L

s A required maintenance period. The maintenance requirement runs with the land,
and is bmdmg on subsequent owners, 1f the costwshare gram 1s for more than
. 528, G{)O RRE e S L o

e A pmce:dure fﬂr pre~appr0v1ng matemal constmctlon changes

» A requirement that the landowner must: pmperly install’ the costmshared pra tice
and make all payments for which the landowner ‘is résponsible’ before the ccunty
makes any cost-share payment to the landowner. The county may make partial
payments for partial installations that have independent conservation beneﬁts
Some cost-shared practices must be reviewed by a professional engineer, a

certified agricultural engmeenng practitloner ()r a quahﬁed nutnent management
plamzer (see belew) ' : : : i

¢ County remedms for breasch of centract
Nutnent Management ngram N

General

This rule creates a nutrient management program, as required by 1997 W}S Act 27.
The program is designed to reduce excessive nutrient applications and nutrient runoff

that may pollute surface: water and gmundwater Thzs program 'cludes the follo‘mng
E '-eiements e : :

. * Annual putrient managemenz plan A farmer appl}fmg commf_‘: ial fertilizer r
. manure must “have an annual nument management plan (see above), ai

follow that p}an The requirement is contingent on costwshanng f{}r at leaét 3-
| Years. |

e Nutrient managemenr plan preparatmn and contenzs ) :
' management plan:tzer (see beiow) must. prepa,re each nutr;ent management pian A

farmer may: prepare his or her own plan if, within the precedmg 4'_years, the fa:rmer
has completed a DATCP- -approved training course.

« Nutrient apphcatmns may not exceed c:mp fem}lty levels recammended by the
university of Wisconsin, unless the nutrient management planner documents that
the deviation is justified by special agronomic needs (see abov_g}. :

* Cost-share grants for animal waste and nutrzem‘ management A county may
award cost-share grants for animal Waste ami nutnent manag::ement ‘practices

installed by farmers. Cest—shared practices must comply W}th techmcai standards
under this rule.
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_ Soxl Tesﬁng Labﬁratanes

S{)ﬁ tests reqmred by thzs rule must be perfomrad by the umversﬁy of Wisconsm or
another soil testing laboratory certified by DATCP. To be certified, a laboratory must
show that it is qualified and equipped-to: perform accurate: soil tests.. If a-certified
laboratory recommends nutrient applications that exceed the amounts needed to

_achieve applicable crop: fertility levels. recommended by the umversz.ty of Wisconsm,
the }aboratary must make the follewmg dasclosure

:__;IM’.{'ORTANT NGTI._ o i

_Our recammended nutrzent appimatmns exceed the amouuts--
" 'reqmred to achleve apphcabie crop fertility levels recommended
by the University of Wisconsin. The amounts reqmred to achieve
‘ the UW’S recommended crop fertﬂxty ieveis -are. shown  for
: companson. Excesswe nutrient app!matlons may: mcrease your
' '-:-costs, and may cause surface water ‘and gmundwater poiiuﬁon._ I
you' appiy nutrxents at the rates we recommend, you will not
comply with ‘state soil and water conservation standards. You. .

may contact your county land conservation committee for more
_ mformatmn. T

A :'cm‘tlfmd 1aborai;0ry must kﬁep, for at: ieast 4 years aoplcs of ail 1ts sml tests and
* putrient recommendatmns DATCP may deny, suspend ‘or revoke a.laboratory
-cemﬁcatmn for cause. The affected 1ab0rat0ry may request a formal heamng under

A quahﬁad nutrwnt management planner must prepare each nutrient management_
3 pian reqmred under this role. A farmer may prepare his or her own, nutrient
' ; ent plan if thf: farmcr has compicted a DATCP appmved trammg course

. - _dmg 4 ysaars A quahﬁed nument management pianner must prepam_
plans accsrdmg to this rule. : . .

A qualified nutrient management pianner must be knowiedgeabie and compet__e_r_;t in all
T of the: folic;wmg as:eas '_ '

Using soil tests'

- Calculating 1 nutrient needs.

" _Creditmg manure and ﬁthm' nutrient. sources _

:::_State and federal si'an{iards related 10 zzumem management
'Prepanng nutrient management plans according to this rule.

o 0 80 @

A nuirient management planner is presumed to be qualified if at least one of the
following applies:
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* The planner is recognized as a_certified . professional €1op -consultant by the
national alliance of independent crop consultants.

». The pf{amwr 8. recognized as. a certified crop advisor. by the Amencan socmty of

. .agronomy, WISCOHSln cartxﬁed CIOp: admsors board. - :

- The. planner is registered as a crop:scientist,” crop spemahst soﬂ scaentzst sml
specialist or professional agronomist -in the: American: ‘registry of - certified
professionals in agronomy, crops and soils.

» . The. p}anner holds equivalent ‘credentials: Tecognized: by DATCP. A farmer is

presumptively quahﬁed to prepare a nutrient management ‘plan: for his or her farm
(but not for ethers) if all of the fallowmg apply

. The fanner has completed a DATCP approved h‘ammg course wﬂ:hm the
yrcceémg 4 years. .

. The .course. mstructor cr anether quahﬁed nutnent managemﬁnt planner'
appmve.s the farmer S: zmtla} pian S S

. No. perscﬁ may mzsrepresem: that he or: she 1S quakﬁed nument ‘management .
planner A nutrient management planner must keep; for at least 4 years, a record of
all nutrient management plans that he or she prepares under thxs ruiie

: I)ATCP may 1ssue a wntten notice dzsquakfymg a mztr;ent mnagﬁmem planner if the

planner fails to prepare nutrient management plans acco;rdmg to this rule, or lacks
_other qualifications. required under . this rule. . A nutrient. ‘management planner who
' _'mceives a disquahﬁcauon notice may request a formal heanng under ch.. 227, Stats

Coumy So;l and Wamr Conservaann I’rﬁgrams o Bieiiga

| _l G&nex‘al

This ‘rule estabhshes standards for coumy smi and water resource managemfmt
_:pmgrams Unée:f fhis rule a caunty program must mciude aii of thc fnilewmg

. A cgunty land and water resource management pﬁian and a pmgram to. 1mplement
- thatplan.

¢ County conservation standards that Amplement state soil and water conservation
requirements on farms.

s A program. to apply for, _receive, distri_bﬁtc and account for. state soil and water
 resource management grants, e
* A program for dzsmbutmg c:ost-sham grants to landowners A county must ensure
that cost- sharcd coasewatmn practlcﬁs are designed and installed according to this
rule.

e A tecordkeeping and reporting system. A county must file an annual. report with
DATCP. i
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Land and Water Resource’ Management Plans -_*3 b Sl

“Under.s.. 92:10; Stats.; -every: count‘y must ‘prepare & tand and ‘Water resource

management plan. DATCP must approve the ‘county plan; for’ up to'5 years, after

~consulting.. with the: LWCB: DATCP may not . award seﬂ and water conservatmn'

grants to.a county-that lacks an approv&d pian

A _county land and water resource. management plan must at a mimmum, descnbe all

~of the following in reasonable detaﬂ

= A plan to 1dent1fy pmomty farms m the E'c,:.

Water quahty and soﬂ erosion cond;txons throughout the county

State and 1oca1 regulatmns that are relevant to thc c;cmnty plan -The plan must
= .;___-_:_discicaSﬁ whether:local. reguiatwns will require -farm- conservanen practxces that

dlffer matenaiiy from thc practmes reqmred under t‘ms rule

.Water quahty ob_}ectwes for each Water basm, pnonty Watershed and pnorlty 1ake
- The county. must consult mth I)N’R When determmmg Water quahty objectlves

Key water quahty and sml erosion probiem areas. The couﬂty must consult w1th
DNR when detemmmg key water quahty pro‘niem areas '

E probiems

Compliance procedures, 1ncludmg notlce enforcement and appeal procedures that o

may appiy 1f a farmer faﬂs to comply w1th apphcable mqmrements

The county s mult1~year woxkpian 1o ach;eve comphance w1th water quahty

_objectlves and mmplement farm conservatmn practxces The p}an must 1dentlfy

“Upriorities and: expected-costs.”

il

How the county will monitor and measure its“progré'éé. o

How “the  county will provide information and educatmn to fa;rmers, 1ﬁ¢1.uding

mfarmaﬂon reiated t0 cu:mservatwn pracﬂces and cest«sharc funcimg

How "thé-ccﬁﬂty" will coordinate its p‘rogrﬁm with other a-gerames.

When preparing a land and water resource management plan, a county must do all of
the following: RN
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*  Appoint and consult with a local-advisory committee of interested persons. -
Assemble relevant data, mncluding relevant data on land use, natural resources,
water quality and soils.

.CoﬁSﬁii-~3With--'I3NR;.:..-.:-:-. SRR R i s

‘Assess resource conditions ‘and identify problem areas.

Establish and docurmient ﬁ;’jribﬁtias aj:;:id“-obj_éétivés;' e

Project available funding and resources. =

 Establish and document a plan of action.

Identify roles and responsibilities.

s e 0 4 s

Before a county submits a .l_atid and Wa{*eri}éééﬁféé'ﬁiéﬁégféﬁénfplan for DATCP
_ @pproval, the county must hold at least one public hearing on the plan. The county

st slso make a reasonable cffort o notify farmers affected by county fndings, nd
give thom an opportunity fo contest the findings.

DATCP may review a county’s ongoing implementation of a DATCP-approved
county plan. DA‘T-.CP--ma'y-._c_;onslder3'inf6nnaticn--Ob'tainéd'izi its review when it makes
its annual grant allocations to counties. :

. County Ordinances

A county may require farn conservation practices by ordinance. DATCP must
. feview, and may comment on, proposed ordinances that establish farm conservation
_Tequirements. DATCP will review agricultural ‘shoreland ‘management ordinances
" and ot dinances that regulate farm conservation pr
reviewing  general eland gement ordinances adopted under s.

ﬁmeﬂrdmamesregiﬁatefamwnsm’atw practices. .

A county need not obtain DATCP approval to adopt an ordinance, cxcept in certain
- cases prescribed by statute. This rule, like current rules, establishes specific standards

for county and local ordinances related to manure storage and agricultural shoreland

management (see below). Conservation practices required under a county ordinance

 ae subjeet 1o the cost-sharing requirements in this rule (sce above).

Farmland Preservation; Conservation Standards

Farmers who claim farmland preservation tax credits must currently meet county farm
conservation standards. This rule requires every county to Incorporate in its standards
the farm conservation practices required under this rule (see above), In a county that
fails 1o comply, farmers may be disqualified from claiming tax credits. DATCP may

) _ai_so'_déﬂy soil and water conservation fundmgto a noncomplying county. P
This rule spells ‘out the procedure by which a ‘county must adopt conservation
standards for farms receiving tax eredits under the farmland preservation program.
The county must hold a public hearing on the proposed standards. The county must
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also submit the proposed standards for LWCB approval, as required under $.792.105,
A farmer must comply with the county conservation standards .in order. 10 claim
farmland preservation tax credits. A county may ask a farmer 10 certify compliance
on an annual or other periodic basis, and must inspect a farmer’s. compliance at least
once every 6 years. The county must issue a notice of noncompliance if the county

finds that a farmer is not complying with the standards. If ‘the_farmer fails to comply
by a deadline specified in the notice, the farmer may no longer claim farmland
preservation tax credits. The farmer may meet with the county land conservation
committee to discuss or contest a notice.

A ‘fariner who fails to meet farmland preservation conservation_standards may

continue to claim tax credits if the farmer complies with a farm conservation plan that

“will achieve full compliance within 5 years. A farm conservation plan is a written
 agreement between the farmer and county, in which the farmer agrees. fo install
e comervation practices by a specified date.

Annual Grant Application

By April 15 of each calendar year, a county must file its fundmg apphcatmn with
. _]Z__’AT_C? for the next ce}len_dgr year. The county may request ar__xy:of the fol__ig}}ji__x;g: _

‘o n annual staffing grant. A staffing grant is used to finance county staff engaged.

*"in soil and water conservation programs (see below). Staff may include county
- employees and independent contractors who work for the county 1d conservation
- committee. ‘A grant may include traini : ; :

grant application must identify thé'"aéﬁﬁiﬁéé: that the staff will ‘perform, and ‘the
amount of funding requested. DATCP will reimburse county staff and employee

© Support costs at the rate specified in s. 92.14, Stats., up to the amount of the annual

o Cost-share furiding for farm conservation practices. The county must identify the
amount of cost-share funding Tequested, and the purposes for ‘which the county
will use that funding. DATCP distributes cost-share funding on a reimbursement
basis, after the county certifies that the cost-shared practices are properly installed
and paid for.

_Aunual Report
By April 15 ofeachyear, a countymustﬁie wﬁh{)ATCP aye;ar..end repor’c for the
preceding calendar year. The report must describe the county’s activities and

accomplishments, including progress toward the objectives identified in the county

land and water resource management plan (see above).

i6

d support for county employees. The. S



Accounting and Recordkeeping

Every county land conservation committee, in consultation with the county’s chief
financial officer, must establish and maintain an accounting and recordkeeping system
that fully and clearly accouints for all soil and water conservation funds. The records
must document compliance with applicable rules and contracts. ¢

- DATCP Review™ -
DATCP may review county activities under this rule, and may require the céuhty to
provide relevant records and information. ‘

'I’raining_: for County Staff

DATCP may provide training, distribute training funds to counties (see below), make

training_:ﬁecémmendaﬁens, and take other action to ensure adequate training of county

staff.. Under this rule, DATCP must appoint a training advisory committee to advise

DATCP ‘on county staff training activities. The committee must include
- representatives of all of the following: -~ « . . . . .o R

 DNR.
NRCS.
The university of Wisconsin-extension. _ _ -
“The statewide association of land conservation committees,
The statewide association of land conservation committes staff

0 e e 8

' Grantsto Counties

DATCP awards soil and water conservation grants to counties. These grants finance

county staff and support, as well as county cost-share grants to landowners. DATCP

- does not provide grants to local government. In certain limited cases, DATCP may

“authorize a county to reallocate county staffing grant funds to local governments or
R I R e e e T e

DATCP may award grants (service contracts) to governmental or non-governmental
entities ‘for information, education, training and other services related to DATCP’s
-administration of the soil and water conservation program. Under this rule, DATCP
will no longer award cost-share grants directly to individual landowners.

Annual Grant Allocation P’ia'n' _' |
This rule requires DATCP to allocate soil and water conservation grants according to
an annual grant allocation plan. The DATCP secretary signs the allocation plan after

consulting with the LWCB. The plan must specify, for the next caleéndar year, all of
the following:
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» The total amount apprepr;ated to DATCP for possible allocation under the plan,
including the amounts derived from general purpose revenue (GPR) segrcgated
. revenue (SEG) and bond revenue sources e

. 'The total ameunt a’ilﬁcated under the pian mcludmg the amomts a}located f:rom
' G?R SEG and bond revenue sources.. L .

e The total amount aliocated for annual staffing. grants to counties, the: totai and

subtotal amounts allocated to each county, and an explanatmn for any materzal
L dlfferﬁnce in allocatmns betwe:an cmmtles "

e The total amount allocated to counties for cost»-share gra.nts to landowners the

total .and. subtatai amounts allocated to each coxmty, d an. explana_twn for: those:
. allocatmns o

 ; aThc ammmts allfacated t{) nonmcounty grant reclpients and an explanatmn fcv;: those :
Lk '.':;__allocatiens o : A -- '

DATCP must prepare the a:m‘mai gram allocatmn plan after revmwmg c@unty grant
applications. DATCP will normally provide a draft plan to DNR, the LWCB and
every county land conservation committee by August 1 of the year precedmg the
caiendar year to which the plan apphes

DATCP must adopt an annual aiiocan 033, }5131_1 De Rant

conservatmn commmee

_'__'-'Rewsmg the Allocaﬁon_l’ian e

' ""”"})A’I‘CP may make certam :rewsmns to an'-axmuai grant aliocatmn p}an after 1t adopts

“that plan. ‘The DATCP secretary must s;gn each plan revxsmn A revmmn may do
any of the following: _ :

Extend ﬁmdmg; for iandowner costmshare a::om"racts that were s;gned by December
"1 of'the precedmg year, but not com;aleted dﬁ:rmg that year Coumws must, appiy
by }f)ecem’oer 3 1 fm‘ cantract fuadmg exterisums _ :

e Increase the total grant to any county. DATCP must give. all counties. notice and
an equal opportumty to compete for ﬁmdmg increases (other than fundmg
e _extensmm for cmsimg f:est—share coniracts). . :

+ Redice a grant award to any county,
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* Reallocate a county’s. annual: grant betweeri - grant -categories, to the extent
authorized by law. and-with the agreement of the county. '

- Before DATCP. reifise:s an.mual grant-allocation’ pian,'-i-t must-do all of the following:

Provide notice and a draft revision ‘to’ D‘NR;I'%he LWCB and every county land
conservation committee. The notice must clearly -identify and explain the
“proposed revision. - = R

* Obtain LWCB recommendations on the proposed revision.
Grant Priorities

 ‘Under this rule, DATCP mﬁs:t_;-gnsidér_:ai'i iéf the following when preparmg an--ahni_aal

* County staff and project ‘continuity. - DATCP " must “give ‘high priority to
‘maintaining county staff and project contimiity. DATCP must also consider
priorities identified in the county grant application and in the county’s approved
'1a'£1'd'and-wa'terre's-ouri:e'management"plan; A S S

* Statewide priorities. DATCP may give priority to county projects that address the
" folowing stateWidé*prio;itigsf. S T

S 5

. waters”under 33USC 1313(d)(1)(A). .

- Farms whose cropland ercsion is more than twice Tivalue.
Farms discharging substantial pollution to waters of the state.

Farms claiming tax credits under the farmland preservation program.

Farms discharging pollutants to waters that DNR has listed as “impaired
e
# ne

& Other factors. "DATCP may also consider the: following factors, among others,
when determining grant allocation priorities:s - HaLL T
o The strength of the county’s plan and documentation.
A county’s demonstrated commitment to adopt and implement the farm
-~ conservation practices required under this rule.
The likelihood ‘that funded activities will “address ‘and resolve high
priority problems identified in approved county land and water resource
The relative severity and priority of the ‘water quality and soil €rosion
- problems addressed. 0 T o o Lo
The relative cost-effectiveness of funded activities in addressing and
resolving high priority problems. _ _
The" extent to ‘which  funded activities “are part of a systematic-and
- comprehensive approach to ‘soil erosion and water quality problems.
- The timeliness of county grant applications and annual reports. -

A
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- The completeness of county. grant:_apglicati‘ons and-supporting data.

The county’s: -demonstrated :ability," ‘cooperation- and “commitment,
including its commitment of staff and financial resources.

The degree to which funded projects. contribute to a coordinated soil and
water resource management program and avoid duplication of effort.
Lk The degree-to which. funded .projects “meet: county ‘needs and state
.requirements. .. ot e o

The degree to WhiCh coimty activities are consistent: with the county’s
approved land and water resource management plan.

Annual Staffing Grants to Counties

DATCP must award an annual staffing grant to each eligible county that makes a

. required. commitment of county funds:. DATCP may not use bond revenue funds for
county staffing grants.  DATCP must distribute.an ‘annual staffing grant according to -
an annual grant contract with the county. With DATCP: permission, the county may

realiocatestafﬁnggrantﬁmdstoaiocalgovemmentortnbe e RS gl

"A county must use an annual staffing grant in the year for which it is made. The
county may use the grant for any of .the following purposes; subject to the grant
contract:

e Employee salanes, -:empléﬁféé' | fnnge bcneﬁts -and: -cgntfaéigr___ fees. -fer_'-:“:'_coumy
employees and independent = contractors engaged in -soil. and - water TEesSource

. management activities on behalf of the county. land conservation committee.
« Training for county employees and county land conservation committee members.
LAny of the f0110W1ng émp_iby_eé.:suﬁiiq'r_-;t'#ééis--;ideﬁﬁﬁcd i‘nu'tha.-grant application:

i Mileage expenses at the state rate. A staffing grant may not be used to
7 Jease orpurchaseavehicle, . .o it -
Personal computers, software, printers and related devices.
* A proportionate share of costs for required financial and compliance
~ audits. e e S :
* Other staff support costs that DATCP identifies, in-the. grant application
_form, as being reimbursable for all counties. - :

DATCP may award different staffing grant amounts to dlfferent _%;;)unties, based on
statutory requirements and DATCP’s assessment of funding needs and priorities.
Subject to the availability of funds, DATCP will award at least $50,000 to each

A county may redirect qnus:e_d,_-ss;aff_i_-ngf gram funds for -lénd_owﬁen-_ﬂbstmshare grants if
DATCP approves in writing. . The county must use the redirected funds in the year for
which they are allocated. (See cost-share reimbursement procedures below.)
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To qualify for a staffing grant, a county must tnaintain .its soil and water resource
management effort at.or above the amounts that the county expended in-each of the
years 1985 and 1986 (see s. 92.14(7), Stats.) A county may count, as part of its
“maintenance of effort” contribution, expenditures for -any.county staff (employees
and independent contractors) engaged in soil or water resource management work for
the county land conservation committee. . A county may. not. count  capital
improvement expenditures, expenditures for county staff not working for the land

conservation committee, or the expenditure of grant revenues received from other
government sources. P :

A county land conservation committee must keep records related to annual staffing
grants. The records must document that the county used grant funds according to this
rule and the grant contract. The county must retain the records for at.least 3 years. .

Paying Staffing Grants

DATCP will make staffing grant payments on a reimbursement basis. DATCP will’
pay reimbursement, at the prescribed statutory rate, on costs identified in a valid
county reimbursement request. Total payments may not exceed the total annual grant
award to the county. DATCP will reimburse costs that the county incurs during the
" grant year (and pays by January 31 of the following year). Unspent grant funds
‘remain with DATCP, for allocation in future years. o ' R

. its first reimbursement request on o after July 1 for costs incurred before July 1 of the
- grant year. A county may file a second reimbursement request for costs incurred on

A county may file 2 reimbursement réquests for each grant year. A ‘county may file

or after July 1 of the grant year. A county must file all of its requests by Aprit 15 of

‘the following year. DATCP will pay reimbursement within 30 days after a county
submits a valid request. '.

The county must file its reimbursement request on 2 form provided by DATCP. In its
reimbursement request, the county must identify the costs for which it seeks
reimbursement. The ‘reimbursement rate is based on a statutory formula. The Tate
depends on the number of staff in the county, and whether those staff are working on
the DNR priority watershed program. The county must provide information needed
to determine the reimbursement rate. = =~ B

If a county reallocates part of its staffing grant to a local government or tribe, the
county must submit reimbursement requests on behalf of ‘that local government or
tribe. DATCP may then pay reimbursemient directly to the 'Ioca'l*_gevéz‘anm'ér tribe.
Grants for Conservation Practices

DATCP may award grants to eligible counties to finance cost-share grants to
landowners. DATCP must enter into an annual contract with each county receiving

cost-share funds. DATCP will pay the county on a reimbursement basis, after the
landowner installs the cost-shared practice and the county does all of the foliowing:
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o -Fileswith }IEAATCP a copy ‘of thie county’s'cost-share contract w1th the 1andc>wner
: The cest—share contract must cemp’iy wﬁh this ruie (see above) e

BN Ce,rtifies the rexmbursement amount due

L 'Certifies, baseci on dacumentatlen ﬁied in the county, that the cost shared practlce
SRR properly demgned mstalled ané pmd for (see abave)

Cest~share funds may be "used o ﬁnance conservatxon practices 1dent1ﬁed in'this'rule

{see above), - cxcept that bond revenues may not be used to ﬁnance any of the
fnilowmg practlces . - :

: '-TConservat;on tﬁlage

“Contour farming. : :
-_'-Cropland cover (green manure)

3 :;intenswe grazmg management.
" Nutrient o estlcxde management

mep-cmppmg

" _:'DATCP ma _not use cos‘i: share grant fuﬂds to mxmburse a. ceunty for. cc}sts mcurrcd
" after Decembé:r 31 of the grant year (or pmd after January 3L of the. foliowmg year)

Uuspent funds remain with DATCP, for distribution under a future year’s allocation

.pian Ifa iandowner signs a funded cost-share contract by. I)ecember 1. of the. initial

“year, but does not complete that contract in that gram; year. (e 2., becaus :éf bana

C ) , DATCP may ¢ extemi f:mdin_ o the next year. - D. will

' t;h _ cxtensmn by IDece b

.A county 1and ccnservatlon cominittee must keep all of the followmg records reiated
: t{) cost—shaxc grani’ funds recelved fmm BA'I‘CP o AR

o t : -_.Cepms of ali couii’i’:y cost share cgntracts Wlth iandowners _

. !)ocumematmn to. support eac;h coum;’y relmbursement request to DATCP {see
' _above).. _

. Documematmn showmg al’i county recezpts and disbursemems of grant fimds

e Other records needed to document county comphance with this rule and the grant
.-contract, : : e emer . .

. f’& county Iand canservation comma,tiae must retam cost~share recerds :for at least 3
years after the committee makes its last cost-share payment to the landowner, or for
the duration of the required maintenance period, whichever is longer. The committce
must make the records available to. I)ATC}P and grant auditors upon request
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Priority Watershed Program; County Staffing Grants

As part of the legislative restructuring of the state’s nonpoint source pollution
abatement program, DNR is phasing out its priority. watershed program under ch.NR
120. DNR will continue to provide cost-share funding for priority watershed projects
established prior to July 1, 1998... But DNR will. establish-no new priority watershed
_projects, and has. established no.new p; ojects since July 1, 1998. “DNR will no longer
_provide funding for. county and local. government - staff. engaged: in* the priority
watershed program. . o SR e ORI o

DATCP currently provides grants to.pay-for county soil.and water conservation staff
(see_above): Under the redesigned nonpoint. source pollution- abatement program,
- DATCP will also fund county and local staff who. are still engaged in DNR’s priority

watershed program.. Funding for these county staff will be added to, and included in,

DATCP’s annual staffing grants to counties.

- Under s, 92.18, Stats:, DATCP must certify persons who design, review or ‘approve
~..cost-shared agricultural engineering practices. . This rule identifies the agricultural
. engineering practices for which certification is required.- This rule continues, without
. change, the certification. program established under current riilfss;-- ~No-certification -is
required for a professional engineer certified under ch. 443, Stats. sovdiired

.- Applying for Certification

. vishe _ as an agricultural engineering
- practitioner must apply 1o DATCP or a county land conservation commtas &

person may apply orally or in. writing. . DATCP or the committee ‘must promptly refer
the application to a. DATCP. field engineer. -~ Within 30 days, the DATCP field -
engineer must rate the applicant: and issue a decision granting or ‘denying the
application. = - L R

Cerﬁfi{:ﬁtion Rating -

The DATCP field engineer must rate an applicant using the rating form shown in

Appendix E to this rule. The field. engineer must rate the ‘applicant based ‘on' the
-applicant's .-éegnonst,rateé knowledge; training, ‘experience, and record of appropriately
- seeking assistance. . For. the purpose of rating -anapplicant, a field engineer may
conduct ‘interviews, perform inspections, and ‘require answers and documentation
fmmtile 39}31&&73«350 L _ o T F TUT T

For each type of agricultural engineering practice, the rating: form -identifies 5 job
classes requiring progressively more complex planning, design and construction.
Under this rule, the field engineer must identify the most complex of the 5- jobiclasses
for which: the applicant is authorized to certify that the ‘practice is properly designed
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. Under thismieDATCPmﬂysuSpend ‘or

and installed. A certified practifioner may. not certify any agricultural ‘engincering
practice in a job class more complex than that for which the practitioner is certified.

"'-A;:p_ealing-a-Certiﬁéationﬂ})ecisian R A

A field engineer must issue a certification’ decision in writing, and must include a

. comiplete rating form. 'An applicant may appedl a certification decision or rating by

filing a written appeal with the field éngineer. The field engincer must meet with the
appellant in person or by telephone to discuss the matters at issue.” S

*+-If the appeal is not resolved, DATCP must: schedulé an informal hearing ‘béféré_ a
~qualified DATCP: employee other than'the field engineer. After the informal hearing,
_-the presiding officer must issue a: written decision that affirms, modifies or réverses

. the field engineer's action. 1f the applicant disputes the presiding officer's decision,

the applicant may request a formal hearing under ch. 227, Stats. *
‘Reviewing Certification Ratings -

. Unc{erthxs rule; a IBATCP field engineer must review the certification féting of every
-;afgriquituraiﬁ--.engineering_:-pmctitioner'at least once-every 3 years. A ﬁeid engineer
. must also review a certification rating at the request of the person certified. A field

enginéer-may hot reduce a rating without good cause, and all reductions must be in

-Sﬂspendin-g gr.-Révaki;a_g--(}ertiﬁcation

Jnder this rule revoke a certification for cause, DATCP
. may summarily: suspend a certification, “without prior notice or hearing, if DATCP
- .makes a written finding ‘that the Surmary suspension is' necessary to prevent an

- imminent threat to the public health, safety or welfare. The practitioner may request a
T fnrmal :hearing:;ufx'idar.geﬁ;;22‘?., Stats. R RRT S e R O

C_oj#xity'and Local 'ﬁfdinances
General

. Farm. conservation: requirements adopted by a ‘county, city, village, town or local
_ governmental unit must be reasonably consistent with this rule. DATCP must review,
.. and-may comment.on, proposed- county ordinances requiring farm’ conservation
- practices. DATCP will review agricultural’ shoreland ‘management ordinances-and
other ordinances that regulate farm conservation practices. DATCP will assist DNR
in reviewing general shoreland management ordinances adopted under s. 59.692, if
 those ordinances regalate farm conservation practices. = - e e

- -Counties must submit relevant ordinances for review.. They need not obtain DATCP

-...approval..of their proposed ‘ordinances, except in specific cases provided by statute.

This rule, like current rules, establishes specific standards for county and local
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A county; city; villa i : :
~ordinance under s:-92.17, Stats.,’ with DATCP approval. ' Current rules spell out
. standards. for agricultural shoreland ‘management ‘ordinances. This rule adopts the
current rules without change. . DATCP must seek DNR and LWCB recommendations

. before it approves ‘an ordinance: or amendment, except that DATCP may. summarily .
' ‘approve an ordinance amendment that presents no si guificant legal or policy issues.

ordinances related to manure storage and: agricultural sh-éreiaﬁd'maziagement (see

- below).

Manure Storage Ordinances ' -

A county, city, village or town may enact a manure storage ordin_an(_:e_: under s. 92.16,
Stats. - Cuarrent- rules spell out ‘standards' for _-manum"-"st'orage”fdrdina;;i:es_._ This rule
incorporates those standards without change. v - o son et s

‘Under this rule, a county or local manure :-st_b;'gge'-.or{iinaﬁég:" adoptedunder s. 92, 16,
- Stats., must Tequire persons constructing manmure storage _s'y"stems'-to-'?obt;iin a county or
-local permit. A:person constructing a‘manure ‘storage system must have a nutrient

management plan that complies with this rule; and must comply with applicable -
design'-andconswct?ﬁnSianéards. S -

-those ordinances that regulate .ab:clé:le;ivon_rrzéf',':'n“t.'E

Agricultural Silarelan‘d -Managemenrt"-{)rdi-n'a'ac_es

e or town may enact an agricultura iral shoreland management

 Local Regulation of Livestock Operations

A local ‘governmental unit may rélg’iﬂé_fte. livestock operations 'uﬁ"def s. 92.15, Stats.,

and other statutes. Local regulations must comply with s. 92,15, Stats., as applicable.

Waivers -

DATCP may grant a waiver from any standard or requirement under this rule if

DATCP finds that the waiver is necessary to achieve the objectives of this rule. The
- DATCP secretary must sign the waiver. DATCP may not waive a statutory
‘requirement.. R R SR S : :

- Standards -Inebrporiated'--hy-RﬁferéBéé_ o

Pursuant to' s. 227.21; Stats., DATCP has received permission from the attorney

- general and the'revisor of statutes to iﬁcﬁrpora’te by reference in'this rulé NRCS

technical guide standards; ASAE engineering practice standards, DNR construction
site erosion control standards, the UW- extension pollution control guide for milking
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.center waste water.inanagement, and the UW-extension guide on rotational grazing.
Copies of these standards are on file with the department, the secretary of state and
the revisor of statutes, but are not reproduced in this rule. Where technical standards
have changed, DATCP is seeking permission from the -attorney general and the
revisor of statutes to incorporate by reference the modified standards.

_ NRCS technical guide nutrient ‘management standard 590 is attached:as dppendix D
1o this rule. Appendix B contains a summary. of UWEX publication A-2809, Soil Test
Recommendations for Field, Vegetable and Fruit Crops (copyright 1998), for selected

.crops. The department is seeking permission from. the attorney general'and revisor of

statutes to incorporate the complete UWEX publication by reference in this rule. The

__complete publication and the summary are available from UW-extension, and will be
_onfile with the department, the, secretary of state. and the revisor of statutes: '

‘The proposed rule establishes procedures and requirements for co nties that prepare
land and water resource management plans under s. 92.10; Stats. - The initial plans
were approved for two to three year periods. The next round of plans is expected
primarily in 2002 and 2003. The ..g;lega__zm;if:m.al;ioqatgé;-an*average of $2 million per
year in 1999, 2000 and 2001 to counties to implement their land and water resource

_management plans. The department also allocates about $10.2 million-annually (final

~ allocation plan for 2001) to counties for. annual staffing grants: - The county’s staff
*.costs for preparing the county plans are eligible activities under these annual staffing

The proposed rule establishes the procedures and standards that counties and ofher

local governments must use to adopt local ordinances for manure storage systems
(under s. 92.16, Stats.), shoreland management (under s. 92.17; Stats.), and. for local
regulation of livestock operations (s. 92.15, Stats.). - The authority to adopt local
regulations on livestock operations was established in 1997 Wisconsin Act 27. -Local
governments may. adopt local ordinances, -at - their - discretion. - The  department is.

required, under 5. 92.05(3)(L), Stats., to review and comment on these ‘ordinances and
other ordinances adopted by local governments that regulate implementation -of
conservation practices.

As_a result of the proposed rule, the. department may. be asked to increase the
allocation of state funds to. some: county land .conservation committees and some
farmers. 1999 Wisconsin Act 9, the budget bill, included $3.575 million in new-bond
revenue, funding for cost-share grants; and transferred about $6.2 million from the
Wisconsin DNR priority watershed program to the department in the second year of
the biennium, fiscal year 2000-2001. The budget also directed the department to
_establish a goal of providing an average of three staff funded 100% for the first; 70%
for the second, and 50% for the third staff person. - The department is also directed to
provide an average of $100,000 grant per year per county for cost-share assistance to
implement county. land and water resource management. plans. The department is
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Tevising:-its-allocation process to begin to'phase in‘the new funding stratagy for 2002.
The propesed rule does' not otherwise increase funding for the program: therefore any
increases -in grants to some counties must result in decreases in grants to other

-The department has estimated: the ‘cost ‘to’ counties 4s a’ result’ of “implementing the
- proposed performance standards -and. ‘prohibitions “included in the Department of
- Natural Resources” NR 151, and' ATCP 50." The total staff costs to implement ‘the
~agricultural performance: standards and prohibitions are based on ‘assumptions  from
~the -attached fiscal: estimate: workshéet.  The ‘total cost for staff to implement ‘the
performance standards and prohibitions -are ‘estimated at between aboit $80 million
and $190 million over a ten year implementation period for low cost and high cost
~-alternatives, respectively. - Currently, theré are about 400 county Tand conservation
‘department ‘staff; statewide. The department estimates that the average salary and
fringe benofit for county staff is about $45,000 per year. For this fisess estimate, the
- department assumes that about 75% of the needed staff resources. ‘complete the
* technical and administrative work related to implementing the performance Landsa,.
and prohibitions could come from redirecting current staff. . Coutics. ety
~implement a number of local, State and federal programs that support implementation
~of ‘the performance -standards “and' prohibitions. Using' the “75% assumption,
implementing the rule over an'assumed ten-year implementation period would result
in-an unmet need of about 450 staff (45 staff per year), or about $2 million per year
~Aor the: low ;_:ost;--'alteméﬁ#e:--"§'-ASsizzfa':1ing the “high 'c'_::()st“"aiiétﬁativé;__’:iﬁé-"-:’ak_:pmtgient'
‘westiinates that abott ‘1,050 staff years would be necded over'ten years, or about 105
“ustaff per -year; ‘or about $4:7 million ‘per year. - The table below ustrates the

for the total staff needs over ten years to implement the agricultural

o LowCost ~  HighCost
. Total Staff W@ﬂéd:_Qv.éf'Teﬁ.:_yéﬁr‘?iinyi_émeﬁ?&ti@n"- CL78 o  apig

 Annual Staff Needs For Implementation 179 gy
+ 75% of Need From Redirecting Current Staff e gy
Difference Which Estimates Annual’ - R e
Additional Staff Needs 45 _ 105

- Bstimated-Annual Cost =+ v o e o
(Assuming $45,000 per staff per year) ©° $72.0 million $ 4.7 million”
Acworkload analysis prepared by the USDA Naturai-'Résijui*ces;f_Ca_née'ryétion"Sérﬁiae,
(with assistance from counties), shows ‘an unmet staff neod to implement current
programs. If less than 75% of the needed staff to implement the performance
's"i;azidardséri&j{)%oﬁibiﬁtiéﬁs were available from redirecting current staff, the staff costs
would increase proportionately. “The resitlt of redirecting these current staff would
result in fewer staff available 1o implement current programs. The programs affected
‘under ‘this scenario iriclude those that do not directly or indirectly implement the

wagricultaral - performance “standards “and - ‘prohibitions. * ‘However, the department
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_believes the low cost estimate for this fiscal estimate is-more accurate, because these
_estimates do not mclude the stafﬁng c(mtnbutl{ms made by the federai govarmnent '

) Impact of the Rule Revzsmn to Sta,te Gavermnent

1999 Wisconsin Act. 9, the biennial budget. bill transferrad $}7O 000 'in fiscal 'year
1999—20{)(} and $19{) O(}O in.2000-2001 from. the. }Department -of Natural Resources
_ (DNR). 1o the depar};ment for.three staf‘f positions.. Thes¢ staff- work on the new
_'__responmblhtms rasultmg from the budget and the. redesagn ‘of the state’s nonpoint
Source programs. _The. deparﬁnent is assuming- re:sponszblhtles to unplement the
) agncnitura} cnmponem of DNR’s nonpemt source: ;amgram

'The depanment Wlﬂ have mcmased werk asseczated w1th 1mplemen’cmg a statew:tde
"-':fnument___managemem program* _The prcposed rule includes a process to: certify soil-
" tes __g"'laboratene The increased cost and: work to administer the statewide nutrient
_management program and cemfy soil test laboratemes ‘will be done: asa result of the .
o f mentlonﬁd above and cthcrwwe absarbed by the depari:ment '

_;: :E:’I'he depamﬂent wﬂl have mcreased Work' assecxated wﬁh rewewmg ordmances
"_proposed by local governments Agam ~this activity . will ‘be mciuded wﬁh the
_responmbllmes of the new Staff or otherwxse absorbed by the department :

_The departmem Wﬁ} have mcr&ased work assomated wﬁh rcwewmg ans:l approvmg
. _';caunty iand and Water resouxce manageman "plans Th" *---departmant prekusiy-vhad

evelopmg po' s 0! he

" worked on the watarshed pians wﬂl 'now b ".':r;asmgned £ 1
counties on iand and water resource management pians

The department aiso has new: responmbzhty, under 5. 281. 16 Stats 10 deveiop
conservation practices and develop and disseminate: tachmcal standards to unplement_' '
agncuiturai performance standards and pmhlbltmns The: proposeci rule establishes

‘the procedures the department will use to- accomphsh this. task The departanfmt wﬂl:- -
utilize the new staff, or otherwise. absorb this work activity.

Finally, the deparfmem will have increased work related to the grants 1553&&‘1 to
counties to implement land and water resource management ;;dans and the' agnculturai :
performance standards and prohibitions in- i)epartment of Natural Resources NR 151

_and ATCP 50. The department will utilize the new. staff, or. otherwme absm‘b thas
) work activzty mt{) the current aperatmg budgst

Inmai }{egﬁiatm'y Fiex;blizty Analysis

The pmposed mle for the soﬁ azzd watﬁ:r msource management pmgram esiabhshes
' t:he standards and reqmremems fer soil erosion control, animal waste. management,
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nonpoint source water pollution abatement; and nutrient management for the soil and
water resource ‘management program - in - Wisconsin. Among other things, the
proposed rule: requires farm conservation practices, creates a nufrient management
program, sets guidelines for county‘land and water resoirce ‘management plans,
updates procedures for thé allocation of grants, and establishes technical standards for
conservation practices: EETEE

The proposed rule is closely tied to DNR's proposed rule, NR 151, which establishes
seven agricultural performance standards that farmers are required to mieet. “Existing
farming operations will be required to meet the performance standards if at least 70%
cost sharing is made: available"'to them.  * This' proposed rule ‘spells out“the
implementation strategy " the department will follow to meet those performance
standards. . That: strategy “consists “of having the department provide funds to
implement county land and water resource management ‘plans. By statute, the
~department must work toward funding an average of three staff positions in each

~‘county and an ave £$100,000 per year in cost-share funds. 0

‘The small businesses: primarily affected by ‘this rule ate farmers.  Other businesses
affected to a lesser degree are private crop consultants, farm cooperatives and farm
supply: ‘organizations: ‘that’ pérform nutrient ‘management  planning ‘and “that sell
“fertilizers to-;..fmers;.---":'Af_tbir&fgftype ‘of business affected by the ' rule are ‘contractors
Whta"?instal'l-eOn;serVationPfﬁatiﬁﬁs;- SO e e e e

g Farmers W

. "'The proposed rule and DNR's propos ¢ farmers ta seven: .

- agricultural performance standards. The department has conducted a fiscal estimate -

- of the costs farmers might have to implement practices fo come into compliance with
the standards. The worksheet for that fiscal estimate is attached to the environmental

analysis for this proposed rule. =~ o0 S 3

The proposed rule will affect ‘small to moderate sized livestock operations in
Wisconsin. . Large livestock operations; those with more than 1000 animal units, are
regulated by the Department of Natural Resources and treated as’ potential point
sources of pollution. - This proposed ‘rile will also affect all farmers who apply
manure, sludge or commercial fertilizers to their fields. ‘This proposed rule will also
<+ affect all farmers with cropland -_e'mdi;xi"g‘"at'-r'n-é;ré"-tﬁﬁﬁ*tcierablé-}eveis." R
A summary of the fiscal impact of this rule on farmers is as follows for each proposed

‘performance standard: * These costs Tepresent out-of-pocket costs ‘to farmers  and

associated costs for maintaining practices, and lost opportunity costs. The estimates
- 'do not include aniicipated financial-benefits from the practices, = =~

“ Proposed ‘performance ‘standard: Al farmland miust ‘e cropped to ‘achieve a soil
“€rosion rate equal to, or less'than, the "tolerable’ (T) rate established for that -'s@ili;”_"
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: .Low-Co_st_ s o High .::Qast e

 Farmers' costs - $ 49,500,000 . § 76,500,000 <
- State’s.costs. o -$115,500,000 ~o$178,500,0000
Total $165,000,000 $255,000,000 1 i

Proposed performance standard; Grass vegetation shall be established and maintained
_in concentrated flow. channels within' cropland areas:where runoff would otherwise
. cause ems-_iqn'or-_sediment__&glivcry]m naviga;’ﬁiﬁs:}Suxfaaé-;Water_ o e el

St:ate*s.:c_o-sts.r-_ .. -86,300,000

_ Proposed performance standard: All cropped. ficlds, pastures or woodlots located
_within water quality management-areas, Dot including sites defined under 5. NR
151.01518)(a) to: (f), shall have a minimum water quality corridor that conforms ‘to
one of the following options: (1)-a ten foot permanent vegetation cover corridor with’
00 fect of cropland with at least 50% residual cover; (2) a 20 foot permanent

vegetation cover corridor with 30 feet of cropland with 30% residual cover; (3) 220
e eant veastation cover, comider with 100 T fual cor

- cover if the slope is less than .2

" corridor with no residual cover on adjoining croplar

i TemYear Je
LowCost . Hi

" Farmers e
 State'scosts. - - $.98,000,000 . $149,100,000 .

 Famers'costs - $ 42,000

Proposed performance standard: New or substantially altered existing manure storage

. facilities must be constructed to meet NRCS standard 313, :_;-.ﬁhwdenmem_of,maﬂm‘ﬁ
- . storage facilities shall be completed according to NRCS standard 313 requirements.

This proposed standard does.not require any farmer to construct or abandon facilities.

It merely states that if they are going to construct or abandon manure storage

facilities, they must do it safely and according to standards. Those farmers with

unexpected .costs. associated. with this standard ‘are. those. livestock operations with

manure storage facilities that are going out of business.  Their estimated cosis are as
follows.
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Ten-Year Ten-Year

Lo-w Cost High Cost

Farmers' costs $ 300,000 . $ 600,000
State's costs 3700000 - $1,400,000
Total S $1,000,000 $2,000,000

.Pm_p.pse;}:__pﬂrfomance Standard: Runoff shall ‘be diverted ‘away  from contacting

feedlot and barnyard areas within water quality management-areas, -

The cost estimates for diverting runoff from barnyards and feedlots are included in‘the
cosi;e_stimate_s._for performance standard number seven, the performance standard for
1e four Animal Waste Advisory Committee prohibitions: : '
Prop;)_sgd_,perfqnnanq@ standard; Any application of manure, ‘sludge or commercial
nitrqgg?n__}a;x;g}'_'.:_phosphorlis_ fertilizer shall be . done in conformance ‘with a plan

N _dsyelc;p_g(_i in.accordance with NRCS standard 590.. - - - Lo

_Nil't_r"ient_' Maﬁageméhtll"}anningf
| | Ten-Year S Ten-Year
Low Cost High Cost

.Farmers' costs Lo 542,000,000 . § 78,000,000 -
. State's.costs at - $98,000,000 $182,000,000 -
Total - $140,000,000 $260,000,000.

 Required Manure Storage

. Ten-Year . “Ten-Year
~Low Cost High Cost..

Farmers' costs - $ 8,700,000  $13.200,000
. State's.costs - ... . $20,300,000 -$30,800,000
Total $29,000.,000 $44,000.000

Proposed performance standard:. A livestock operation shall -have no overflow of
manure storage facilities.” "A livestock operation shall have no unconfined manure
pile.in a water quality management area.” "A livestock operation shall have no direct
runoff from a feedlot or -stored manure into the waters of the state." A livestock
-operation shall not allow. unlimited access by livestock to waters of the state in a

- location where high concentrations of animals prevent the maintenance of adequate
-sod cover. : Fi e R
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“Ten-Year Ten-Year

‘Low Cost Hig __h_-COS
Farmets' costs’ $24,000,000 $ 31,800, ms:a' '
Statg_:‘-s costs. $56,000,000 $ 74,200,000
Total i o $80,000,000 $196 0{30 000

. Because the estimated costs are so- large much ef the reqmred W‘{S}?k may ma_t g et_dene
or. at least it may not get: done in'the me&ate future. "The' law: requires that at least
70% cost sharing must ‘be provzﬁed before a farmer may. be raqmred to do work to
wmeet-as perfcrmance siandard Therefore, the governing factor deteérmining ‘what a
farmer:must-dois-the amount of ‘cost-share dallars the state has avaﬂable ‘each vear.
I)ATCP currf:m}y has- apprommataly $3.000,000.to" $3 500,000 a year in’ ‘cost-share
funds. Added to the farmers’ share, this will install about $4 300,000 to: $5,000,000
. worth of ccnsarvazmn practwes each year.. The average gran amount for a cozitract_
. issued by, the department is between. $15,000 and $20,00 If th ".departmﬁm’s cost-
share ftmdmg stays.at ap;ammmately $3.t0 $3.5m lior the total number of farmers
that we will be able to work ‘with will be between 150 and 250 each’ year ‘In their
land and water resource ‘management plans, counties may find d1fferem ways ‘toreach
more peﬂpie with the available cost-share dollars. In addition, counties could use

money from other: programs to help maet ‘the perfomance standards where
apphcable SR T

T,‘ms pmposed nﬂe does reqmre addﬁ"lfmai rep{;rtmg and. recordgkcepmg activxtxes
from farmers. - For: farma;:s who ‘have not 'been domg conse; anon or ‘nutrient

R j_-managcmem wark' these _ep-ortm_ It is
" anticipated that more cost-share . be avail : '13.:.rliew__ o
program and, therefore, more farmers wﬂ} have to dcar thﬁ repartmg, record keeplngi_F

and other requirements assoczated with recewmg grants The pmsedures required of
these farmers. includes: prepanng and following conservation or erosion control plans
for cmpiand fields, preparing and. folisz)wmg nutrient management pians for fields-on -
which nutrients are applied; and agreeing to. and following contracts as a condition for
receiving cost~sharc funds. Farmers will have to keep track of ;ﬁans and be able to
document activities to. demonstrate comphance with them.” These rule reqmrements -
will mean that farmers ‘must understand and keep records ofisoil types, nutrient .
requlmments of various crops, nutrient content of various kinds and amounts of
manure and piamed Si;hedules f&}r applymg nutr;ents and conservatzon practzces

:-.Mest faxmers am aware: of canservatzon zmd nutrient ‘man: ag@mem“ plans: and the
..factors that go into ‘determining erosion rates. and amounts of nutrients to be apphed
-Comty~based conservation pmfesswnais are avazlable to assist farmers wﬁh makmg
- . calculations, - interpreting plans; and ™ readmg «designs and ﬁpeczﬁcatmns +“The
reqmremem for all farmers to prepare and follow -nutrient ‘management plans may
requzre some farmers to become more familiar with crop needs, soil types and nutrient
tevels in livestock manure. We can assume that most farmers have this knowif:dge
and these skills, but they may have to be increased or refined to meet the nu utrient
management requirements, depending on the skill of the individual farmer involved.
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‘Crop consultants, farm cooperatives, farm supply organizations, and manure-

Those providing nutrient management planning services to-farmers and those selling
fertilizers-to farmers will be affected by this rule. . Nutrient management planners will
~have to be recognized by the department as being -qualified to prepare plans: Their
work will be reviewed periodically by the departinent. . voie e

" More .state .and - landowner funds will: likely b > spent ‘on ' preparing ‘ nutrient
“management plans, thereby increasing business opportunities for this industry. All -
“cropland-acres to -which nutrients are applied will be required to be following nutrient
management plans. As many as nine to ten million cropland acres could require
nutrient management plans at an average cost of between six and ten dollars an acre. .
On the other hand, the sale of commercial fertilizers will probably be reduced. In -
+ addition, those who sell fertilizers. to farmers will have to keep records of who
- prepared nutrient management plans for those farmers purchasing the fertilizers.
- Those selling fertilizers will not be required to- refuse sales if no nutrient manageinent -
‘plan- has ‘been prepared, but they must ‘make records ‘available “to" department
inspectors upon request. ' - ' R
Nuirient management planners will have to become familiar with the University of
Wisconsin nutrient recommendations in the-UW Extension ‘publication number
A2809. They will have to become familiar with. and follow, department guidelines

iy

-and requirements for approvable nutrient management plans. |

- This proposed rale will result in an incre ased demand for manure-haulers throughout
 will have to rely on commercial manure-haulers to apply their manure on appropriate
fields. This industry should see increased revenue and business from many farmers.

Construction contractors. . -

Statewide, the-impact of this proposed rule on construction contracters will ‘differ
from what it has been-in the past. There will be ‘no different professional skills
required and no increase in reporting and record-keeping requirements. The main
mmpact of this proposed rule on contractors will be the redistribution of projects across
the state. This may not affect large contractors who are more mobile and can set up
branch offices, but smaller, less mobile operations may see a negative impact.

Instead of having project concentrated in a relatively few priority areas in the state,
under the new program each county will receive some funds for projects. This will
result m projects being more evenly distributed across the state. This will benefit
those contractors which are more mobile than those which are not. Afier about a one
or two year period of adjustment, this change on the industry will likely stabilize.
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Environmental Assessment

. The: departiment «has: prepared -a preliminary ‘environmental assassment for this
' admnnstratwe rule. The assessment finds that the ‘proposed repeal ‘and recreatmn of
chapter ATCP:50 would have no mgmﬁcant adverse environmental impact and is not
a major state action significantly affecting the quality of the: human eaviromment.” It is
expected -that the proposed rule will have a positive impact on protecting soil
-resources and: unp:revmg and protecting water quality. “Alternatives to this proposed
: -_mie discussed in the: assessment, will not reach’ pmgram geals as-effectively as the

;-proposed rule. No envm}nfnentai 1mpact statement ig/ necessary under S 1 11 {2)

_._Z:ZYQH may obtam a free copy o:f the enwromnental assessment by cantactmg Bonnie
- Shebelski: at the. ‘Wisconsin ' Department ‘of ‘Agriculture; Trade ‘and, Consumer
- Protection, - Bureal

PO Box 8911, ‘Madison; Wisconsm 53’7{)8 89}1 telephone 698)‘2244626 Capws
-_-;;.wﬂ} alsa be available at the h@anngs i

- Dated this 3¢% day of July,2001 "

STATE OF WISCONSIN
. . DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, TRADE
. AND CONSUMER PROTECTION -
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34

of Land’ and ‘Water: ‘Resources; 2811 Agmcultural ‘Drive, - - -




