buffers 
 

Install 3 acres of wetland restorations 

 

Conduct area wide monitoring program at 35 

sites 
 

Remove 3 stream impediments 

1560 hrs. $125,000 

Miles of buffers installed 

Acres of wetland restorations 

# impediments removed 

# monitoring sites 

 

  





CORRESPONDENCE/MEMORANDUM _____________ STATE OF WISCONSIN 

 

 

DATE: November 21, 2016 

 

TO:  Land and Water Conservation Board Members and Advisors 

 
FROM: Richard Castelnuovo, DATCP 

Resource Management and Engineering Section, Bureau of Land and Water   
Resources  

 

SUBJECT: Request for extension of the Forest County LWRM plan expiration date 

 

 

Recommended Action: Staff requests the LWCB to recommend approval of the one year extension 

request made by Forest County to extend the expiration date of their current Land and Water Resource 

Management plan. 

Summary: The Land and Water Resource Management plan for Forest County will expire on 

December 31, 2016. In order to maintain eligibility for grants through the soil and water resource 

management grant program the county must obtain either an approval of an updated plan or approval 

of an extension request by the plan expiration date. 

Forest County has completed the appropriate extension request form and included an updated work 

plan consistent with DATCP requirements.    

 

 

Materials Provided:  

 Extension request form and 2017 Annual Workplan 

 

 

 

Presenter:  Lisa Trumble, DATCP 









CORRESPONDENCE/MEMORANDUM  State of Wisconsin 
 

DATE: November 21, 2016   

  

TO:  Land and Water Conservation Board Members and Advisors 

 

FROM: Richard Castelnuovo, DATCP 

Resource Management and Engineering Section, Bureau of Land and Water            

Resources  

 

SUBJECT: Recommendation for Approval of the Dunn County Land and Water Resource 

Management Plan 
 

Action Requested: This is an action item.  The department has determined that the Dunn County 

Land and Water Resource Management Plan meets ATCP 50 requirements and requests that the LWCB 

make a recommendation regarding approval of the plan consistent with the Board’s criteria and 

guidance, including any recommendation regarding any conditions in the final order approving the plan.   
 

Summary: The plan is written as a 10 year plan, and addresses one or more of the criteria 

demonstrating intent for a 10 year plan. If approved, the plan would remain in effect through December 

31, 2026, and would be subject to a five year review prior to December 31, 2021.  

 

DATCP staff reviewed the plan using the checklist and finds that the plan complies with all the 

requirements of section 92.10, Wisconsin Statutes, and Chapter ATCP 50, Wisconsin Administrative 

Code.   

 

To qualify for 10 year approval of its plan, Dunn County must submit an annual work plan meeting 

DATCP requirements during each year of its 10 year plan approval.     
 

Dunn County held a public hearing on October 25, 2016, as part of its public input and review process. 

On November 15, 2016, the Dunn County Land and Water Conservation Committee received approval 

of its LWRM plan from the County Board.  
 

Materials Provided: 

 LWRM Plan Review Checklist  

 Dunn County annual workplan and accomplishments 
 

Presenters: Daniel Prestebak, Dunn County Conservationist  
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Wisconsin Dept. of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection 
Agricultural Resource Management Division 
2811 Agriculture Drive, PO Box 8911 
Madison WI  53708-8911 
Phone:  (608) 224-4608 

Land and Water Resource 
Management (LWRM)  

LWRM Plan Review Checklist  
Sec. 92.10, Stats. & sec. ATCP 50.12, Wis. Adm. Code 

County: DUNN                                                Date Plan Submitted for Review: August 16, 2016 

I. ADVISORY COMMITTEE Yes No Page 

1. Did the county convene a local advisory committee that included a broad 
spectrum of public interests and perspectives (such as affected landowners, 
partner organizations, government officials, educational institutions)? 

  1,47 

II. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION AND COUNTY BOARD APPROVAL Date(s) 

1. Provide the dates that the local advisory committee met to discuss the development of the 
LWRM plan and the county  plan of work. 

1/26,2/6, 
3/22 

2. Provide the date  the county held a public hearing on the LWRM plan.1 10/25/16 

3. Provide the date of county board approval of the plan, or the date the county board is 
expected to approve the plan after the LWCB makes its recommendation.2 

11/15/16 

 

III. RESOURCE ASSESSMENT AND WATER QUALITY OBJECTIVES  Yes No Page 

1. Does the plan include the following information as part of a county-wide 
resource assessment: 

   

a. Soil erosion conditions in the county3, including:    
i. an estimate of the soil erosion rates for the whole county and for local 

areas where erosion rates are especially high 
  23-26 

ii. identification of key soil erosion problem areas in the county   23-26 

b. Water quality conditions of watersheds in the county3, including:    

i. location of watershed areas, showing their geographic boundaries   27 

ii. identification of the causes and sources of the water quality impairments 
and pollutant sources 

  34-35 

                                                           
1   Appropriate notice must be provided for the required public hearing. The public hearing notice serves to notify landowners and land users of the results of 

any determinations concerning soil erosion rates and nonpoint source water pollution, and provides an opportunity for landowners and land users input 
on the county’s plan. Individual notice to landowners is required if the landowners are referenced directly in the LWRM plan. DATCP may request 
verification that appropriate notice was provided. 

2  The county board may approve the county LWRM plan after the department approves the plan. The plan approved by the county board must be the same 
plan approved by the department. If the department requires changes to a plan previously approved by the county board, the department’s approval 
does not take effect until the county board approves the modified plan. 

3  Counties should support their analysis of soil and water conditions by referencing relevant land use and natural resource information, including the 
distribution of major soil types and surface topographic features, and land use categories and their distribution.  Sec. ATCP 50.12(3)(b) requires that a 
county assemble relevant data, including relevant land use, natural resource, water quality and soil data.  
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iii. identification of key water quality problem areas in the county 
  

many 
pgs. 

2. Does the LWRM plan address objectives by including the following:      

a. specific water quality objectives identified for each watershed based upon 
the resource assessment 

  27-30 

b. pollutant load reduction targets for the watersheds, if available    N/A 

3. Does the plan or related documentation reflect that the county consulted 
with DNR4 to provide water quality assessments, if available; to identify key 
water quality problem areas; to determine water quality objectives; and to 
identify pollutant load reduction targets, if any. 

  2,48 

Other comments: All comments were addressed    
 

IV. PLAN IMPLEMENTATION Yes No Page 

1. Does the LWRM plan include the following implementation strategies:      

a. A voluntary implementation strategy to encourage farm conservation 
practices 

  49 

b. State and local regulations used to implement the plan    51-53 

c. Compliance procedures that apply for failure to implement the 
conservation practices in ATCP 50, ch. NR 151 and related local 
regulations 

  53 

d. Relevant conservation practices to achieve compliance with performance 
standards and prohibitions and to address key water quality and erosion 
problems 

  79-80 

e. Strategy to monitor the compliance of participants in the farmland 
preservation program 

  51-52 

2. Does the LWRM plan (or accompanying work plan) estimate cost-sharing and 
other financial assistance, and technical assistance needed for plan 
implementation?  

  
83 and 
work 
plan 

3. Does the LWRM plan describe a priority farm strategy designed to make 
reasonable progress in implementing state performance standards and 
conservation practices on farms appropriately classified as a priority?   

  50-51 

4. Was DNR consulted about the county’s plan for NR 151 implementation?      49 

Other comments: _____    

                                                           
4  While requirements for DNR consultation may be satisfied by including relevant DNR representatives on the advisory committee, counties 

may also need to interact with DNR staff in central or regional offices to meet all of the consultation requirements. DNR may point 
counties to other resources to obtain information including consultants who can calculate pollutant load reduction targets.  
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V. OUTREACH AND PARTNERING Yes No Page 

1. Does the LWRM plan describe a strategy to provide information and 
education on soil and water resource management, conservation practices 
and available cost-share funding, including an estimate of the amount of I& E  

needed for plan implementation? 

  50-74 

2. Does the LWRM plan describe coordination activities with local, state and 
federal agencies? 

  67-72 

Other comments:          

 

VI. WORK PLANNING AND PROGRESS MONITORING   Yes No Page 

1. Does the county’s work plan do all of the following:    

a. Cover more than one year  
  

Work 
plan 

b. Identify priorities    54 

c. Provide measurable annual and mult-year performance benchmarks       
(for at least all high priority items) 

  
work 
plan 

2. Does the LWRM plan describe a strategy and framework for monitoring 
county progress implementing its plan including methodology to track and 
measure progress in meeting performance benchmarks and plan objectives?  

  55 

Other comments: Very nice plan, great job.    
 

VII.  EPA SECTION 319 CONSIDERATIONS      

1. DOES THIS PLAN INCLUDE ELEMENTS CONSISTENT WITH THE  MINIMUM 9 KEY ELEMENTS FOR EPA APPROVAL UNDER SECTION 

319 OF THE CLEAN WATER ACT: N/A 

2.     IF THE ANSWER TO 1 IS “YES,” WHAT IS THE STATUS OF EPA’S REVIEW OF THE PLAN:  

NOT SUBMITTED  _____   SUBMITTED BUT NOT APPROVED   _____   APPROVED  _____ 

 

STAFF RECOMMENDATION 

Staff has reviewed the above-referenced county LWRM plan based on the criteria required in s. ATCP 50.12, 
Wis. Admin. Code, and s. 92.10, Stats., and has determined that the plan meets the criteria for DATCP approval 
of this plan.  This checklist review is prepared to enable the LWCB to make recommendations regarding plan 
approval, and for DATCP to make its final decision regarding plan approval.  

Staff Signature: ______________________________________________ Date:  _________________ 

 

           Lisa K. Trumble Nov. 2, 2016



2017 ANNUAL WORK PLAN, DUNN COUNTY  

CONSERVATION PRACTICE SITE EVALUATION AND INSTALLATION     

Annual work plans (a) must be consistent with the goals and objectives described in the County’s LWRM Plan, (b) are limited to no more than four pages in length including 

completion of the first page of required entries where goals and objectives are listed in bold, (c) must only include priority activities (and should describe activities beyond the 

required entries), (d) have benchmarks for each planned activity, and (e) identify performance measures related to sediment and nutrient (e.g. phosphorous) reductions if 

applicable. The planned activities described in an annual work plan must account for at least 50 percent of available county staff hours for the year. 

GOAL/OBJECTIVE 
(Include LWRM plan references, 

i.e. goal number and objective 

number)   

PLANNED ACTIVITIES WITH 

BENCHMARKS  
(identify focus areas, e.g. HUC 12 watershed code) 

ESTIMATE 

OF STAFF 

HOURS 

 

ESTIMATE 

OF COST-

SHARING  

PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENTS   

Farm inspections to 

implement state performance 

standards and prohibitions: 

Goal 1, Objective 2, Action 1 

10 New Farmland Preservation Participants  

10 in the Red Cedar Basin  

4 in Wilson Creek HUC 12 

2 in Annis Creek HUC 12 

4 in Remainder of County  

720 Hrs. N/A 

# of inspections performed  

# of compliance certificates 

# compliance schedules  

# letters issued 

Cropland conservation 

practices installed to 

implement state performance 

standards and prohibitions  
Goal 2, Objective 2, Action 1 

SOIL HEALTH PRACTICES  

3,000 Acres of cover crops  

1,000 Acres of no-till  

1,000 Acres of third crop in rotation  

14 New Nutrient Management Plans 

2,500 Hrs. 

 

$120,000 

$25,000 

$50,000 

$11,200 

Type and units of practice(s) installed 

# lbs. of sediment reduced (using any approved 

method) 

# lbs of P reduced (using any approved method) 

# acres of cropland in compliance with a performance 

standard (e.g. soil erosion, tillage setback) 

Livestock facility conservation 

practices installed to 

implement state performance 

standards and prohibitions 
Goal 1, Objective 2, Action 11 

1 Barnyard system 

1 Vegetative filter strip 

3 Manure storage structures  

2 Idle manure storage abandonments 

3 Idle wells decommissioned  

700 Hrs. 

$25.000 

$15,000 

$200,000 

$30,000 

$6,000 

Type and units of practice(s) installed 

# lbs. of sediment reduced (using any approved 

method) 

# lbs of P reduced (using any approved method) 

# of livestock facilities in compliance with a 

performance standard 

 

Permits issued or obtained in 

connection with practices 

installed 
Goal 5, Objective 1, Action 7 

6 Permits  100 Hrs. N/A 

# of County Permits Issued: Manure Management 

Ordinance/Livestock siting  

# of DNR Permits Assisted With: 

 

 

Conservation practices 

installed to implement LWRM 

priorities   
Goal 5, Objective 1, Action 6 

See next two pages for LWRM priorities 8,000 Hrs. $500,000 

Type and units of practice(s) installed 

# lbs. of sediment reduced (using any approved 

method) 

# lbs of P reduced (using STEPL ) 
 



2017 DUNN COUNTY ANNUAL WORK PLAN,  

LOCALLY-IDENTIFIED PRIORITIES    

GOAL/OBJECTIVE 
(Include LWRM plan references, 

i.e. goal number and objective 

number)   

PLANNED ACTIVITIES WITH 

BENCHMARKS  

(identify focus areas if applicable, e.g. HUC 12 

watershed) 

ESTIMATE 

OF STAFF 

HOURS 

 

ESTIMATE 

OF COST OR  

COST-

SHARING  

PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENTS   

 Lead Dunn County’s 

implementation of the EPA-

approved 9 Key Element Plan 

for Lakes Tainter and 

Menomin: A River Runs 

Through Us: A Water Quality 

Strategy for the Land and 

Waters of the Red Cedar 

River Basin  

Goal 1, Objective 1, Action 1 

Benchmarks are contained in the Plan 900 Hrs. $500,000 

Practices measurements are outlined in the plan for the 

entire watershed that covers portions of 7 Counties. 

Implementing the plan is intended to reduce the 

amount of Phosphorus entering Lake Tainter by 40% 

within the next ten years.   

 

A watershed wide practice installation and phosphorus 

reduction tracking software system is one of the goals.  

 Provide Guidance and 

technical support for the Hay 

River Famer-Led Watershed 

Goal 1, Objective 1, Action 2 

6 Farmer-Led Council Meetings 

5 New farmers participating  

1 On-farm Field Day  

1 Winter educational event 

1,500 Acres of soil sampling 

8,000 Feet of grassed waterways 

500 Hrs. $30,000 1 Farmer-Led Council 

 Organize and provide 

technical support for the 

Wilson and Annis Creek 

Watershed Partnership, 

NRCS National Water 

Quality Initiative 

Goal 1, Objective 1, Action 3 

6 Community meetings 

8 New farmers participating 

2 New public fishing easements 

500 Hrs. $90,000 1 Civic Organizing Agency of Farmers and Fishermen 

 Assist with the 

Annual “Red Cedar Land, 

Water, and People Coming 

Together” Conference  

Goal 1, Objective 1, Action 4 

The purpose of the conference is to provide 

information, education, and networking on 

water quality 

60 Hrs. $25,000 

Conference 

Budget, 

$5,000 Annual 

County 

Contribution 

1 conference attended by 300 to 400 people annually  

 

Continue and expand 

DATCP/County cost-sharing 

program and assist 

landowners with the design 

and installation of BMPs that 

resolve a resource concern or 

insure compliance with the 

Agricultural Performance 

Standards found in NR 151 

Goal 1,Objective 2, Action 12 

A suite of practices installed 

 
500 Hrs. $70,000 

Acres of waterways installed 

Feet of diversions installed 

 



2017 DUNN COUNTY ANNUAL WORK PLAN,  

LOCALLY-IDENTIFIED PRIORITIES    

GOAL/OBJECTIVE 
(Include LWRM plan references, 

i.e. goal number and objective 

number)   

PLANNED ACTIVITIES WITH 

BENCHMARKS  

(identify focus areas if applicable, e.g. HUC 12 

watershed) 

ESTIMATE 

OF STAFF 

HOURS 

 

ESTIMATE 

OF COST OR  

COST-

SHARING  

PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENTS   

 Actively participate in 

the Dunn County Soil and 

Water Quality Health 

Partnership in the 

management of the Red 

Cedar Demonstration Farm 

linking soil health to water 

quality through education and 

demonstration 

Goal 2, Objective 1, Action 1 

Field days 

Annual Report 

Presentations 

Data collection: Yields, soil biology, 

infiltration, etc. 

200 Hrs. $3,000 

% Soil organic matter increases 

Higher yields, fewer imputes 

 

 Continue to 

participate and expand the 

Tri-County Groundwater 

Level Monitoring Project 

Goal 3, Objective 1, Action 1 

2 New wells added per year 40 Hrs. $1,000 5 Well monitoring units up and running 

 Continue the farmer-

written Nutrient Management 

Planning Program developed 

with Chippewa Valley 

Technical College to help 

farmers write and implement 

plans meeting NR 151.07(3) 

– Nutrient Management 

Standard 

Goal 3, Objective 2, Action 1 

12 Nutrient Management Plans 

6,000 Acres of Nutrient Management Plans 
120 Hrs. $6,000 

1 Class for new plans 

1 Class for up-dating plans 

 Continue to conduct 

the annual transect survey to 

monitor soil erosion rates, 

tillage, and cropping trends 

Goal 4, Objective 1, Action 1 

Data gathered at 598 points 80 Hrs. 0 1 Annual survey 

 Assist landowners in 

the Town of Grant AEA as 

they consider entering long-

term Farmland Preservation 

contracts 

Goal 4, Objective 1, Action 2 

2 New contracts per year 40 Hrs. 0 # of new contracts 

     



2017 DUNN COUNTY ANNUAL WORK PLAN,  

LOCALLY-IDENTIFIED PRIORITIES    

GOAL/OBJECTIVE 
(Include LWRM plan references, 

i.e. goal number and objective 

number)   

PLANNED ACTIVITIES WITH 

BENCHMARKS  

(identify focus areas if applicable, e.g. HUC 12 

watershed) 

ESTIMATE 

OF STAFF 

HOURS 

 

ESTIMATE 

OF COST OR  

COST-

SHARING  

PERFORMANCE MEASUREMENTS   

 Organize and 

participate in the Dunn 

Environmental Education 

Steering Committee 

(DEESC) 

Goal 5, Objective 1, Action 1 

Land Judging Contest 

Environmental Awareness Speaking Contest 

Conservation Poster Contest 

Environmental Field Days 

Farm City Day Program 

Soil & Water Stewardship Week Information  

Adult Education Events 

80 Hrs. $500 
# of events 

# number of attendees 

 Continue and 

implement the civic 

governance approach to 

policy implementation, 

organizing, resource 

management, and building 

community capacity 

Goal 5, Objective 1, Action 2 

Two new civic organizing agencies 400 Hrs. $5,000 # of Civic Organizing Agency’s established 

 



CORRESPONDENCE/MEMORANDUM ______________STATE OF WISCONSIN 

 

DATE: November 21, 2016 

 

TO:  Land and Water Conservation Board Members and Advisors 

 

FROM: Richard Castelnuovo, DATCP 

Resource Management and Engineering Section, Bureau of Land and Water 

Resources Management 

 

SUBJECT: Proposed LWCB Bylaws Changes 

 

Recommendation:  This is an action item.  The LWCB should review its bylaws, consider staff 

recommendations for bylaw changes, and approve recommended and other changes it deems 

appropriate.   

 

Summary:  The LWCB bylaws may be altered, amended, or repealed and new bylaws may be 

adopted at any regular meeting.  However, the bylaws must be reviewed at the December 

meeting of even-numbered years.  

 

As part of its last three revisions of its bylaws in December 2014, December 2013, and June 

2011, the Board has focused on bylaw revision intended to keep pace with changes in electronic 

technology.  Specifically, the Board authorized the electronic distribution of materials and use of 

digital recordings of meetings as the official documentation of a meeting.   

 

The department’s recommendations build on these prior bylaw changes, reflecting improvements 

in electronic technologies, and increasing reliance on these technologies in the government 

sector.   

 

1. Commitment to conducting business without paper   

 

Suggested Change:  In Section VI, E.1. regarding the conduct of meetings, add language related 

to the commitment to electronic technologies: The board is committed to conducting its meetings 

and business without using paper including record sharing and retention using electronic 

technologies, and to this end it recognizes and gives full legal effect to electronically-submitted 

documents, electronic signatures, electronic notarization and acknowledgement, and 

electronically- maintained files, consistent with subch. II of ch. 137, Stats. Whatever its form, 

any record of a meeting must be retained by DATCP in accordance with established guidelines 

in Records Destruction Authorizations (RDAs).   
 

Going paperless is no longer a matter of if, but rather, when. Government agencies are being 

asked to do more with less.  Agencies as diverse as courts and county boards are responding by 

pursuing electronic options to submit, manage, share and maintain records.  Here are a number of 

reasons driving this trend:   

 

 On-demand access for the public. By going digital, government agencies can provide 

instant access through websites to information that might otherwise require a special 

inquiry and record request.   
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 “Greening” government. By going digital, governments reduce the amount of paper used 

and reduce the agency’s carbon footprint 

 Saving employees’ time and promoting efficiency.  Copying and emailing documents 

also takes a fraction of the time to copy and mail paper documents. Electronic files are 

centralized and easier to manage.    

 Cost savings.  Preparing and emailing electronic meeting materials, for example, is much 

less expensive than copying and mailing paper materials. 

 Storage with less space.  The physical space required to store paper documents is 

expensive compared to electronic storage.  

 .  

 

2. Electronic Distribution of Meeting Materials   

 

Suggested Changes:   

a.) Section VI. D. 2) should be changed to read as follows: “All board materials, including 

DATCP and DNR materials, shall be forwarded to DATCP's Agricultural Resource Management 

Division for electronic distribution, and distributed to the board and its advisors under the 

signature of the administrator of the ARM Division or the administrator's designee. If Bboard 

members and advisors do not have internet access and a working email address, they are 

responsible for making arrangements with a third party to receive board communications and 

materials electronically. will receive electronic copies of meeting materials in advance of the 

meeting unless they explicitly request to receive the meeting materials in hard copy.” 

 

b.) Consistent with this change, in Section VI. B. 1), substitute “electronically transmitted” for 

“mailed”; in Section VI. C., strike “mailed or”; in Section IX., substitute “electronically 

transmitted” for “mailed”; and Section VI. D. 2) should be changed to read as follows: “Staff 

may distribute materials after regular mailings at other times, including on meeting days, when 

appropriate.”   

 

Justification: The change reflects a logical progression in transition to the electronic distribution 

of meeting materials and is in line with standards used by other state Boards (ATCP Board, NR 

Board, Livestock Facility Siting Review Board).  Cost-savings and other advantages are driving 

counties and other local governments to adopt paperless board meetings.  In 2014, Marathon 

County adopted a resolution to go paperless based on the significant savings (pp.36-43), 

http://www.co.marathon.wi.us/Portals/0/Departments/MCB/Archives/County%20Board/Board%

20of%20Supervisors/2014/COBD_20141021_Packet.pdf.  Other local governments have 

followed suit: Calumet County (since 2013 according to clerk), Dane County (since 2013 

according to clerk), Marinette County, http://www.peshtigotimes.net/?id=22023, Sheboygan 

County, http://www.iqm2.com/News/View.aspx?ID=1134, City of Mosinee, 

http://mosineecitywi.iqm2.com   Electronic distribution is consistent with the Board’s priority for 

the promotion of environmentally responsible practices, and will create temporal and monetary 

efficiencies.  
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3. Board Materials Review 

Suggested Changes:   

a.) In Section VI. D. 1), strike and reword the first two paragraphs to read as follows: “DNR and 

DATCP shall coordinate the preparation of all meeting materials relevant to the soil and water 

resource management program and the nonpoint source pollution abatement program to ensure 

distribution in accordance with Section VI. D.2)’”  

  

b.) Section VI. D. 1) should be changed to read as follows: “DATCP materials will be approved 

by the Administrator of the Agricultural Resource Management Division, or the Administrator’s 

designee for distribution to the board; and DNR materials will be approved by the Watershed 

Management Bureau Director, or the Director’s designee, prior to delivery to DATCP for 

mailing distribution to the board.  The administrator of the ARM Division or the administrator’s 

designee shall approve all DATCP materials for distribution to the board.” 

 

Justification:  The first change is intended to reflect the actual practice of the agencies, and 

removes a specific deadline for exchange of materials that is no longer necessary now that 

documents are signed and shared electronically.  The 7 day requirement was necessary when the 

agencies prepared materials on paper, and physically mailed documents to each other to obtain 

handwritten staff signatures from staff.  The proposed change also removes a repetitive 

statement.  

 

Materials Provided:  Proposed Changes to the LWCB Bylaws 

 

Presenter:  Richard Castelnuovo, DATCP 
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I. PURPOSE 
 
 The Wisconsin Land and Water Conservation Board (the board), which is attached to the Department of 

Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection (DATCP), advises DATCP on issues related to the soil and 
water resource management program and administers certain aspects of the farmland preservation 
program.  The board also advises the Department of Natural Resources (DNR) on issues related to the 
nonpoint source water pollution abatement program including Targeted Runoff Management (TRM) 
and Notice of Discharge (NOD) funding projects. 

 
 The board is responsible for making decisions relative to adjudicatory matters, policy review and program 

administration, and rulemaking.  Specific authorities and duties are listed in Appendix A. 
 
II. MEMBERS 
 
 A. Members 
 
  As required by s. 15.135(4)(b) of the Wisconsin Statutes, the board consists of: 
 
  1) The secretaries of administration, of natural resources, and of agriculture, trade and 

consumer protection, or their designees; 
 
  2) Three members of county land conservation committees elected biennially by the 

county land conservation committees at their annual meeting in even-numbered years 
for 2-year terms; and 

 
  3) Four other members appointed by the Governor for staggered 4-year terms.  One of 

those members shall be a resident of a city with a population of 50,000 or more, one 
shall represent a governmental unit involved in river management, one shall be a farmer 
and one shall be a member of a charitable corporation, charitable association or 
charitable trust, the purpose or powers of which include protecting natural resources, 
including scenic or open space, and maintaining or enhancing air or water quality. 

 
  4) One representative appointed by the Governor for a 2-year term. 
 
 B. Advisory Members 
 
  As required by s. 15.135(4)(c) of the Wisconsin Statutes, the board shall invite: 
 
  1) The U.S. Secretary of Agriculture to appoint a representative of the Natural Resources 

Conservation Service and a representative of the Farm Service Agency to serve as 
advisory members of the board. 

 
  2) The Dean of the College of Agricultural and Life Sciences of the University of 

Wisconsin-Madison and the Director of the University of Wisconsin-Extension to serve 
or appoint a person to serve as an advisory member of the board. 

 
  3) The staff of the county land conservation committees employed under s. 92.09 to 

designate jointly a person to serve as an advisory member of the board. 
 
  The board may invite representatives of other organizations to provide information and advice 

relative to its responsibilities. 
 
 C. Vacancies 
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  If one or more of the county land conservation committee member positions on the board is 

vacant, the president of the Wisconsin Land and Water Conservation Association, Inc. 
(Wisconsin Land + Water) board of directors may call a special meeting of the committees to 
fill the vacancies, but vacancies may be filled only if a majority of the committees are 
represented at the special meeting. [s. 15.135(4), Stats.] 

 
 D. Terms 
 
  The terms of members of the board appointed under s. 15.135(4)(b)2 (representing Wisconsin 

Land + Water shall expire on January 1.  [s. 15.07(1)(cm), Stats.] 
 
  The term of the member appointed by the Governor under s. 15.135(4)(b)2m for a 2-year term 

shall expire on May 1 of an even-numbered year. [s. 15.07(1)(cm), Stats.] 
 
  The terms of other members shall expire on May 1.  If the term is for an even number of years, 

it shall expire in an odd-numbered year.  [s. 15.07(1)(c), Stats.] 
 
 E. Attendance 
 
  If a member is absent at two consecutive meetings without reasonable justification, as 

determined by the board, the board may notify the Governor’s office or the entity that the 
member represents. 

 
F. Oath of Office 

 
  Each member shall take and file the official oath prior to assuming office.  [s. 15.07(7), Stats.] 
 
III. OFFICERS 
 
 At its first meeting in each year, the board shall elect a chair, vice-chair and secretary, each of whom 

may be re-elected to succeed himself or herself.  [s. 15.07(2), Stats.].  Candidates for each office shall be 
nominated from the floor unless the Board agrees to a different procedure in a meeting held prior to the 
election.    

 
IV. AUTHORITIES AND RESPONSIBILITIES 
 
 A. Adjudication 
 
  In administering the farmland preservation program, the board has quasi-adjudicatory authority 

to: 
 
  1) approve or reject a request for release or relinquishment from an agreement entered into 

before July 1, 2009 or under 2009 Wisconsin Act 374 and not modified under the new 
Farmland Preservation law, after the local governing body has acted on the request; 

 
 
  This authority is listed in full in Appendix A under Farmland Preservation. 
 
 B. Policy Review and Program Administration 
 
  The board has various authorities and responsibilities related to policy review and program 

administration.  These include general program responsibilities under the farmland preservation 
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program, the soil and water resource management program, and the nonpoint source water 
pollution abatement program, including the Targeted Runoff Management Program and Notice 
of Discharge Grants.  These authorities are listed in full in Appendix A. 

 
 C. Program Evaluation 
 
  The board has the authority to require DNR and DATCP to conduct or contract for another 

person to conduct any evaluation or audit of the nonpoint source water pollution abatement 
program that the board determines is necessary. 

 
 D. Rulemaking 
 
  Under s. 92.04(3)(f), the board has no rulemaking authority on matters related to land and water 

conservation.  The board may make recommendations to rules relevant to these issues. 
 
V. DECISION MAKING PROCESSES 
 
 The board will use the following procedures when exercising its authority in the categories identified 

under Section IV. 
 
 A. Adjudication 
 
  When the board acts in its quasi-adjudicatory capacity under the farmland preservation 

program, DATCP staff shall provide the board with the following materials: 
 
  1) an explanation of the board's statutory authority related to the issue before the board; 
 
  2) an explanation of the statutory or rule provisions pertaining to the issue; 
 
  3) a proposed decision consisting of proposed findings of fact, proposed conclusions of 

law, and a proposed order; and 
 
  4) an explanation of the proposed decision, including relevant factual, legal, and policy 

background.  If facts relevant to the proposed decision are contested, DATCP staff shall 
identify the contested facts. 

 
  Before rendering a decision, the board may hear evidence and arguments related to contested 

issues, or may appoint one or more board members to hear the contested issues on behalf of the 
board.  If necessary, the board may request DATCP to provide an impartial hearing examiner to 
hear and evaluate evidence on behalf of the board. 

 
  The board may adopt DATCP staff's proposed decision as the final decision of the board, or it 

may modify the proposed decision.  If the board modifies the proposed decision, the board's 
final decision shall include an explanation for the modification.  If the board's final decision is 
appealed in circuit court, the board chair or designee shall certify the board's decision and 
record to the circuit court. 

 
 B. Policy Review and Program Administration 
 
  When a policy or program administrative item is brought before the board for decision, staff 

shall provide the board with the following: 
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  1) the statutory authority under which the board is authorized to act, and the scope of that 
authority; 

 
  2) a statement indicating whether the board is responsible for making a final decision or 

for recommending a decision to another entity; 
 
  3) an accurate and objective statement of relevant facts; 
 
  4) an objective statement of policy issues and background;  
 
  5) options available to the board; and 
 
  6) staff recommendations. 
 
 C. Program Evaluation 
 
  In fulfilling the program evaluation responsibilities of the nonpoint source water pollution 

abatement program and the soil and water resource management program, staff shall prepare the 
following materials for the board: 

 
  1) an evaluation plan, which includes water quality monitoring and analysis; 
 
  2) a biennial joint program evaluation report of the nonpoint source water pollution 

abatement program and the soil and water resource management program;  
 
  3) statewide accomplishment reports; and 
 
  4) fiscal information related to cost share grants and technical assistance. 
 
 D. Forum 
 

The board may provide a forum for discussion of emerging issues related to land and water 
conservation.   

 
VI. MEETING PROCEDURES 
 
 A. Schedule and Place of Meetings 
 
  Regular meetings will be held on the first Tuesday of February, April, June, August, October, 

and December unless an alternate date is agreed to by a majority of the board.   
 
  Special meetings may be called by the chair at anytime.  
 
  Meetings will generally be held at DATCP or DNR in Madison, or other appropriate locations 

including the site of the annual Wisconsin Land + Water conference.  Other locations for 
meetings may be scheduled for special events or to accommodate particular agenda items. 

 
The LWCB and its committees may hold a meeting by telephone, video or internet conferencing 
as long as it meets the definition of a meeting as set forth in Section 19.82(2), Stats. in that it is 
for the purpose of conducting governmental business and involves a sufficient number of 
members of the body to determine the body’s course of action on the business under 
consideration.  The LWCB must follow all Open Meeting Law requirements in Chapter 19, 
Subchapter V, and provide the public with an effective means to monitor the call. 
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  All meetings shall be noticed in accordance with the open meeting laws, Chapter 19, Stats. 
 
 B. Agendas 
 
  1) Individual Meeting Agendas 
 
   The agenda shall be prepared by the staff of DATCP Land and Water Resources Bureau 

in consultation with the DNR Watershed Management Bureau, and coordinated with the 
chair of the board, 14 calendar days prior to the next scheduled meeting.  The agenda 
will be mailedelectronically transmitted to members at least 10 days prior to the next 
regularly scheduled meeting, except in the case of special or emergency meetings. 

 
   The agenda shall include: 

 
a) approval of minutes of the previous meetings(s), 

b) public appearances, if any, 

c) approval of agenda and additions or changes, 

d) actions as authorized by statutes, 

e) recommendations to DATCP or DNR as authorized by statutes, 

f) recommendations to DATCP or DNR on program policy issues, 

g) advisory member reports, 

h) committee or departmental reports, 

i) other business authorized by law, and 

j) future meetings scheduled. 

2) Annual Agenda 
 
   During the board's December meeting, DATCP and DNR staff will submit a proposed 

annual agenda for the board's activities for the following year.  Preparation of the 
annual agenda shall be coordinated with the board chair.  The board shall take action 
during the December meeting to approve or disapprove the proposed annual agenda.  
The annual agenda shall indicate the party(ies) responsible for each agenda item. 

 
 C. Record of Meetings 
 
  A record of each board or committee meeting shall be prepared and preserved by DATCP, 

consistent with VI. E. below.  The record of a meeting shall be mailed or electronically 
transmitted to each member, each advisory member and any agency or individual upon request. 

 
 D. Board Materials 
 
  1) Review 
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   DNR materials relevant to the soil and water resource management program and the 
nonpoint source pollution abatement program shall be delivered to DATCP at least 7 
days prior to the board mailing date, and sooner if possible.  

 
   DATCP materials that are relevant to the nonpoint source pollution abatement program 

shall be delivered to DNR at least 7 days prior to the board mailing date, and sooner if 
possible. 

   DNR and DATCP shall coordinate the preparation of all meeting materials relevant to 
the soil and water resource management program and the nonpoint source pollution 
abatement program to ensure distribution in accordance with Section VI. D.2 

    
DATCP and DNR will obtain legal review by its agency counsel if such review is 
deemed necessary.  DATCP materials will be approved by the Administrator of the 
Agricultural Resource Management Division, or the Administrator’s designee for 
distribution to the board; and DNR materials will be approved by the Watershed 
Management Bureau Director, or the Director’s designee, prior to delivery to DATCP 
for mailing distribution to the board. 

 
   The administrator of the ARM Division or the administrator's designee shall approve all 

DATCP materials for distribution to the board.   
 
  2) Distribution 
 
   All board materials, including DATCP and DNR materials, shall be forwarded to 

DATCP's Agricultural Resource Management Division for electronic distribution, and 
distributed to the board and its advisors.  under the signature of the administrator of the 
ARM Division or the administrator's designee. If bBoard members and advisors do not 
have internet access and a working email address, they are responsible for making 
arrangements with a third party to receive board communications and materials 
electronically. will receive electronic copies of meeting materials in advance of the 
meeting  unless they explicitly request to receive the meeting materials in hard copy. 
Materials prepared by DATCP and DNR related to board agenda items shall be sent by 
DATCP to the board members and advisors at least 10 days prior to the board meeting, 
and sooner if possible. Staff may distribute materials after regular mailings at other 
times, including on meeting days, when appropriate. 

 
   All press releases prepared by staff pertaining to board issues shall be reviewed and 

approved by the board chair. 
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E. Conduct of Meetings 
 
  1) Conduct of Meetings 
 
   The chair or, in the absence of the chair the vice chair or, in the absence of both, the 

secretary, or in the absence of all three, any member chosen by the members present, 
shall call the meetings of the board to order and shall act as chair of the meetings.  The 
board secretary shall act as secretary of all meetings of the board.  In the absence of the 
secretary, the presiding officer may appoint any member present to act as secretary of 
the meeting.  The secretary shall direct the department to prepare a record of all board 
meetings.  A record of each meeting must be prepared as required by sec 19.88, Stats.  
Minutes of each meeting are the usual method to meet this requirement, and shall be 
taken by DATCP staff and signed by the secretary of the board.   With the approval of 
the chair or the secretary of the board or a board committee, a digital audio recording 
may be used as an alternative meeting record. The board is committed to conducting its 
meetings and business without using paper including record sharing and retention using 
electronic  technologies, and to this end it recognizes and gives full legal effect to 
electronically-submitted documents, electronic signatures, electronic notarization and 
acknowledgement, and electronically- maintained files, consistent with subch. II of ch. 
137, Stats. Whatever its form, any record of a meeting must be retained by DATCP in 
accordance with established guidelines in Records Destruction Authorizations (RDAs). 
 Any subject matter regarding procedure not covered by these bylaws will be covered 
by The Sturgis Standard Code of Parliamentary Procedure.  Meetings shall be 
conducted in accordance with Wisconsin's open meeting law. 

 
  2) Manner of Acting 
 
   Except as otherwise expressly provided in these bylaws, action shall be taken by the 

board upon a vote of a majority of the members present at a meeting and the same shall 
be the action of the board.  The voting on all matters at a meeting for which a roll call 
vote is requested shall be by yeas and nays and the yeas and nays shall be reflected in 
the record of the meeting.  All resolutions shall be presented in writing or reduced to 
writing during or after the meeting, and shall be reflected in the record of the meeting. 

 
  3) Quorum 
 
   Six board members shall constitute a quorum and no formal business may be transacted 

unless a quorum is present.  When fewer than six members are present, the meeting will 
be a conference of the board and its deliberations considered as expressions of opinion 
of the individual board members and consideration of information presented by DATCP 
and others present. 

 
VII. COMPENSATION AND EXPENSES 
 
 Board members who are not employees of state agencies are eligible to receive $25.00 per diem plus 

expenses "incurred in the performance of their duties."  [s. 15.07(5), Stats.].  The following policy 
defines the duties of members of the board, the performance of which establishes eligibility for per diem 
and expenses. 

 
 A. No Prior Approval Required 
 
  Board members will receive per diem and expenses for attending: 
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  1) Official meetings of the Land and Water Conservation Board; 
 
  2) A meeting of a governmental body of which the Land and Water Conservation Board is 

a member, if the member is representing the Land and Water Conservation Board; 
 
  3) Area meetings of the Wisconsin Land and Water Conservation Association  if the board 

member has been invited to participate in the meeting in his or her capacity as a 
member of the Land and Water Conservation Board. 

 
 B. Prior Approval Required 
 
  Board members will receive per diem and expenses for attending any other meetings, other than 

those listed in Section VII, A, or activities, only if prior approval has been obtained from the 
board chair, with the concurrence of the ARM administrator. 

 
VIII. COMMITTEES 
 
 The board shall set forth the composition of any committees it establishes, the areas or matters 

concerning which such committees shall advise the board, the specific duties and responsibilities the 
board expects them to perform and discharge, and such other matters as the board deems relevant to 
individual committees. 

 
An executive committee of the LWCB Officers may meet as necessary to fulfill responsibilities of the 
LWCB. 

 
IX. REVIEW OF AND AMENDMENTS TO THE BYLAWS 
 
 Bylaws shall be reviewed at the December meeting of even numbered years.  These bylaws may be 

altered, amended or repealed and new bylaws may be adopted by an affirmative vote of six members 
present at any regular meeting provided that notice of each proposed change hereof or addition hereto 
has been delivered personally, or mailed electronically transmitted to each member at such address as 
the member shall have designated to the board, not less than 10 days prior to the time of meeting at 
which the proposed change or addition is to be considered. 

 
X. STAFF ASSISTANCE 
 
 DATCP and DNR shall provide staff to assist the board in performing its statutory duties. 

[ss. 92.05(3)(i) and s. 281.65(4)(s), Stats.] 
 
 
 

Bylaws originally adopted by the LCB in 12/88; 
amended:  4/91, 2/94, 4/95, 4/97, 12/98, 2/01, 4/04, 2/09, 12/10, 6/11, and 12/14.
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APPENDIX A - Program Authorities and Responsibilities 
 
FARMLAND PRESERVATION PROGRAM—under Chapter 91, 2007 Wisconsin Statutes, and 2009 
Wisconsin Act 374 
 
Cite  Language 
 
91.19(3) If the request for release of land or relinquishment of the FPA is approved by the local 

governing body...the board shall, within 60 days...approve or reject the application for 
release or relinquishment.  (This pertains to an agreement entered into before July 1, 2009 or 
under 2009 Wisconsin Act 374 and not modified under the new Farmland Preservation law.) 

 
91.19(5) If the application for release of land or relinquishment of the FPA is rejected by the local 

governing body having jurisdiction...the applicant may appeal to the board.  The board shall, 
within 60 days...approve or reject the request for release or relinquishment.  (This pertains to 
an agreement entered into before July 1, 2009 or under 2009 Wisconsin Act 374 and not 
modified under the new Farmland Preservation law.) 

 
2009 WI ACT 374 
Section 1.  
(1) (a)  Notwithstanding the repeal and recreation of chapter 91 of the statutes by 2009 Wisconsin 

Act 28 and subject to paragraphs (b) and (c), the department of agriculture, trade and 
consumer protection shall process an application for a farmland preservation agreement in 
accordance with chapter 91, 2007 stats., if the application was submitted to the county clerk 
under section 91.13 (1), 2007 stats., no earlier than January 1, 2008, and no later than June 
30, 2009, and if processing of the application was not completed before July 1, 2009. 
Section 91.60 (3) of the statutes, as affected by 2009 Wisconsin Act 28, applies to a 
farmland preservation agreement entered into under this subsection as though the farmland 
preservation agreement had been entered into before July 1, 2009. 

 
 
SOIL AND WATER RESOURCE MANAGEMENT PROGRAM 
Several of the roles and responsibilities relating to Department programs no longer apply because the 
programs are not active. The items that no longer apply are marked with an asterisk (*).  
 
Cite  Language 
 
92.04(1)(a) The board may hold public hearings in the performance of its functions. 
 
92.04(1)(b) The board may delegate to its chairperson or to one or more of its members any of its powers 

or duties. 
 
92.04(1)(c) The board may make studies and recommendations on matters relating to soil and water 

conservation. 
 
92.04 (2)(a) The board shall advise DATCP and the DATCP secretary on matters relating to exercise of 

DATCP's authority under this chapter. 
 
92.04(2)(b) The board shall review land and water resource management plans prepared under s. 92.10, 

and make recommendations to DATCP on approval or disapproval of those plans. 
 
92.04(2)(c) *The board shall review soil and water conservation standards prepared under s. 92.105.  

The board shall establish guidelines for the approval of these standards. 
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92.04(2)(d) The board shall review annual grant allocation plans developed under s. 92.14 (6)(b) and 

make recommendations to DATCP on approval, modification or disapproval of the plans. 
 
92.04(2)(e) The board shall review the evaluation plan prepared under s. 92.14(13).  After its review, the 

board shall make recommendations on the plan to DATCP and the DNR. 
 
92.04(2)(f) The board shall review the annual reports under ss. 92.14(12) and 281.65(4)(o). 
 
92.04(2)(g) The board shall advise the University of Wisconsin system annually on needed research and 

educational programs relating to soil and water conservation. 
 
92.04(2)(h) The board shall review compliance with state soil erosion control goals established under s. 

92.025.  The board shall notify DATCP and the legislature if these goals are not achieved or 
if it is unlikely that these goals will be achieved. 

 
92.04(2)(i) *The board shall establish a tolerable erosion level based on an erosion rate which is 

acceptable and maintains long-term soil productivity. 
 
92.04(2)(j) The board shall keep a full and accurate record of all proceedings before it and all actions 

taken by it. 
 
92.04(2)(k) *The board shall review and affirm or reverse pollution abatement determinations made by 

county land conservation committees under s. 281.20(3)(b) when requested to do so under 
the provisions of s.281.20(5). 

 
92.04(2)(L) *The board shall review and affirm or reverse critical site determinations made by county 

land conservation committees under s. 281.65(7)(a)2. when requested to do so under the 
provisions of s.281.65(7)(b). 

 
92.04(3)(a) The board shall review all rules of DATCP relating to implementation of Chapter 92 prior to 

promulgation.  (Note:  The board has no rule-making authority on matters relating to soil and 
water conservation.) 

 
92.10(1) DATCP, the board and land conservation committees jointly shall develop and administer 

the land and water resource management planning program. 
 
92.10(5)(a) The board shall review land and water resource management plans submitted by the land 

conservation committees and make recommendations to DATCP. 
 
92.10(5)(b) The board shall solicit comments on land conservation committee plans [land and water 

resource management plans] from the agencies identified as advisers to the board. 
 
92.105(2)&(3) *The board shall develop guidelines...for the administration of soil and water conservation 

standards.  [This includes standards used in the farmland preservation program.] The board 
shall review and approve or disapprove standards…. 

 
92.14(6)(d) The board shall review the annual allocation plan submitted...and make recommendations to 

DATCP and DNR on approval, modification, or disapproval of the plan. 
 
92.14(12) The board shall review annual reports [on the SWRM program] provided by DATCP and 

DNR. 
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92.14(13) The board shall make recommendations to DATCP and the DNR on the joint [program 
evaluation] plan, which includes water quality monitoring, and analysis, for the program 
administered under ss. 92.14 and 281.65, Stats. 

 
92.17(2)(c) *The board shall review drafts of shoreland management ordinances and make 

recommendations to DATCP for approval or disapproval. 
 
 
NONPOINT SOURCE WATER POLLUTION ABATEMENT PROGRAM 
Several of the roles and responsibilities relating to the Priority Watershed Program no longer apply because 
this program is being phased out.  The items that no longer apply are marked with an asterisk (*). 
 
Cite   Language 
 
281.65(3)(a)  *The board shall review the list, prepared by the DNR, of watersheds and lakes that 

have impaired waters caused by nonpoint source pollution. 
 
281.65(3)(am)  *The board shall designate priority watersheds and priority lakes. 
 
281.65(3)(ap)  *The board shall review and approve priority land and priority watershed plans. 
 
281.65(3)(at)  The board shall review rules drafted under [s. 281.65, Stats.] and make 

recommendations regarding the rules before final approval of the rules by the natural 
resources board. 

 
281.65(3)(b)  Before September 1, of each even-numbered year, the board shall submit to the 

Governor and the DNR a report that includes recommendations for the amount to be 
appropriated for the NPS program for the next biennium and any changes that would 
improve the efficiency or effectiveness of the NPS program. 

 
281.65 (3)(bm)  The board shall submit, as it deems necessary, to the governor and the DNR a report 

that includes: (1) recommendations for the amount to be appropriated for the 
program, and (2) any changes that the board determines would improve the 
efficiency or effectiveness of the program. 

 
281.65(3)(c)  The board shall assist counties and the DNR to resolve concerns about the program. 
 
281.65(3)(d)  The board shall establish priorities for the allocation of funds in the event that 

program needs exceed available funding in any fiscal biennium.  
 
281.65(3)(e)  The board shall request the building commission to authorize public debt to be 

contracted in the amount that the board determines to be necessary for the purposes 
of the program. 

 
281.65(3)(f)  The board shall require DNR and DATCP to conduct or contract for another person 

to conduct any evaluation of the program under this section and of individual 
priority watershed or priority lake projects that the board determines is necessary. 

281.65(3m)  *The board shall identify priority lakes and watersheds by July 1, 1998, based on the 
list submitted by the DNR and recommendations from the DNR and DATCP.  The 
board shall identify priority lakes and watersheds using the provisions of s.281.65 
(3m).  
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281.65(4)(L)  Before September 1 of each year, the board shall review a budget report, submitted 
by DNR [in consultation with DATCP], that includes anticipated expenditures for 
[*priority lake, watershed, and] targeted runoff management projects for the next 
year and criteria for ending these projects.  If the anticipated expenditures exceed 
available funding, the report must also include a plan for reducing expenditures. 

 
281.65(4c)(c)  After receiving [*priority watershed, priority lake, or] any NPS pollution abatement 

project scores, and DNR recommendations on funding those projects no later than 
September 1 of each year, the board shall recommend projects for funding under 
s.281.65 in the following year. 

 
281.65(5s)  *The board shall review, and affirm, modify or reverse any modifications made by 

the DNR to priority lake or watershed plans, including designating additional sites 
as critical sites. 



United States Department of Agriculture

Environmental Quality Incentives  
Program
EQIP is the primary program available to farmers for farm 
and woodland conservation work, offering payments for 
over 90 basic conservation practices. This year, Wisconsin 
is anticipated to provide funding for approximately  
1,000 contracts. Applications received by September 2, 
2016 are currently being evaluated for FY2017 funding.

Special Opportunities 
Some of the special funding opportunities available 
through EQIP include:

On-Farm Energy: NRCS helps producers address on-farm 
energy conservation through practice implementation 
and for development of energy conservation plans.

Organic: NRCS helps certified organic growers, and pro-
ducers working to achieve organic certification, install 
conservation practices to address resource concerns on 
organic operations.

Seasonal High Tunnel (Hoop House): NRCS helps pro-
ducers plan and implement high tunnels, steel-framed, 
polyethylene covered structures that extend grow-
ing seasons in an environmentally safe manner. High 
tunnel benefits include better plant and soil quality, 
fewer nutrients and pesticides in the environment, and 
better air quality due to fewer vehicles being needed to 
transport crops. Supporting conservation practices such 
as grassed waterways, and diversions are available to 
address resource concerns on operations with Seasonal 
High Tunnel structures.

Honey Bee: The upper Midwest is the resting ground for 
over 65 percent of commercially managed honey bees in 
the country. The NRCS is helping farmers and landown-
ers implement conservation practices that will provide 
safe and diverse food sources for honey bees. Pasture 
management, wildlife habitat, and appropriate cover 
crops are used as tools to improve the health of our 
honey bees, which support more than $15 billion worth 
of agricultural production.

Natural Resources Conservation Service 
Wisconsin Update

2016
Novem

ber

 NRCS Programs Financial Update 

Program FY15 FY16 

EQIP 
Environmental 
Quality 
Incentives 
Program 

Financial Assistance 
Allocation 

$23.2 mil.a $23.9 mil.a 

Contracts 1,097 a 1,379 a  

CSP 
Conservation 
Stewardship 
Program 

Financial Assistance 
Allocation $24.1 mil. $18.1 mil.  

New Contracts 219 479 

Renewal Contracts 550 324 

Total Active 
Contracts 2,505 2,703 

New Acres 348,385 150,082 

Total Acres 991,251 1,046,768 

ACEP – ALE 
Agricultural 
Conservation 
Easement 
Program - 
Agricultural  
Land Easements 

Financial Assistance 
Allocation $375K $328K 

Agreements  2 3 

Parcels 4 4 

Acres 329 367 

ACEP – WRE 
Agricultural 
Conservation 
Easement 
Program -  
Wetland Reserve 
Easements 

Financial Assistance 
Allocation $2.4 mil. $4.6 mil. 

Acquired Easements 9 8 

Acres 621 441 

RCPP 
Regional  
Conservation 
Partnership  
Program 

Agreements 4 2 

  a Includes initiatives and special funding. 
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Landscape Initiatives
NRCS is targeting conservation assistance to critical resources 
through a number of landscape scale initiatives. Applications 
for initiatives can be submitted any time and are evaluated 
periodically for funding. Applications received by September 
2, 2016 are currently being evaluated for FY2017 funding. 

Great Lakes Restoration: NRCS and the Great Lakes Commis-
sion (GLC) established the Lower Fox Demonstration Farms 
Network.  GLC and Brown and Outagamie Counties are 
working with seven demo/satellite demo farms in the Lower 
Fox Watershed that demonstrate the best, leading-edge 
conservation practices to reduce phosphorus and improve 
water quality. These farms also promote innovative conser-
vation practices, improve soil health, and establish farmer 
participation through peer-to-peer data sharing. NRCS and 
GLC are nearing completion of the “Fox P Trade” project which 
analyzes supply and demand for phosphorus credits, and 
evaluates the best approach for the establishment of a nutri-
ent credit trading program for the Lower Fox Watershed. The 
trading guidebook is anticipated to be completed in Decem-
ber 2016. As a result of the Fox P Trade project, on October 13, 
2016, the first official modern water quality trade between a 
crop farmer and a waste-water treatment facility in the U.S. 
side of the Great Lakes basin took place.

National Water Quality: The initiative is committed to improv-
ing impaired waterways throughout the nation. Big Green 
Lake watershed in Green Lake County, Spring Creek in Green 
County, and Wilson Creek in Dunn and St. Croix Counties are 
priority watersheds. EQIP applications have been accepted in 
these targeted watersheds and are currently being evaluated. 

Mississippi River Basin Healthy Watershed: NRCS and partners 
will help producers in selected watersheds in the Mississippi 
River Basin voluntarily implement conservation practices that 
avoid, control, and trap nutrient runoff; improve wildlife habi-
tat; and maintain agricultural productivity. Kickapoo River Wa-
tershed and Rush River are the focus areas for this initiative.

Regional Conservation Partnership Program: RCPP projects 
approved in 2016 are (1) Driftless Area Habitat for the Wild 
and Rare (Trout Unlimited), and (2) Milwaukee River Water-
shed Conservation Partnership (Milwaukee Metropolitan 
Sewerage District).

Conservation Stewardship Program
CSP was recently revamped to add enhancement practices, 
management activities that go above and beyond the mini-
mum conservation practice standards. The revamped pro-
gram provides more opportunity for a wider range of farmers 

and landowners to enroll and actively participate in conser-
vation. CSP provides assistance to landowners who practice 
good stewardship on their land and are willing to take addi-
tional steps over the next five years to further enhance their 
stewardship efforts. Applications are currently being accepted 
for FY2017 funding and contract renewals. Over one million 
acres were enrolled in the program in Wisconsin as of FY2016!

ACEP
In FY16, Wisconsin acquired 8 new Wetland Reserve Ease-
ments covering 441 acres. Wisconsin also acquired 4 new par-
cels in the Agricultural Land Easements program covering 367 
acres. Applications are currently being accepted for FY2017 
funding. 

System for Award Management
Notice to current and potential federal government grant and 
contract recipients: Entities with an EIN other than a personal 
social security number who are current and potential Federal 
Government grant and contract recipients MUST obtain a 
DUNS number and register in the System for Award Manage-
ment (SAM). SAM is the official U.S. Government  
registration system for grants and contract recipients.  
Registrations and renewals are FREE.

Client Gateway 
Farmers, ranchers, and private forest landowners can now 
do business with NRCS through an online portal. Conserva-
tion Client Gateway gives producers the ability to work with 
conservation planners online to access Farm Bill programs, 
request assistance, and track payments for their conservation 
activities. Wisconsin is currently ranked 2nd in the nation in 
the number of producers enrolled and using Client Gateway. 
To register visit http://www.nrcs.usda.gov/wps/portal/nrcs/
main/national/cgate/.
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