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MADISON — The head of the state Senate Natural Resources 
Committee wants to make it easier to drill or replace so-called 
high-capacity water wells and head off stricter regulation in the 
future. 

Water pumping has become a hot issue in Wisconsin with large 
agricultural interests and food processors pushing back against 
further restrictions while environmental groups and lake property 
owners favor more rules for wells that draw 100,000 or more 
gallons of water a day. 

The conflict has come to a head in central Wisconsin where 
small streams and lakes, including the Little Plover River and 

Long Lake, have begun drying up. Groups representing large agricultural interests including potato, vegetable 
and cranberry growers, counter that further restricting water withdrawals would cut yields and drive them out of 
business. 

Sen. Neal Kedzie, R-Elkhorn, is sponsoring a measure that would limit the power of the state Department of 
Natural Resources when regulating high-capacity water wells. Senate Bill 302, introduced last week, was 
debated during a four-hour hearing Wednesday before Kedzie’s committee. Nine people spoke for the bill while 
15 spoke against it. 

The bill would: 
• Require the state DNR to approve or deny any high-capacity well permit application within 65 
business days. 
• Waive the requirement for a permit when a high-capacity well is replaced by another well within 75 
feet unless it would result in additional withdrawal of groundwater. 
• Bar additional restrictions beyond those currently in state law for where or whether a high-capacity 
well can be drilled. 
• Prohibit DNR from placing additional restrictions on any high-capacity replacement well beyond those 
governing the original well. 

 
Kedzie told the committee Wednesday that he introduced the bill to cement in place a package of regulations 
passed by the Legislature in 2003 in the wake of a controversial proposal in the late 1990s by international 
bottler Perrier to build a high-capacity well at the headwaters of an acclaimed trout stream. Those plans were 
later scuttled. 

The law, which was endorsed by agricultural and environmental groups alike, allowed DNR to protect trout 
streams and other important water resources from damage caused by pumping. 

But Kedzie said a 2011 Supreme Court ruling has created ambiguity about whether the DNR has broader 
authority to limit high-capacity wells to protect other waters of the state. He said he introduced the bill “to 
expressly limit the authority of the DNR” and “reaffirm the legislative intent” of the 2003 law. 

Nick George of the Midwest Food Processors Association said the bill “provides a level of certainty that the 
industry will be treated fairly and objectively by regulators.” 

But Todd Ambs, a former water division administrator for the DNR, urged the committee to reject the measure. 
Ambs said DNR staff should be allowed to limit pumping to protect nearby groundwater and surface water. 

“Why should we tie the hands of the science staff that we have entrusted to protect our natural resources?” 
Ambs said. 

Groups including the Wisconsin Farmers Union and Clean Wisconsin said the fact that lakes and streams are 
disappearing and some farmers’ wells are going dry means the existing law doesn’t work. 

In written testimony, Kara O’Connor, government relations director for the family-farm group, said, “Some 
have glibly suggested ... the farmer should simply ‘join the crowd’ and install his or her own high-capacity-
well. Setting aside the significant cost of such a proposal, Wisconsin Farmers Union does not believe that this 
‘arms race’ approach, with all farmers building increasingly bigger deeper wells, is a true solution.” 
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(22) Comments 
BReasonable - September 27, 2013 8:18 am  
C'mon now. Just play dumb about science, public resources, corrupt money influence in politics, fair 
play and respect for you neighbors -- the lobbyists have spoken! "Open for business" means Open For 
BUSINESS -- the residents of Wisconsin be damned! 
 
GodHeals - September 27, 2013 3:04 am  
Don't think it is not a problem when Business pushes their agenda without consideration of tomorrow 
and no one to stop their agenda? 
See:  
http://www.wisconsinwatch.org/projects/groundwater-concerns/ 
and 
http://gallery.usgs.gov/videos/732 
How is possible that republicans can be either so brain dead or so unethical, narrow minded, and short 
term thinkers? 
 
tasman - September 26, 2013 12:13 pm  
Don't forget that Madison pumped 10,656,235,000 gallons of water in 2012 - or an average of 
29,000,000 gallons per day - Lots more than an irrigation well. 
Being able to replace an existing well seems to a reasonable expectation.  
 
milton's fried man - September 26, 2013 6:42 pm  
It's a city of nearly a quarter million. Or hadn't you heard? 

 
 samster - September 26, 2013 11:28 am  

This will pass! This is typical to the repuucklican and Walkers agenda. Wake up folks, while you still 
have a unpolluted State with water! Another pathetic example.  
 
witness2012 - September 26, 2013 10:35 am  
Once again, almost no notice is given of this proposed change in policy, a hearing is announced on very 
short notice, and the vote will come soon. 
 
Short term business interests prevail and we, the citizens, and our precious resources will be hurt in the 
long term. 
 
Mr Mellow - September 26, 2013 9:40 am  
Two of the items Kedzie's proposed bill would put in place are: 

• Bar more restrictions beyond those currently in state law for where or whether a high-capacity 
well can be drilled. 
• Prohibit DNR from putting more restrictions on any high-capacity replacement well beyond 
those governing the original well. 

 
These will tie the DNR's hands in perpetuity. That's just the kind of thing campaign donors rush to get 
their politicians to pass when they fear losing their legislative majority. 

 
mzd - September 26, 2013 8:32 am  
How about requiring that high capacity wells that interfere with surface waters, municipal water 
supplies, or home wells be shut down? 
 
concerned_citizen - September 26, 2013 8:30 am  
maybe we'll find out 2 years from now that this is yet another "model legislation" from ALEC 
written by large corporations, for large corporations, introduced by large Republicans 
 
how much money did those corporate interests "donate" to these Republicans? well, with the state 
Attorney General, a Republican, fighting on behalf of Republican legislators so that they don't have to 
disclose through open records requests what they did at ALEC conferences....maybe we, the people, will 
never know? 
 
welcome to Wississippi. 
 
koala - September 26, 2013 8:00 am  
It's also disturbing that none of the environmental impacts of high-capacity water withdrawal is going to 
have on habitats and rare species are being considered. Why is science not allowed in the hall when 
policy is being debated? Right now, heavy withdrawals are threatening the only endangered plant 
species restricted to Wisconsin ... and the DNR is doing NOTHING about it. 
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Heavy withdrawals take water out of the system. In time, that can greatly lower water tables – increasing 
the cost to each of your neighbors pumping water for themselves – and can lower or eliminate ponds and 
lakes, and dry up wetlands. This, by the way, is the reason why the Great Lakes compact forbids export 
of water outside its watershed. Lake Michigan is already at record low levels (at least during historic 
times), caused by climate change. Where are the cumulative effects of heavy water withdrawals and 
climate change being considered in Wisconsin? Answer: NOWHERE. We have a see-no-evil, hear-no-
evil administration, and no one seems to care. 
 
Observer5 - September 26, 2013 8:43 am  
Who cares about the future - environment, humans, plants, and animals. There is money to be made 
NOW and that's all that really matters.  
 
Observer5 - September 26, 2013 8:35 am  
Well said 

 
badger313 - September 26, 2013 7:12 am  
Its disturbing that this debate seems to be occurring in the complete absence of any actual scientific 
input on how increased pumping might affect the future availability of fresh water. Deep aquifers are a 
finite resource, and are already being depleted at alarming rates in some areas. 
 
davea - September 26, 2013 8:36 am  
Plus –  
• Bar more restrictions beyond those currently in state law for where or whether a high-capacity well can 
be drilled. 
 
So, if a well is proved to be doing damage in the future, "Too bad for you"! 
 
number6 - September 26, 2013 5:41 am  
For those looking for certainty, I give you this: if we utilize a resource more quickly than than it can be 
replenished, the supply will diminish. That is certain.  
 
concerned_citizen - September 25, 2013 9:12 pm  
Wisconsin is open for BUSINESS 
not for people 
 
River - September 25, 2013 9:11 pm  
Another example of republicans just not giving a crap about Wisconsin.  
 
davea - September 26, 2013 8:07 am  
SO TRUE!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!!! 

 
PatrickL - September 25, 2013 8:01 pm  
This is a bill that may not get a lot of press statewide, but could potentially affect every citizen of 
Wisconsin. We have to look at the language in this bill and the impact it will have on our most important 
natural resource. Non-brackish water. The Great Lakes region has an abundance of potable water that 
other states and nations covet. They along with big business will be lining up for a piece of our sweet 
water pie. The bill is part of the 1% plan to make as much money, as fast as they can, and then let 
someone else deal with the consequences. The consequences unfortunately will be lower water tables, 
lower property values, fewer recreation areas and higher water bills. In a state that prides/promotes itself 
as a tourist destination, we should start planning how we will continue to do it - without water. 
 
JUST US - September 25, 2013 7:37 pm  
Seems like every time the Republican majority legislates "CERTAINTY" into a new law the 
environment pays a price. The mining bill was developed to grant "CERTAINTY" into the process of 
securing a mining permit. The result was a bill that declared harm to the environment was necessary and 
"CERTAIN" to occur. Even though this bill is opposed by most land owners with private wells or those 
near streams and lakes.....it is "CERTAIN" to be passed by the Republican majority. Resources are for 
sale in Wisconsin to the highest bidder. 
 
GodHeals - September 25, 2013 9:38 pm  
Check out this loser politician’s science background. Seriously, while you are at it, check out the high 
school educated ONLY appointed WDNR head (via dropout Scott Walker) with only school science C- 
grades and Real Estate Development background with her leader, her husband, and her hatred of the 
WDNR in documented, google her before 2010 on WDNR, Cathy Steppe. 
 
You want pre-college policies. Join Cathy Steppe and eat some fast food and kill more animals for the 
fun of it.  
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