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ATCP 51
Livestock Facility Siting

Proposed Adjustments to Final Draft Rule
1. Adjust Definition of “Related Livestock Facilities” — ATCP 51.01(36)
Page 36, line 25. Modify as follows:

“(c) Atleast a portion of their manure is applied to the same tax-parcel-ofland
landspreading acreage.”

2. Adjust Definition of “Separate Species Facility” - ATCP 51.01(38)
Page 37, lines 24 1o 28. Substitute the following:

“(c) Tts livestock housing and manure storage structures, if any, are separate from
the livestock housing and manure storage structures used by livestock facilities to
which it is related under sub. (36).

(d) It meets one of the following criteria:

1. Its livestock housing and manure storage structures, if any, are located at
least 750 feet from the nearest livestock housing or manure storage structure used
by a Ilvestock fac;hty to wh;ch ;t is re}ai:ed under su’o (36)

2. It and the other hvesteck famhtles to Whlch Et is related under sub (36) have
a combined total of fewer than 1,000 animal units.

3. Allow Voluntary Application of Odor Standard to Facilities that Need a Permit
but Are Exempt from the Odor Standard ATCP 51.14(2)

Page 50, lines 22-23. Modify as fo!lows*

“(2) The odor standard in sub. (1) does not apply to any of the following
livestock facilities unless the facility operator voluntarily completes and submits
waorksheet 2 or the eqmvaiem spreadsheet output with the operator’s application for

local approval:

4. Correct Erroneous Reference — ATCP 51.18(4)
Page 58, lines 14-15 and lines 22-23. Modify as follows:

“...NRCS technical guide closure of waste impoundments standard 360 (June
2004 December 2002).”







~ Perlich, John H.

_
Subject: FW: Maodifications to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014 {Livestock Facilities Siting Standards)
Attachments: Cover Letier.pdf, ATCP 51-Revised Final Draft2 (2-8-06).doc; Appendix A.pdf; Appendix

B.pdf; Appendix C.pdf; Environmental Assessment.pdf; DATCP Board Letter from Kapanke,
Ott, Schultz, Ward.pdf; Testimony from Groups at DATCP Board (2.8.08).pdf

Please find attached DATCP's response to the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Insurance's request for
modifications to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014 (Livestock Facilities Siting Standards).

The modified rule is divided into six separate attachments:

1} Cover Letter to the Committees Outlining Changes to the Rule (13 pages)
2) Text of Clearinghouse Rule 05-014 (73 pages) [Please note the text shows all changes made from the

it - previous draft, which contributes to its length]

3) Appendix A - - Application & Worksheets (26 pages)

4) Appendix B - NRCS 590 (13 pages)

5) Appendix C - Notice to Adjacent Property Owners (3 pages)
8} Environmental Assessment {26 pages)

Cover Letter.pdf  ATCP 51-Revised Appendix A.pdf (1 Appendix B.pdf  Appendix C.pdf Environmental
(670 KB) Final Drafi2 (... MB) {650 KB} (104 KB} Assessment.pdf (...

Alsoinlcuded is a letter supporting the modifications made by the agency for Senators Kapanke and Schultz and

o Representatives Ott and Ward. T've also attached a ‘pdf document with testimony presented to the DATCP Boani..

- JATCP Board Letter  Testimony from
. from Kapank... Groups at DATCP...

The rule is now before the committee for a 10 day review period. Committee jurisdiction on the modified rule ends at 5:00
p.m. Thursday, February 23rd.

The Senate Committee will hold a hearing only if members have further problems/concerns with the modified rule

Feel free to contact me with any guestions.

John H. Perlich

Oftice of Senator Dan Kapanke
32nd District

608-266-5490

800-385-3385
john.petlich{@legis.state. wi.us
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Wisconsin Department of Agriculture, Trade & Consumer Protection

Qdﬁbf? ’L {.LGL%/ A/SGMSS 5 Mow s L;ﬂ&

be Q—Vt' Vb, 7 L&‘
Key Rewsmns to Fmal Braft L;vestock Facility Siting Rule

Revxses research—based odor standard mamiy to address farmer concerns

s Retains ccmpiete exempt;on for expandmg facilities under 1,000 animal units (AU) and new facilities
under 500 AU. ; s :
Adds cemplete exempt;on for facxhtles more than 2, 500 feet from nearest affected neighbors.

4
& Atiows more odor- (uses less restnctwe “odor {:urves”)
s Provides a lower, more accurate odor generation number for large manure lagoons.
@ Reduces odor estzmates for livestock housmg facilities.
& Cleariy defmes aﬁected netghbars” for purposes of cdor score catcutattons
af: Caicu!ates separatran dfstanca more fazrly by usmg we;ghted average :
@ Gives creciat ;f ne:ghbormg developmen’t is' 1ow—ﬁensrty (same credit apphes fo: future expanssons even |f
there has been mc:re encroachmg devetopment)
# Gwes credit of up to 30% for favorable wind dtrectmn
@ Expands and clarrf;es management practlces that operaior can use to improve odor score. Allows for
innovative pract;ces not yet identiﬁec}
& Simplifies “cluster” opt;on {e.g. helps farmers with separate milking and helfer facilities).
= Expands local discretion 1o grant perm;t {only works in Tavor of farmet).
s Clarifies that odor scores may not be used as a nuisance standard.
@ _Reﬁnes odor_sta_ndards based on. testmg of reai fas'm scenar;os prowded by farm groups
: -._?saj_s_.-_-'Estabi;shes _cs it ve scofmg system'__ e T L : L s
s 'Ackﬁowiecfges that odor management may alsc he!p control air pol!ution emissions.
a Gives credit for required employee training and incident response plans {eliminates “good neighbor”

pract;ces that do not acmaify reduce. odor)

s Allows mare than 90% of exzst;ng fac;!;taes to pass, even if they install no new odor management
' practices Otbers can pass by addmg cdai‘ management practncas (farmer chooses practices).

s Simplifies odor worksheei (and pmvades convement automated spreadsheet Optteﬁ) Farmer can check
the numbers(and refine plans if necessary) before applying.

= Guarantees local approval for those who meet standard.

Changes setback requirements, mainly to address farmer concerns
s Eliminates siate setbacks in favor of more lenient local setbacks (except for new manure storage
facilities). Caps local setbacks {1.00-200 ft. maximum, depending on circumstiances).

@ Adds 350 ft. setback for new manure siorage.
e “Grandfathers” existing structures, and allows them to expand (but no closer to property line).

Eliminates some standards, to address farmer concerns
# Eliminaies odor management standard for manure spreading.
s Eliminates plan for handling dead animals.

For more information about the livestock facility siting program, visit www.datcp.state.wih.us




Wisconsin Department of Agriculture, Trade & Consumer Protection

~ Livestock Facility Siting Rule (ATCP 51)

Modifies nutrient management standard, to address farmer concerns
& Exchuides some parts of federal standard.
= Does not allow more stringent jocal standards.

Modifies runoff standards, to address farmer concerns
# Reduces coverage of high moisture feed storage (now only feed over 70% moisture).
& Simplifies subsurface runoff collection requirements (no major retrofit required).
# Eliminates construction site erosion control standards (they are already required by DNR)

Clarifies local administration, to address farmer concerns
# Local governments MUST APPROVE application that meets state standards (cannot add standards or
mformation requ;rements unless they meet narrow statutory exceptaons}

@ Prohtbits regulation beiow 500 AU unless iocai ordinance, adopted prior to July 19, 2003, specifies iﬁwer
thresha!d interms of’ “animal units.”

e Clarifies ;:ro‘tection for existing livestock facilities (they can expand by 20% without a local permlt even 1f
the expanded facility exceeds 500 AU). A facility that aiready holds a permit can expand to the limit
specified by that permit (“animal units” or reasonable capacity of previously approved animal housing).

# Requires local government to determine completeness of an application within 14 days (local
government must act on complete application within 90 days).

= Encourages local governments to consider extenuating circumstances (such as weather problems) when
responding to apparent permit violations

‘Modifies definitions; to address farmer concerns
» Provides exemption for “winter grazing” areas.
s Eliminates “same nuirient management plan” as basis for treating muttiple facllities as a single facility.
@ Adds definition for ¢ persons” 10 recoghize corporate and other farm entities,

@ Mod;ftes deﬁmtzon of “substantially altered” livestock structure, so that fewer structures fall within the
definition (“substantially altered” structures are subject to higher standards than unaltered structures).

Strengthens DATCP oversight
# Requires local governments to submit copies of ordinances and permit applications to DATCP.
a DATCP will review permit activity monthly during first year (DATCP will report to DATCP Board).

» DATCP will review standards annually for first 4 vears {not just every 4 vears, as required by statute). Will
consult with advisory committee that includes farmers.

Addresses community needs
a Allows local government to apply state standards for first 6 months without incorporating standards in
ordinarice. But after 6 month “grace period,” local government can no longer deny permits unless it has
incorporated the state standards in its ordinance (at least by reference).
3 Increases maximum allowed permit fee to $4,000 (local government must set fee in ordinance).
a Requires that livestock structures be set back from wells, consistent with NR 812 and NR 811

For more information about the livestoek facility siting program, visit www.datep.state. wius







Odor Formula Worksheet

From the University of Minnesota odor study:

D = 3E"
Where: 1) = separation distance in miles
E = total odor emission pumber, no units
a b = weather influence factors for various odor frequency requirements, no
units

{values listed in Table below)

Weather influence factors with various odor annoyance-free frequencies

{ Weather-condition - - L o2 3 4 5 6 7{extrapolated)
Odor anmoyance-free 1 99 98 - 97 96 94 91 89
| frequency (%) - I .
a 0.118 0.063 | 0.040 (0.024 0.018 0.010 0.0068
b 0.513 0.537 L1540 0.584 0,583 0.626 0.666
r 0.998 0.998 0.996 0.995 0.999 0.997

For a given distance (D), the amount of odor emissions (E) that can be dissipated under
various weather conditions can be expressed as:

D/a=E"
(D/a)!®=E

E = (D/a)'®

Inserting values from the above Table for the 89% odor annoyance-free frequency curve:

E = (D/0.0068)"*%
E = (D/0.0068)° with D expressed in miles, or

E=(D/36)"° with D expressed in feet




Example:

A non-affiliated residence is located 250 feet downwind of a livestock housing structure.
What is the maximum odor ermission number (E) that will result in annoyance-free odor
conditions 89% of the time between the months of April and October?

D =230 feet solve for E:

E = (D/36)"°

E = (250/36)"°
E=69""
E=18

If this facility is a dairy freestall barn, how large can it be and how many ammals can it
house if stocked at a typical animal density of 65 square feet per animal unit (31 square -
feet per cow)?

From the University of Minnesota odor study, the odor emission factor for dairy freestall
bams is 4. This means that every 10,000 square feet of freestall emits 4 odor factors. [fthe
maximum odor emission factor aflowed is 18, than the largest freestall would be 45,000

square feet.
| 18/4% 10,000 = 4.5x 10,000 = 45, 0@0&2 }
45 ooo ﬁ2/63 ft* perAU = 692 Animal bmts orat 1.4 AU ’cow

495 cows

lote: If there are other odor sources on a livestock facility, such as lots or waste storage, these
must be accounted for as well when calculating separation distances from non-affiliated
occupied structures. Also, 80 basic management points (and an optional 20 advanced
management points) are issued to producers who adopt certain management practices. These
points act as credits that offset odor emission facters one-for-one.






ATCP 51 ODOR MANAGEMENT WORKSHEET

The Odor Management Worksheet contains a mathematical model for predicting
nuisance odor from livestock facilities. The model was developed by DATCP at the
recommendation of the ATCP 51 Technical Expert Panel (see attachment for listing of
the panel). ' '

The core of the model! was based on the Odor From Feedlots Setback Estimation Tool
(OFFSET), developed by the University of Minnesota, Department of Biosystems and
Agricultural Engineering, copyright 2002 Regents of the University of Minnesota.
OFESET was developed by the research team of Professor Larry facobson, along with
Extension Engineers David Schmidt and Susan Wood. OFFSET and evaluations of
OFFS_ET have been pubhshed i more than six scientific journals, including Air and
Waste Management and American Society of Agricultural Engineering.

The key components of OFFSET that are incorporated m the Odor Management
Worksheet are:
* Odor generation from the three primary sources of farmstead odor: manure
storage, animal housing, and animal lots.
+ Odor dispersion as expressed by odor annoyance-free curves.
. » - Odor control technologies or BMPs.

DATCP’s Odor Management Worksheet employs the following medifications and
additions to OFFSET, some of which were developed by the ATCP 51 Technical Expert
Panel and others by DATCP engmeermg staff, in consultation with the authors of the
OFFSET model: '

e  Wind direction adjusim.ent

»  Weighted average or representative distance

e Lower odor annoyance-free curves
Control factors for an additional 15 Wisconsin specific odor control BMPs
Management credit adjustments
Predicted odor cap

. o



Livestock Facilities Siting Project
Technical Expert Panel Members
April 2004

Tom Hunt, Co-Chair. Direc-f{or of Research. Pioneer Farm, UW Platteville.

Ed Odgers, Co-Chair. - Agricultural Engineer. Section Chief of the DATCP,
ARM Conservation Engineering Section, Land and Water Management Bureau.
Expertise in manure management and technical standards development.

Tom Bauman. Water Resources Engincer, Runoff Management Section,
Watershed Management Bureau, DNR. Expcmse in technical and permzt%mg

' _.-aspecis of manure and hvestock faczhhes manavemem

L Larrv Bund} Soﬁ Smenust Professor UV\; Madxson Soais Departmem
Expemse m soﬂs aﬁd nutment managpc,ment and phosphorous transport.

Paul Bures. Minnesota Department of Agriculiure. Expertise in odor control.
Jerry Halverson. Conservation Engineering Technician. Soil and Water
Conservation Department, Manitowoc County. Expertise in the planning, design

and construction of manure management and livestock housing facilities.

~Brian Holmes ~Agncultural Engineer. Biological Systems Engineering, UW

S and: UW EX, Madzson _Expertise in manure and }mes‘aock facﬂmes planningand-

design as well as odor abatement.

Pat Murphy. State Resource Conservationist, NRCS. Member of the State
Technical Commmee Expertlse in comprehensive farmstead and nutrient
plannmg Member of the DATCP Advisory Committee on Siting Livestock
Fa{nhtles

Eileen Pierce. Section Chief, Montitoring Section, Air Monitoring bureau, DNR.
Expertise in air management.

Bill Stangel. Agronomist. Private consultant for farmers. Member, Wisconsin
Association of Agronomy. Expertise in nuirient management and manure
application.

Jim Van Den Berg. Consultant, Robert E. Lee and Associates Inc. Manager of
Technical Services with expertise in planning, design, and construction of manure
management and livestock housing factlities.



- OFFSET Odor From Feedlots Setback Estimation Tool " . Pagelol?

FO-07680 2001 . 'j""- | - To Order

OFF&E?
Odor F mm ?e@d}eig Setback Estimation Tool

'i.-arry Jafsﬁbse};, David Schmidt, and Susan Wood

Convrizhi © 2002 Regents of the University of Minnesota. All rights reserved.
i intmduﬂtmn

'When dascussmo odor pmb}ems reiated te ammal avricu]wrc the L D e e

_f{)}iowmg questlons ofien arise: : : Figure 1. Prediction of odor p r{:)i_):l__e_ms

' : is important as rural and non-ruyal .

o How far does odor travel?

o Are animal numbers or animal species accurate predictors of
nuisance odors? '

» How much odor controi is needed to solve an odor problem from
an existing facility? '

.+ Can the odor 1mpact f;rom anew fac;hty be predictad ?

i _-Answers 10 thc::se quest;ons are as Van@d as: the people hawn& 1hc
~discussion. Until now, scientific methods to predict odor impacts dad
ot exist. This publication d1scusses a new tool that has been developed
. at the University of Minnesota to answer some of these questions. The
- “to0l, "Odor From Feedlots Seiback Estimation Tool” {OFFSET), is the
- “result of four years of extensive data collection and field testing. It isa L
o szmpie toel deSEgneé t@ heip answer’ the most basac questions about odor ‘H’le’iClS from iwestock and pouitry facﬂltles.

OFFSET is des;gned to estimate average edor 1mpacts from a variety of amm&i facﬂ;tms and manure stomgcs These
estimations are useful for rural land use planners, farmers, or citizens concerned about the odor impact of existing,
expanding, or new animal production sites. OFFSET is based on odor measurements from Minnesota farms and
Minnesota climatic conditions. As such, the use of OFFSET for estimating odor impacts in other geographic areas
should be done with caution and through consultation with the authors of this publication.

Getting Started

The amount of odor emitted from a particular farm is a function of animal species, housing types, manure storage and
handling methods, the size of the odor sources, and the implementation of odor control technologies. However, the
impact of these odors on the surrounding neighborhood or community is a function of both the amount of odor
emitted and the weather conditions. Weather conditions strongly influence the movement and dilution of odors. Odor
impact includes the strength of the odors and the frequency and duration of the odor events. OFFSET combines odor
emission measurements with the average weather conditions to estimate the strength and frequency of odor events at
vartous distances from a given farm.

hitp://www.extension. umn.edw/distribution/hivestocksystems/DI17680.htm! ' 12/7/2005






September 7, 2005 VIA HAND DELIVERY
: AND EMAITL TRANSMISSION

Secretary Rod Nilsestuen

Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer
Protection

P.O.Box8911

Madison, W1 53708-8911

RE: Proposed Li‘véstock Facility Siting Administrative Rule, ATCP 51
Dear Secretary Naiscsmen

: 'We are vmtmg cm behalf of the Wzsconsm Farm Bureau Federatxen, the W:sconsm P’ork '

_ -'Assoc;atzon the ‘Wisconsin’ Caﬁlemen s Association and the Dairy Business Association,
10 express our continuing concern with the ‘current draft of Wis. Admin. Code § ATCP
51, Livestock Facility Siting, as proposed by the Department of Agriculture, Trade and
Consumer Protection {the I)epartmant)

As you know, each of these _gr{mps provided the Department with extensive written
comments during the public comment period in April 2005, and numerous producer
representatives provided oral comments to-the Department at the March public hearings.
On August 8, 2005 we received the Department’s. draft in response to those comments.
On August 16, eight days later, all of the livestock groups met for several hours to review
. the revised draft. . We realized “that. ‘we still -had numerous  unresolved. concerns.

L ’Iherefore, our: produaer Ieaders met W;th you on: August 19 to express our concerns: abaut-
“the rule’s potential negative impact on the growth of Wisconsin’s livestock ‘industry.

You instructed us to provide more detail. On Friday, September 2 we received the
Department’s final draft of ATCP 51. Since our meeting on the 19", we have worked
togetber to create: spemﬁc recommendanons that reﬁact our comments on the. omgznal

One of ou_r-_ichief concerns with this rule has been the air quality issue associated with
livestock ‘siting. -We learned last week, that the Department received a $646,945
Conservation Innovation Grant from the federal government fto conduct
“Wisconsin’s Dairy and Livestock Air Emission/Odor Project.” We congratulate the
Department on their leadership shown on making the application and receiving this grant.
The Departrent now has the opportunity to study the criteria used to measure odor and
air emissions on Wisconsin livestock operations. In light of this, we suggest an
amendment to the air quality section of the rule that will provide producers with a
flexible approach to comply with air quality requirements until your scientific research
provides a more specific model that can be implemented in the rule.

Accordingly, we are providing you and your Board with very specific information
regarding our concerns with the rule and our explanation for those concerns. This
information includes this cover memo and a revised draft of ATCP 51. These documents



Secretary Rod Nilsestuen
September 7, 2005
Page 2

illustrate our chief concerns with the rule and our proposed changes to the rule that will
address these concerns.

A, Our Guiding Principles

We were guided by the following basic principles, all of which were main themes from
our written comments submitted in April, as we drafted changes to this rule:

s All new livestock structures must comply with all of the provisions in the rule;

s All expanding livestock structures must comply with all of the provisions of the
rule except with regard to property line/roadway setbacks. In that case, an
-expanding livestock structure, including a manure storage structure, may expand
‘back from, or parallel to, their existing footprint; and

o All ekiéting livestock structures that are not being expanded will not be affected
by this rule. They are truly grandfathered and protected from additional
regulation or modification unless thev are being expanded.

In many respects, the Department’s latest draft of ATCP 51 is consistent with these basic
principles. However, as described in detail below, in several key respects, it is not.

B. Key Changes Made to the Department’s August 30" Draft of ATCP 51

1. Protection from Excessive Setback Requirements for All Expanding Livestock
First, we amended section 51.12 of the draft to ensure that all new or expanded livestock
structures, including manure storage structures, will be subject to the same maximum
setback distances. .

in your most recent rule drafi, the setback protection for manure storage structures was
not as great as those for other livestock structures (i.e., the maximum setback was at Jeast
350° for manure structures, but 100 — 200 feet for other structures.) However, the
definition of “livestock structure” includes a manure storage structure.

We have amended the rule to treat @l livestock structures identically such that a new or
expanded manure storage structure can be linked to an existing manure storage structure
if the new structure is built behind or parallel to an existing structure. This amendment
allows farmers to more efficiently and cost-effectively build additional manure storage,
while maintaining consistency with regard to setback distances for all livestock
structures.

2. Complete Grandfathering of Livestock Structures that are NOT Being Expanded

Existing livestock structures fhat are not being expanded should be completely
grandfathered under this rule. We agree that if a farmer adds animal units and a new barn
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to house them, then all of the provisions of ATCP 51 shouid apply to that new bamn.
However, any existing livestock structure that does not need to be expanded or remodeled
due to the addition of those animal units, should not have to comply with the provisions
of the rule because no local approval is needed for that pre-existing structure since it is
not part of the expansion. This will make compliance with ATCP 51 significantly more
cost-effective for expanding operations and will protect the status of any existing
structures that are legal, non-conforming uses.

Accordingly, we changed the following provisions:

a. Revised definition of “expanded livestock facility” to include “only
those livestock structures in the expanded facility that are new or
expanded as ‘a part of an. apphcatlon ﬁled xmder 58. ATCP 51.30(1)
to(3) » See ATCP 51 61(12) B

b. Creatf:d definitions of "‘expandec} livestock structure” and “new
livestock structure” in order to clarify those structures that must
comply with the provisions under the rule. See ATCP 51.01(13) and
(25).

c. Throughout the rule, we made it clear that the provisions only apply to
“new or expanded” livestock structures. These changes protect
existing structures that are not being expanded. See ATCP 51.12
(setbacks), 51.14 (air quality), 51.18 (waste storage fac;l;txes) and
31 29 (runeﬁ ma:zagement) _

| 3 Revzsion of the Antmal Umt Calcuiataon

As you know, a major concern of livestock producers throughout this rulemaking process
has been the application of the nutrient management provisions of NRCS 590 to facilities
that have 500 - 1,000 animal units in a way that only previously applied to facilities over
1,000 animal units (1 e., CAFOs) prior to this creation of this rule. The effect of this rule
is that very expensive nutrient management. practices will be required for medium-sized
operations without cost-sharing, when there are other state and local regnlations that can
apply these same standards to these mid-sized operations with cost-sharing {(e.g., nonpoint
source pollution laws and local manure management regulations).

In addition, livestock groups have been continually concerned about the use of a mixed
animal unit calculation as a trigger for an “expansion” under this rule. For example, a
small dairy farmer who decides to add turkeys to his operation can easily frigger an
“expansion” under this rule that will apply the rule provisions not only to the new turkey
portion of his operation, but also to his small (under 500 animal units) existing dairy
structures.

We do not believe that these results were the intent of this rule. Accordingly, we have
amended the application of this rule to expansions over 500 animal units within a
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particular animal category. (See our revised deﬁmuon of “animal unit” and revised
Appendix A, worksheet ). Calculating animal units in this manner is consistent with the
federal animal feeding ﬁperataon rules adopted by the Emflronmentai Protection Agency.
See 46 CFR 122 23 ' _
4. Creatlan of Air Management Provisions that Address BOTH Odors and
“Air Emissions B2 i MR S

Juali

One of the most 1mpm‘tant changes requested by livestock producers who testified and
provided written comments to the Department during the public comment permd is the
creation of best management practloes that will address air quality — that is, odor AND
.- air emissions. - The reason that this isso critical to livestock producers is because the

- i Department. of Natural Resources has. gran’ted agncu]turc a 3-year exemption from air
o quality standards n: Wls Admm Cﬁde & NR: 445 ‘while best- management practmes

intended to address ‘air ‘emissions’ are. deveioped “We: annclpated using ‘the" livestock
siting’ mlemakmg process to develop these air emission BMPs or, at a minimum, setup a
simcmre wher&by these BMPs could be developed. Yet, thls rulemaking has failed to do
0.

We believe that the livestock siting rule was intended to be a “one stop shop” for
pennit_tiﬁg of new ané expanding livestock operations. If only odor is addressed and the
air ‘emissions issue is overlooked, this rule is: mcampleta and creates the risk that if
livestock producers have to apply for a separate air permit from the DNR to address air
emissions, then that permit will require mcons;stent or contrad;ctory BMPs when
- _-__-cempared te those crcated under the sﬁ;mg ruie RN T R

Accordmgly, we recommend ’that the proposed odor management model ccmtameé in the
current draft of the rule be replaced with a more flexible, but scientifically tested, set of
BMP’s that are intended to allow producer flexibility, while requiring them to manage
odor and air emissions. In addition, we request that this matrix be tested, reviewed and
updated  as. Wxsconsmwspeciﬁc information becomes - avaﬂable through the  study
conducted with the Conservation Innovation Grant mcmey marked to study odor and air
emissions on livestock operations in Wlsconsm

We have amended section 51.14 of the rule to address “air quality” and have created a
new BMP matrix in Appendix A, worksheet 2 to impose air quality requirements on all
applicants for a permit under this rule.
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C. Conclusion

It has been said recently that livestock producers have received the benefit of most of the
revisions to this proposed rule. Therefore, no additional revisions should be made. We
believe that this argument is indefensible when this is a rule that is designed to regulate
the business of producing livestock in Wisconsin with the intent of growing the livestock
industry in Wisconsin. Each of the above-proposed additional revisions are intended to
balance the practical needs of producers in terms of economic ability to grow a business,
and their continued recognition for the need for increased local control over the siting of
livestock operations. We believe that our proposal does accomplish this goal.

Sincerely, _

Qe Ak

Jordan K. Lamb, Wisconsin Pork .Asseciation and Wisconsin Cattlemen’s
Association

/sf Paul Zimmerman
Paul Zimmerman, Wisconsin Farm Bureau Federation
/s/ Lawrie Fischer

Laurie Fischer, Dairy Business Association

cC. Judy Ziewacz, Deputy Secretary, DATCP
Members of the DATCP Board
Representative David Ward
Senator Dale Schultz
Representative Al Ott
Senator Dan Kapanke






Citizens State Bank of Logal " *° s

“Community Owned - Community Minded”

Main Office » 400 N. Main Streer « P.O. Box 218 » Loyal, WI 54446
Granton Station » 110 Maple Street » PO. Box 129 « Granion, WI 54436 Neillsville Station » 2 Boon Blvd. « P.O. Box 30 » Neillsville, Wl 54456

October 27, 2005

Senator Dan Kapanke
104 South, State Capital
Madison, Wi 53702

Dear Mr. Kapanke,
1 am concerned about the odor management standards included in ATCP 51.

I have testified at many hearing and sent letters of caution concerning odor standards
being a part of livestock siting. It appears that the odor issue is once being considered as
part of the siting rules.

The issue of odor is far too subjective to be able to draw a fair or firm conclusion. My
biggest concern is the potential amount of dollars that farms will have to spend to achieve
a non defined standard. Many family farms need all available dollars that they have to
invest in productive assets on their farms. Regardless of the spikes that we have seen in
milk prices the five year average is the same milk price as we had in 1980. Expenses
have increased substantially in 25 years. Thus family farms continue to be squeezed with
tighter and tighter margins. At this time all dairy producers are trying to figure out how
they will be able 1o afford additional manure storage that appears to be an unavoidable
additional investment.

We as a lender are helping dairy producers as much as we can. There is a point where
too much debt per cow for any investment reason is an unsound decision. If'an
investment generates gross income the decisions are easier. Non income generating
investments have to be watched carcfully.

The long term future and survivability of this important industry could very well hang in
the shadow of rules like ATCP 51. The research on these types of issues is just getting

underway. Let’s give science a chance to make the first call. In the mean time the odor
guidelines need to be kept out of siting.

Sincerely, _ é
Gary F. Sipiatski

President, Citizens State Bank of Loyal

CC: Daryll Lund, President/CEQ Community Bankers of Wisconsin

Loyal - Phone: (715) 255-8326 » Fax (715) 255-9315 » Tolf Free: (800} 599-8399
Granton - Phone: (715) 238-7169 « Fax: (715} 238-8412
Neillsville - Phone: (715) 743-7494 » Fax (715) 743-7495 « Toll Free: (866) 743-7494
Website: www.csbloval.com = Email: csb@csbloval.com
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| OBrien, John

R
From: Nilsestuen, Rod J DATCP
Sent: Monday, November 21, 2005 4:43 PM
To: Kapanke, Dan
Subject: Livestock Siting
Attachments: HEADLINE--Chilton.doc
Senator Kapanke,

I'm looking forward to meeting with you tomorrow to discuss the Livestock Siting Rule. I thought, if you had
not yet seen it, that the attached story of pitched conflict and a proposed livestock moratorium in Calumet
County would be of interest and concern to you.

in many ways, this story capsuhzes the ﬁmdamental underivmg need for. the sﬁmg rule: m_greaﬂv reduce Iocai

conflict and controversy which stymies agnculturai growth. Ibelieve after literally thousands of hours of work
~ and discussions and hundreds of meetings with ag groups and other stakeholders, that this rule will now meet
the three basic tests needed if it is to be effective and stand the test of time and challenges:

¢ Provide predictability for farm families who wish to grow and local governments which must make
decisions.

¢ Must provide guidelines which are fair and balanced for both farmers and their neighbors,
Is flexible enough to work in the many different situations and farm settings across the state allowing a
wide variety of practical and results-based appmaches and Best Management Practices-(BMP’s).

Of course, the smng rule is not a sﬂver bullet for the. future of our dazry and iwestock mdusmes But together '
with the many other measures* that have received such strong bipartisan legislative support and by providing a

shield (through use of clear standards) against endless conflict and controversy, this rule strengthens our state’s

commitment to providing the best possible dairy and livestock environment.

Again, I look forward to meeting with you.

*$50,000 dairy investment credit

$50,000 Lvestock investment credit

Dairy Business Innovation Center

Upper Midwest’s lowest ag property taxes
Construction of the Veterinary Diagnostic Laboratory
Creation of Agricultural Innovation Teams

And many more

* & & 8 & o »

4R0d Nilsestuen

HEADILINE--Chiton.
doc {41 KB)
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_ P Senator Dave Hansen
o . Room 319 South
lan I apan e o

Wlsc{msm State Senator 32nd Dlstrlct

MEMORA\TDUM L : 3 B Office of Senator Dan Kapanke

TO: Members of the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Insurance
FROM: Senator Dan Kapanke, Chair, Senate Committee on Agriculture and Insurance

DATE: November 30, 2005

RE: Executive Action Paper Ballot on CR 05-014

Please consider the following bill and vote on the motion below. Return this ballot to Senator
Dan Kapanke, Room 104 South, no later that 4 p.m. Friday, December 9, 2005. Committee
members’ ballots not received by the deadline will be mar_ked as not voting.

CR05-014
Clearinghouse Rule 05-014

The state of Wisconsin department of agriculture, trade and consumer protection proposes the
following order to create ch. ATCP 51; relating to livestock facility siting, and affecting small
business.

MOTION

The Senate Committee on Agrxculture and Insurance pursuant to s. 227.19 (4) (b) 2., Stats.,
requests the Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection to consuier
modifications to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014, relating to livestock facility siting.

If the Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection does not agree to consider
modifications to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014 in a letter addressed to the chairperson of the Senate
Committee on Agriculture and Insurance, or fails to respond in writing to this request for
modification, by 5:00 p.m., December 27, 2005, the Senate Committee on Agriculture and
Insurance objects to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014 pursuant to s. 227.19 (4) (d) 6., Stats., on the
grounds that the proposed rule 1s arbitrary and capricious, and imposes an undue hardship.

Aye

No X
Signature ZW M/ %V

Copitol Address: PO Box 78682, Madison, W1 53707-7882 » Phone: (608] 268-5490 « Fox: (B08) 267-5173
TOLL-FREE: 1-800-385-3385 « FE-Muoil: senkapanke®legis stato.wius




Senator Mark Miller
_ Room 106 South

_ Dan K ap anke State Capitol

Wisconsin State Senator - 32nd District

MEMORANDUM '  Office of Senator Dan Kapanke

TO: Members of the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Insurance
FROM: Senator Dan Kapanke, Chair, Senate Committee on Agriculture and Insurance

DATE: November 30, 2005

RE: Executive Action Paper Ballot on CR 05-014

Please consider the following bill and vote on the motion below. Return this ballot to Senator
Dan Kapanke, Room 104 South, no later that 4 p.m. Friday, December 9, 2005. Committee
members’ ballots not received by the deadline will be marked as not voting.

CR05-014
Clearinghouse Rule 05-014

The state of Wisconsin department of agriculture, trade and consumer protection proposes the
following order to create ch. ATCP 51; relating to livestock facility siting, and affecting small
business.

MOTION
The Senate Comnﬁttee. on Agriculture and Insurance, pursuant to s. 227.19 (4) (b) 2., Stats.,

requests the Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection to consider
modifications to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014, relating to livestock facility siting.

If the Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection does not agree to consider
modifications to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014 in a letter addressed to the chatrperson of the Senate
Committee on Agriculture and Insurance, or fails to respond in writing to this request for
modification, by 5:00 p.m., December 27, 2005, the Senate Committee on Agriculture and
Insurance objects to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014 pursuant to s. 227.19 (4) (d) 6., Stats., on the
grounds that the proposed rule is arbitrary and capricious, and imposes an undue hardship.

7

Aye No ( {fz -~

/
/;_,f {i_?;
Signature v ifé I (ﬁé

Capitol Address: P.O. Box 7882, Madison, WI 53707-7882 = Phone: (608} 266-5496 * Fuax: (608] 267-5173
TOLL-FREE: 1-800-385-3385 * E-Maoil: senkapanke@legis.state. wi.us



Senator Neal Kedzie
Room 313 South

Dall Kap anke State Capitol

Wisconsin State Senator - 32nd District

MEMORANDUM Office of Senator Dan Kapanke

TO: Members of the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Insurance
FROM: Senator Dan Kapanke, Chair, Senate Committee on Agriculture and Insurance

DATE: November 30, 2005

RE: Executive Action Paper Ballot on CR 05-014

Please consider the following bill and vote on the motion below. Return this ballot to Senator
Dan Kapanke, Room 104 Scuth, no later that 4 p.m. Friday, December 9, 2005. Committee
members’ ballots not received by the deadline will be marked as not voting.

CRO5-014
Clearinghouse Rule 05-014

The state of Wisconsin department of agriculture, trade and consumer protection proposes the
following order to create ch. ATCP 51; relating to livestock facility siting, and affecting small
business.

MOTION

The Senate Committee on Agriculture and Insurance, pursuant to s. 227.19 (4) (b) 2., Stats,,
requests the Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection to consider
modifications to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014, relating to livestock facility siting.

If the Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection does not agree to consider
modifications to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014 in a letter addressed to the chairperson of the Senate
Committee on Agriculture and Insurance, or fails to respond in writing to this request for
modification, by 5:00 p.m., December 27, 2005, the Senate Committee on Agriculture and
Insurance objects to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014 pursuant to s. 227.19 (4) (d) 6., Stats., on the
grounds that the proposed rule is arbitrary and capricious, and imposes an undue hardship.

Ave ‘/ No

Signature

Capitol Address: P.O. Box 7882, Madlson, WL 55707-7882 « Phone: {608} 266-5480 « Fax: {808} 267-3173
TOLL-FREE: 1-BO0-385-3385 » E-Muil: sen kapanke@logis state.wius



* Dan Kapanke
Wlsconsm State Senator 32nd Dlstrmt

MEMORANDUM - ' | o ._ ' ' "Ofﬁk:e of Senator Dan KaBanke
TO: Membérs éf the Senate Com_m.ittee %)n Agriculturé Ianc_i Insurance

FROM: Sena_to_.r_ Dan Kapanke, Chair, Senate Comrﬁittee on Agriculture and Insurance
DATE: November 20, 2005

RE: Executive Action Paper Ballot on CR 05-014

Please con31der the foﬂowmg blil and vote on the matzon below. Return this ballot to Senator
Dan Kapanke, Room 104 South no later that 4 p.m. Frlday, December 9, 2005. Committee
members baliots not recelved by the deadline will be marked as not voting.

CR05_~014
Clearinghouse Rule 05-014

The state of Wisconsin department of agricuiture, trade and consumer protection proposes the
following order to create ch. ATCP 51; relating to livestock facility siting, and affecting small
business.

MOK‘ION

The Senate Comzmttee on Agmcuiture and Insurance pursuant to s. 227 19 {(4) (b} 2., Stats.,
requests the Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection fo conmder
modifications to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014, relating to livestock facility siting.

If the Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection does not agree to consider
modifications to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014 in a letter addressed to the chairperson of the Senate
Committee on Agriculture  and Insurance, or fails to respond in writing to this request for
modification, by 5:00 p.m., December 27, 2005, the Senate Committee on Agriculture and
Insurance objects to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014 pursuant to s. 227.19 (4) (d) 6., Stats., on the
grounds that the proposed rule is arbitrary and capricious, and imposes an undue hardship.

Aye E ; No
Signature @ﬁ«ﬂdi [/’ %

Capitol Address: PO. Box 7882, Madison, WI53767-7882 « Phone: [BUS] 266-5450 « Fux: {608} 267-5173
TOLL-FREE: 1-880-385-3385  E-Muoil: senkapanke@logis state.wius



- Dan Kapanke

Wisconsin State Senator - 32nd District

Senator John Erpenbach
Room 19 South
State Capitol

MEMORANDUM Office of Senator Dan Kapanke

TO: Members of the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Insurance
FROM: Senator Dan Kapanke, Chair, Senate Committee on Agriculture and Insurance

DATE: November 30, 20053

RE: Executive Action Paper Ballot on CR 05-014

Please consider the following bill and vote on the motion below. Return this ballot to Senator
Dan Kapanke, Room 104 South, no later that 4 p.m. Friday, December 9, 2005. Committee
members’ ballots not received by the deadline will be marked as not voting.

CRO5-014
Clearinghouse Rule 05-014

The state of Wisconsin department of agriculture, trade and consumer protection proposes the
following order to create ch. ATCP 51; relating to livestock facility siting, and affecting small
business.

MOTION

The Senate Committee on Agriculture and Insurance, pursuant to s. 227.19 (4) (b) 2., Stats,,
requests the Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection to consider
modifications to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014, relating to livestock facility siting.

If the Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection does not agree to consider
modifications to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014 in a letter addressed to the chairperson of the Senate
Committee on Agriculture and Insurance, or fails to respond in writing to this request for
modification, by 5:00 p.m., December 27, 2005, the Senate Committee on Agriculture and
Insurance objects to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014 pursuant to s. 227.19 (4) (d) 6., Stats., on the
grounds that the proposed rule is arbifrary and capricious, and imposes an undue hardship.

. No
St 8(-)// % 'R‘NA&”("'

Capitol Address: P.O. Box 7882, Madison, WI 53707-7882 = Phone: (608} 266-5490 » Fox: (608 267-5178
TOLL-FREE: 1-800-385-3385 « E-Afoil: senkapanke®@iegis.state.wius



Senator Ron Brown
Room 409 South

Dan Ka_p an e State Capitol

Wlsmnsm State Senatﬂr 3211(1 District

MEM&MNDGM _ Ofﬁce-ef Senator Dan Kapanke

TO: Members of the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Insurance
FROM: Senator Dan Kapanke, Chair, Senate Committee on Agriculture and Insurance

DATE: November 30, 2005

RE: Executive Action Paper Ballot on CR 05-014

Please consider the following bill and vote on the motion below. Return this balot to Senator
Dan Kapanke, Room 104 South, no later that 4 p.m. Friday, December 9, 2005. Committee
members” ballots not received by the deadline will be marked as not voting,.

CR05-014
Clearinghouse Rule 05-014

The state of Wisconsin department of agriculture, trade and consumer protection proposes the
following order to create ch. ATCP 51; relating to lvestock facility siting, and affecting small
business.

WTOTION

The Sepate Committee on Agncuiture and Insurance pursuant to §. 227.19 (4) (b) 2., Stats.,
requests the Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection to consider
modifications to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014, relating to livestock facility siting.

If the Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection does not agree to consider
modifications to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014 in a letter addressed to the chairperson of the Senate
Committee on Agriculture and Insurance, or fails to respond in writing to this request for
modification, by 5:00 p.m., December 27, 2005, the Senate Committee on Agriculture and
Insurance objects to Clearinghouse Rule (05-014 pursuant to s. 227.19 (4) (d) 6., Stats., on the
grounds that the proposed rule is arbitrary and capricious, and imposes an undue hardship.

Signature %

Capitol Address: B.O. Box 7882, Madison, W 53707-7882 » Phone: (608] 266-3490 « Fox: (808 267-3173
TOLL-FREE: 1-800-385.3385 + E-Muil: senkepanke@legis.state.wius



Senator Luther Olsen
Room 5 South

Dan ap anke " State Capitol

WISCGIISIH State Senator 32nd Dlstrmt

MEMORA}&}UM R Office of Senator Dan Kapanke

TO: Members of the Senate Committee on Agriculture and Insurance
FROM: Senator Dan Kapanke, Chair, Senate Committee on Agriculture and Insurance

DATE: November 30, 2005

RE: Executive Action Paper Ballot on CR 05-014

Please consider the feilowmg bill and vote on the motion below. Return this ballot to Senator
Dan Kapanke, Room 104 South, no later that 4 p.m. Friday, i)ecember 9, 2005. Committee
members baliots not received by the deadline will be marked as not voting.

CR95-014
Clearinghouse Rule 05-014

The state of Wisconsin department of agriculture, trade and consumer protection proposes the
following order to create ch. ATCP 51; relating to livestock facility siting, and affecting small
business.

MOTION

The Senate Committee on Agnculture and Insurance pursuant to s. 227.19 (4) (b) 2., Stats.,
requests the Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection to con31der
modifications to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014, relating to livestock facility siting.

If the Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection does not agree to consider
modifications to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014 in a letter addressed to the chairperson of the Senate
Committee on Agriculture and Insurance, or fails to respond in writing to this request for
modification, by 5:00 p.m., December 27, 2005, the Senate Committee on Agriculture and
Insurance objects to Clearinghouse Rule 05-014 pursuant to s. 227.19 (4) (d) 6., Stats., on the
grounds that the proposed rule is arbitrary and capricious, and imposes an undue hardship.

Capitol Address: PAO. Box 7882, Madison, Wi 53707-7882 = Phone: {608) 266-5450 » Fox: (608} 267-53173
TOLL-FREE: 1-800-385-3385 » E-Mail: sen kapanke@legis.state wius






Wisconsin Federation of Cooperatives

131 West Wilson Street, Suite 400, Madison, WI 53703
Phone: 608.258.4400  Fax 608.238.4407 www.wiemac.org  witmac@wlomac.org

DATE: December 7, 2005

TO: Members, Senate Committee on Agriculture & Insurance
Assembly Committee on Agriculture

FROM: Bill Oemichen, President & CEO [y Dﬂ""ﬁ‘/

John Manske, Government Affairs Director

RE: Testimony'¢n Rule 05-014

The Wisconsin Federation of Cooperatives appreciates the opportunity to present our views on
proposed Rule 03-014, relating to livestock siting. I regret that a prior meeting commitment with
our state’s Members of Congress will prevent me from speaking at the joint hearing of the two
committees. However, I hope you will still take our comments into consideration during your
deliberations. As you know, we represent the cooperatives that market more than 90% of the
milk produced in this state, as well as a number of beef marketing cooperatives as well.

. WEFC’s overriding concern is to ensure Wisconsin remains in the top two states for dairy

“production. You know well the challenges we in the dairy industry have faced as we have
witnessed an average of three dairy operations leaving the industry daily. This had led to our
cooperative milk processing plants operating at less than full capacity. Of course, the shortage of
milk has had a substantial impact on the economies of local areas where plants have been closed
and on the state’s overall economy as well.

We are committed to keeping Wisconsin as the nation’s leading cheese producer. We were very
pleased the Legislature joined us in this commitment by enacting the Dairy Investment Tax
Credit, a law that has already encouraged at least $120 million in reinvestment by dairy producers
in their operations. However, we also know that our ability to modernize is effected greatly by
state and local environmental and land use regulations. For this reason, we were very pleased as
well last session when you enacted the state’s new Livestock Siting Statute. That law was
initiated by organizations motivated to strengthen the future for the Wisconsin livestock industry
by bringing greater uniformity and predictability to the government regulation of this industry.
WEC and its cooperative members were pleased to be an early and consistent supporter of the
legislation that became 2003 Wisconsin Act 235 and we were particularly heartened by the broad
cross section of agriculture and government policy-makers that were leading and supporting the
tegislative effort.



WFC again indicates our appreciation for the efforts you and other Wisconsin policy and
agriculture leaders are making to ensure that the rule does what was intended by Act 235. As you
may know, WFC submitted recommendations to DATCP in early April, 2005 on the proposed
rule and our letter raised some concerns regarding some of the proposed provisions. However we
were impressed with the willingness of DATCP leadership to make many positive changes to the
Rule in response to stakeholder input. Setback requirements, oder standards, runoff standards
and numerous other important aspects of the rule proposal were changed to acknowledge the
valued input of farmers who appeared in huge numbers at the public hearings. One of the most
important step in our view was the testing of the odor scoring at farms, both currently WPDES-
permitted and those volunteered by organizations. This resulted in rule changes that will help
assure that 90-percent or more of the farms that face siting approval obtain passing scores and
this change is vital to the future of our state’s dairy industry.

_Ot_hf;:r.- c;léénge$ we s_gp_po__ri _in__c'lu‘d_e :

' Providirig a positive scoring system, ; _
tion for facilities more than 2,500 feet from the nearest

v

v Allowing for the complete exemp
affected neighbors,

Crediting up to 30% for favorable wind direction,

Clarifying that an odor score may not be used as a nuisance standard,
Grandfathering existing structures for setback purposes,

Capping local setbacks, and

Allowing for credits for innovative practices not yet identified and guarantees local
approval for those who meet the standard.

SNENENENAN

* This Tast provision enhancement is key because the viability of our state’s dairy industry depends -

in large part on whether modernizing dairy producers believe they will participate ina
predictable review process that makes clear what is to be expected of them. This predictability
allows dairy producers to determine whether or not they can meet the necessary standards before
‘they invest their time and capital into the modernization project. This predi_ctab_ility will give
Wisconsin a significant advantage over other states in modernizing our dairy industry because
this predictability is missing in many other states. ' B -

The rule is not perfect and, yet, we caution the Committees to not let “perfect” be the enemy of
“good.” The proposed odor provisions have been little tested and need to be closely monitored to
ensure they are not acting to hinder, rather than to support, the modernization of a financially
healthy and environmentally friendly dairy industry. Moreover, we question the distinction in the
odor standard exemption based on the number of animal units for new and expanding operations.



Once again, WFC’s priority objective is to ensure Wisconsin maintains its status and reputation
as “America’s Dairyland” by creating an environment that encourages new and expanding
livestock operations. While we are aware that there are some who believe that the rule before
you falls short of attaining the goals spelled out in Act 235, we have not been convinced that the
rule referred to your commitiees wiil jeopardize positive siting decisions by existing or newly-
locating producers, nor will it endanger the valued and necessary investments in the dairy and
other livestock industries so necessary for a healthy livestock sector. We believe that the
Livestock Facility Siting Review Board (LFSRB) can play a key role when an “aggrieved” party
results from a siting decision outcome, although only experience will show how often this step is
utilized.

When the DATCP Board unanimously advanced the rule to the legislature, they added process
steps that are going to help ensure that their citizen board knows just what impact the rule is
having. We understand the rule will be monitored closely, including DATCP staff providing the
Board monthly activity reports on rule imiplementation. ‘We think this close monitoring is
necessary and desirable from everyone’s perspective. Furthermore, DATCP has committed to
odor tesearch and a vigorous {raining and outreach effort. We are confident these, along with
other steps, will ensure the rule follows the intent of Act 235.

WFC appreciates the hard work you and others have done to advocate for dairy and other
livestock industries and to advance legislation during the previous and existing legislative
sessions to strengthen Wisconsin’s diverse agricultural sector. We applaud your efforts and we
hope you too believe that “the best is yet to come” for Wisconsin's agriculture.

. Thank you for the opportunity to submit comments on behalf of the Wisconsin Federation of
- Gooperatives attoday’s hearitg, - | E LB



