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A Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources emergency rule change that opponents say would decrease 
environmental protections is causing concern. 

NR 150 establishes Wisconsin's policies for environmental analysis and review procedures, and state officials 
revised the rule in April, said David Siebert, director of the DNR Bureau of Environmental Analysis and 
Sustainability. Whenever the Legislature passes a major law, it takes some "trailer legislation" to clean it up, 
Siebert said. 

"In a couple spots, the new language was not very clear;" he said. 

DNR officials created an emergency rule to help clarify some of the language, but the rule doesn't change 
anything in NR 150, Siebert said. 

However, some municipal and county officials, as well an environmental group, say the emergency rule does 
indeed change NR 150 and will allow the DNR to ignore public concerns and not require environmental impact 
statements when considering permits for such things as concentrated animal feeding operations. 

In a letter to the Wisconsin Natural Resources Board, Midwest Environmental Advocates, an environmental 
group opposing the emergency rule, says it adds to the list of DNR actions that do not require an environmental 
analysis. 

One of the things that really caught the attention of environmentalists is the change that classifies concentrated 
animal feeding operations, known as CAFOs, as minor issues that won't require an environmental impact 
statement or public input, said Bruce Dimick, a member of Protect Wood County and its neighbors. 

"I think this, very largely, came about because of the fact the town of Saratoga pushed the people at the DNR 
very hard to compile and demand an environmental impact report from the Wysocki organization," Dimick said. 

Protect Wood County and Its Neighbors was formed after the Wysocki Family of Cos. announced plans to build 
a large-scale dairy, called Golden Sands, in Saratoga. The initial dairy proposal includes 4,000 milking and dry 
cows, 300 heifers and 1,000 calves, for a total of 5,300 animals. Plans also call for about 6,400 acres of crops. 
The initial plan included 49 high-capacity wells, although that number has been cut back to 39. 

DNR staff members currently are analyzing the environmental impact statement created by the Wysocki Family 
of Cos. for the proposed Saratoga dairy. 

The Protect Wood County and Its Neighbors group wants Wood County officials to approve a resolution 
opposing the state's emergency rule, which is scheduled to go into effect toward the end of March, Dimick said. 
Eau Claire approved a resolution opposing the rule Jan. 28, Dimick said. 

"The key points are the public is excluded from getting involved in the debate," Dimick said. 

The concern about the emergency rule is that it categorizes as minor the potential impact of some things, like 
the large-scale dairies, and it eliminates the possibility of appealing decisions, said Nancy Eggleston, Wood 
County Health Department environmental health supervisor. But it's not just the CAFOs, Eggleston said. It puts 
many things in the minor category, taking away an environmental analysis. 

The emergency rule was proposed because businesses were moving proposed developments to other states, 
Wood County Board Chairman Lance Pliml said. The permitting process in Wisconsin was sometimes taking 
years, and Wisconsin was losing jobs, Pliml said. The emergency rule wasn't aimed at CAFOs. 

DNR officials have done environmental impact statements for some CAFOs but not others, Siebert said. Some 
CAFOS always have been and continue to be minor operations, he said. The emergency rule doesn't change 
anything in that regard, Siebert said. 

The thing people need to understand is that NR 150 is about information, Siebert said. It is about the 
requirements for what information the DNR needs to prepare for any actions, he said. 

If people don't like what is happening with NR 150, they need to concentrate on the permanent changes, not the 
emergency rule, Siebert said. There will be a public hearing on the permanent changes in April, and a summary 
of all the comments will go to the Natural Resources Board in May, Siebert said. That is where people and 
governments should address their comments, he said 


