Wisconsin Department of Administration
Division of Executive Budget and Finance
DOA-2048 (R10/2000)

Fiscal Estimate — 2010 Session

X Original O Updated LRB Number AmendmentNumber if Applicable
O corrected O Supplemental BillNumber Administrative Rule Number
ch. NR 433
Subject

Proposed modifications to ch. NR 433 pertaining to the implementation of Best Available Retrofit Technology requirements.

Fiscal Effect

State: XI No State Fiscal Effect
Check columns below only if bill makes a direct appropriation
or affects a sumsufficient appropriation.

O Increase Existing Appropriation O Increase Existing Revenues
[0 Decrease Existing Appropriation [0 Decrease Existing Revenues
O Create New Appropriation

O Increase Costs — May be possible to absorb

w ithin agency’s budget.
O Yes O No

O Decrease Costs

Local: X No Local GovernmentCosts
1. O Increase Costs 3. O Increase Revenues
O Permissive [0 Mandatory O Permissive [0 Mandatory

2. O Decrease Costs 4. O Decrease Revenues
O Permissive [1 Mandatory O Permissive [0 Mandatory

5. Types of Local Governmental Units Affected:
O Towns [ Vilages [ Cities
O Counties [ Others

O School Districts [0 WTCS Districts

Fund Sources Affected
O GPR O FED O PRO O PRS [O SEG O SEG-S

Affected Chapter20 Appropriations

Assumptions Used in Arriving at Fiscal Estimate

Rule Summary:

The one substantive modification proposed in this rule package is to extend the final allowed compliance date to December 31,
2015. The extended final compliance date provides additional time for sources which are undergoing significant installations of
air pollution control equipment, particularly in the case of a source implementing controls for multiple pollutants or emissions
units. The Department also proposes to clarify and to provide additional flexibility to theaveraging provisions in the rule

Fiscal Estimate:

The proposed revisions to ch. NR 433 do not alter which sources are subject to BART, therequired level of emission control, or
final compliance requirements under the Wisconsin BART rules. Based on this premise, there is no change anticipated for the

fiscal cost of implementing the BART rule.

Long-Range Fiscal Implications

Prepared By: Telephone No. Agency
Joseph Polasek 266-2794 Department of Natural Resources
Authorized Signature Telephone No. Date (mm/dd/ccyy)

Isi 266-2794 02-09-10




Wisconsin Department of Administration
Division of Executive Budget and Finance
DOA-2047 (R10/2000)

Fiscal Estimate Worksheet — 2010 Session
Detailed Estimate of Annual Fiscal Effect

X Original O Updated

] Corrected ] Supplemental

LRB Number

AmendmentNumberif Applicable

Bill Number

Administrative Rule Number
ch.

NR 433

Subject

Proposed modifications to ch. NR 433 pertaining to the implementation of Best Available Retrofit Technology requirements.

One-time Costs or Revenue Impacts for State and/or Local Government(do notinclude in annualized fiscal effect):

Annualized Costs:

Annualized Fiscal Impact on State Funds from:

State Costs by Category
State Operations — Salaries and Fringes

Increased Costs

Decreased Costs

$ -

(FTE Position Changes)

FTE )

(- FTE )

State Operations — Other Costs

Local Assistance

Aids to Individuals or Organizations

Total State Costs by Category

B. State Costs by Source of Funds
GPR

Increased Costs

Decreased Costs

FED

PRO/PRS

SEG/SEG-S

Complete this only when proposal will
increase or decrease state revenues (e.g.,
tax increase, decreaseinlicensefee, etc.)

State Revenues

Increased Revenue

Decreased Revenue

GPR Taxes

GPR Earned

FED

PRO/PRS

SEG/SEG-S

Total State Revenues

$

Net Annualized FHscal Impact

Net Change in Costs

Net Change in Revenues

State

$

$
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