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~=oyect Titie: Agency or Governmaent angd Address:
zLhequamegon Bay/Kakagon SIough ‘ .| Bad River Band of Lake Superior
Walleye Assessment E - Chippewa Indians °*

- P.0. Box 39
e Bunnor: el (7] o Odanah, WI 54861
m-c: Tyos: _ Princigai Staff Contact; ‘ ‘ Teieghone Number

* o Fred VandaVenter, Fisheries Bio{ 715/682-9119
i G & ' Parson authorized 1o receive funas: Teiepnione Number
Imarave SCA armiwnent SCA ' v Joe Corbine. Tribal Chairman 715/682-4212

Signature of Perscn suthorized 10 receive funds:

{1 oemaonseration
« [T ome: _Great Lakes” eommerc1a1 F1sher1es

o D imglamant State Lave

TERIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTICN: ’

"‘Lonaervatlon enforcement without conservation planning and scientific direction runs the
-risk of being regulation without rationale. To date little is known about Chequamegon
Bay/Kakagen Slough migratory Walleye populetlons thereby making regulation of this re-

—_source a fragmented effort. The Band is proposing to use a system of creel census, Fin

— Clip Surveys, and Scale Sampling -Techniques to analyze thls resource.

ZIWHAT DJ YOU WANT TH_E PROJE_CT TO ACCOMALISH (MAJCR OBJEC‘!‘IVE_SL? '
: :bﬂetermine ngrauonal patterns of Walleye in the Chequamegon Bay/Kakagon System.
Develop & scientific data base to assess Aalleye populatlon levels in the Chequamagon .

-4 Bay/Kakagon System.
Improve the cooperative efforts among Trlbal f1shermen and sports fishermen through

C.
educational workshops.

w WHATW!LL SE THE =F‘ECZFIC END PRCDUCTS OF THE PROJECT? '
Formalized recommendations to both Tribal and State Governments to protecn the Chequamegen

Bay/Kakagon Sloughs Walleye populat1on.

i

-

HOW WILL THE PRQOJIECT IMPROVE MAN_AGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'S COAST?

. 1. Assess important regional fishing resources.

~ 2. Create an information base that will be available to form a scientific basis for
) intergovernmental agreement. ‘ _ .

. 3. Reduce sport/commercial fishing conflict.

o

£

TOTAL COST $ 38,433 oo .

BUOGET SUMMARY:




ADDENDUM

For WCMP Staff Use

Wisconsin Coastal Management Program WCMP Praject Nambar-

Progress Repori Date Received:

'-cm 4(5/80)

Submit this Progress Report to:  Wisconsin Dept. of Administration
Qffice of Coastal Management
101 S. Webster Street, 7th Floor
Madison, Wi 853702

Project Title: Purchase Order Number:
Chequamegon Bay/Kakagon Slough Walleye
v ADE-00176
Assessment
Project Duration in MONTHS: Report Period From: To:
12 (12) months 10/1/84 12/31/84
Project Type (Check one or more): CMP funds spent to date: % of budgeted funds:
Great Lakes Commercial Fisheries 5, 805,79 58%
O improve SCA Management SCA Number Match s;ent tozdate: % of budgeted funds
[ implement State Law _4 » 204. O 427
{0 CEIP (Coastal Energy Impact Praject} Signature of project manager:
O pemonstration q'C\ _\) Ml\) QAAS ;

1. Objectives of Project (as contracted):

Major Objectives

1. Completion of a walleye stock assessment.
2. Development of migrational patterns and data to compare with surveys and
historical data.

3. Improve cooperation efforts among both Tribal fishermen and Sportsfishermen
. through education workshops.
Scopes: Data Collection Methodologies:

1. C.P.E.
2. Mark and Recapture

In either methodology the fish will be examined and various parameters analyzed.

2. Thoroughly discuss progress made toward accomplishing objectives during this reporting period:

The purchase of a boat, motor, and trailer was one, but not the only activity to date.
Upon the hiring of a Fisheries Technician on October 15, the Technician received train-
ing on various techniques to obtain samples and necessary data for the up-coming walleye
assessment field season. The Technician was also directed to conduct an inventory of
equipment and equipment needs. This was not done to simply inventory equipment at the
hatchery. We did not, however, want to duplicate equipment already possessed. The Tech-
nician ordered the equipment needed. Some of our major purchases will include portable
incubation units known as "Big Redds" and an air compressor, needed for incubation unit
operation.

The Technician then received training in scale sample analysis from the Tribal Biologist.,
bcale samples from walleye from the previous year's collection were examined. The Tech-
nician was instructed as to the procedure of data entry into a computer system. This is
for statistical analysis, not simply data retrieval. A statistical analysis report and
comparison to available historical data is pending.



o 2. Progress -cont'd:

= A workplan was developed to encompass Objectives #1 and #2 (walleye stock assessment and
—— migrational patterns). Methodologies are also described (see Attachment A; Workplan:
::’zgging Study). Also enclosed is a sample of the type of jaw tag to be utilized in the
—— tagging operation.

= In addition, on Objective #3, the Tribal Biologist and Coastal Zone Technician met with
= State and Red Cliff biologists to determine informational needs from each agency, and set
= up a system of sharing pertinent data on the walleye and other fisheries resources of

= Chequamegon Bay and Lake Superior.

4. Impact thus far, if any, of the project on the shoreline, coastal resources, or coastal residents:

Slgnye of person thorWo receive funds: / /
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. ATTACHMENT A

Work Plan: Tagging Study

Introduction

The Bad River Fishery Department has maintained a walleye
hatchery on the Kakagon River for the past mnine years. Hatchery
personnel use fyke and gill nets to capture walleye moving into
the Kakagon Slough and up the river to spawn. Following capture,
mature fish are spawned, eggs fertilized, held in hatchery jars,
and eventually released back into the Kakagon River as fry. 1In
1985 the hatchery operation will begin using two l-acre rearing
ponds to raise fry to the fingerling stage. Fish stocked as 2-3"
fingerlings should have a better chance for survival than recently
hatched fry.

Tagging Study

Another project that has been developed for 1985 is a walleye
tagging study. All walleye captured du;ing spawning operations
will receive a jaw tag and be released after spawn is removed.
Objectives of the study are:

. 1) to determine movement and distribution of tagged fish.

2) to develop a system for collecting biological data from
fish netted during hatchery operations.

3) to determine catch rates for‘fyke and gill nets during
a walleye spawning run.

4) to determine population characteristics (number, mortality,
growth, age structure) of walleye spawning in the Kakagon
River.

Methods

Spawning walleye will be taken with fyke and gill nets. A
total of 6-8 fyke nets and 6-8. gill nets will be checked for net
characteristics (i.e. mesh, hanging ratio), marked with an identi-
fying number, and fished daily beginning at "ice out". Fyke nets
will be checked once each morning while gill nets will be lifted
daily at approximately 12 hour intervals. A catch form will be
filled out each time a net is checked and the following informa-
tion recorded for all walleye: length, weight, sex, girth, tag
number, scale envelope number, and recapture number. Species and



number of fish caught incidentally will also be recorded, as
well as gear type, date and location of set.

Walleye will be marked with a metal jaw tag which will be
inscribed with an individual tag number, the name "Bad River,"
and the word "Reward". All immature walleye will be released
following tagging; the larger, mature fish will be released
after spawn is collected.

A reward/lottery system has been planned to provide
incentive for sport and commercial fishermen to return tags.
Each returned tag will be worth $1.00 and the tag placed in a
jar. At the end of the year (around December 15) three tags
will be drawn and prizes of $50, $75 and $100 awarded. Posters
explaining the objectives of the study, the reward system, and
the information needed will be developed and distributed to
select businesses in communities surrounding Chequamegon Bay.
In addition newspaper articles explaining the study will be
published.

Following the recapture period, walleye numbers will be
estimated and characteristics of the spawning stock described
(i.e. sex ratio, age structure, growth rate). Tagging of
spawning walleye should continue during Spring in 1986 and 1987.
With fish tagged for three consecutive years and with recaptures
during two successive spawning seasons (1986 & 87), more extensive
statistics describing the walleye population (i.e. total mor-
tality, annual variation in numbers) can be made.



CATCH FORM

DATE TIME NET LIFTED
LOCATION WATER TEMP.

GEAR TYPE (check proper square)

FYKE NET GILL NET
1 E 5 7 12 14 16 18
11 13 15 17 32 [ 34| 36 38
52 54 56 [ 58]

CREW

Walleve information only:
Scale recapture

Length Weight Girth Tag envelop Tag
(centimeters) (pounds) Sex (centimeters) Number Number Number
»
Species Total Number Species Total Number

Incidental
Catch
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‘mit this Progress Report to:  Wisconsin Dept. of Administration

Office of Coastal Management
101 S. Webster Straet, 7th Floor
Madison, Wi 53702

Project Title: Purchase Order Number:
Chequamegon Bay/Kakagon Slough Walleye ADE-00176
Assessment
Project Duration in MONTHS: Report Period From: To:
Twelve (12) months 12/31/84 4/5/85
Project Type (Check one or more): CMP funds spent to date: % of budgeted funds:
Great Lakes Commercial Fisheries 58%

O improve SCA Management SCA Number Match spent to date: % of budgeted funds

O implement State Law < 427
O CEIP (Coastal Energy Impact Project) ‘gnature o Omwu man

F.A. Vande Venter

O Demonstration isher ies Biologist

1. Objactives of Project (as contracted):

Major Objectives:

1. Completion of a walleye population assessment.
2. Development of movement and distribution pattern for comparisons with historical
x. data.

3. Improve cooperation efforts among various user groups through educational workshops.

.Scopes: Data Collection Methodologies:

1. C.P.E.
2. Mark and Recapture

In either methodology; the fish will be examined and various parameters examined

2. Thoroughly discuss progress made toward accomplishing objectives during this reporting period:

Further preparations have been made for the spring spawning run, which is anticipated in
mid-April. As for work in the field, the Fisheries Technician, with the assistance of the
Bad River Fish Hatchery Crew, has constructed twelve (12) nets in which to capture walleye
for the tagging operation. Various aspects of the gear, such as hanging ratio, mesh sizes,
length, and depth, have been observed and recorded. The nets have been numbered and marked,

as complete and correct data collection is one of the most important aspects of the operation.

A test net has been set in the Kakagon Sloughs to observe piscatory activity. To date, male
northern pike have moved into the Sloughs, a preliminary to northern pike spawning. The fe-
males will follow shortly (as the water temperature now is approximately 35°F). Shortly af-
ter the pike spawn, mature adult walleye will enter the Sloughs (as the water temperature
approaches 42°F) to spawn. Boat, motor, nets, and equipment, are all prepared in anticip-
ation of the run. Jaw-tags have arrived and the Technician has been instructed as to their
application. The Technician has been orientated to all aspects of the operation, with com-
plete and correct data collection as the major focal point.

A revised workplan and reporting forms have been prepared and are attached to this report.
The workplan explains in detail the field operation and data retrieval (reward/lottery) svs-



-tem. Also attached is a draft copy of the proposed poster to advertise the study. The pos-
ter is in the process of revision and a final version will be available in several days. The
‘oster will be displayed throughout the Chequamegon Bay area.

Also attached is a copy of a Notice of Intent to Apply for Project Funds sent to Jayson
Chung, WCMP on March 13, 1985. It was sent Express Mail and should have reached him by
the March 15th deadline.

4. impact thus far, if any, of the project on the shoreline, coastal resourceas, or coastal residents:

. None to date.

SignaLure of person authozized 17 receive funds ,
e e e e e — ,_\_,d..ﬁ;a"-_:_-_g____L,...;.': haTEEN _‘_:._..__‘L\_ - ..___‘[_ j _‘_Ji._'."’-



WORK PLAN: KAKAGON RIVER TAGBING STUDY
INTRODUCTION

The Bad River Fishery Department (BRFD) has mairtazaired a
walleye hatchery on the Kakagon river since 1375. Hatchery
perscrmel use fyke and gill nets to capture walleye moving from
Chequamegon Bay intc the Kakagonm river to spawn. Following
capture mature fish are spawned, eggs are fertilized and placed
in hatchery jars. Eventually walleye are released back into the
river as fry. In 1985 two l-acre rearing ponds will be used %o
raise fry to the fingerlinmg stape. Fish stocked ags 2-4"
fingerlings should have a better chance for survival than
recently hatched fry.

In addition to regular hatchery duties for 1985, ERFD
emplayees will participate in a study to tag all walleye captured
during Spring netting. This study has been developed by
biologists with the Breat Lakes Fish and Wildlife commissicon
(GLIFWC) and BRFD. Objectives of the study are:

1. to determine movement and distribution of tagped fish;j

2. to determine population characteristics (number,
mortality, age structure, growth) of walleye spawning in the
Kakagon rivers

3. to develop a system to collect statistical data on retted
fish for describing and reporting arnual hatchery catchg

4. to determine catch rates, selectivity, mortality, and
biclogical characteristics (length, sex, weight, girth) of
walleye caught in varicus mesh gill rets.

The last objective describes inmformation of irmterest to
GLIFWC binlogists, These data may be useful in further
calibrating a Walleye Population Model (Busiahw and Poff, in
prep) which has been develaped, in part, to predict the impact of
gill metting om walleye populations.

METHOD

Spawning walleye will ke taker with fyke and gill nets. R
total of 6-8 fyke viets and 18-18 gill nete will be checked for
net characteristics (mesh, hanging ratic, depth, length), and
marked with arn identificaticm number, Nets will be fished daily
ivn the Kakagor river begivming around "ice ocut'. Fyke rnets will
be checked ocrece each morning while pill rnete will be l1ifted at
anpiroximately 18 houwr intervals (7 AM and 7 PM). A Catch Form

-

wi it ke Filled cut each time a wet is checked arnd the Fallawing



information recorded: length, girth, sex, weight, tag rnumber,
scale envelope rumber, gear, net rnumber, date, location of set,
and species and rumber of fish caught irncidentally. Scale
samples will be collected for all walleyej; a dorsal spire will be
removed from all walleye ocver 15",

All live walleye will be marked with a metal jaw tag which
will be inscribed with an individual tag wnumber, the rame "Bad
River", and the word "Reward”. All immature fish will be
released following tagging. Matwre fish will be trarnsferred to
holding cages rnear the hatchery and held until ripe. If & fish
dies ir a holding cage, either pricr to or after spawn take, the
tag rnumber must be recorded onm a Hatchery Record Farm. In
additiorn, the tag rumber of all fish that are spawned ard released
must be recorded o this same form. A rew form should be filled
cut daily. Rll fish whose tag riumber is rot listed orn the Hatchery
Record Form will be considered "mot weleased'.

A reward/lottery system has beern plarved to provide
incentive for sport amd commercial fishermern to return tags.

Each tag will be worth £3.28. All retwrned tags will be

placed in a jar. At the 8snd of the fishing season {(around
December 18) three tags will be drawn and prizes of $5@, $75, and
$122 awarded. Posters explaining the abjectives of the study,
the reward system, and the information reeded for tagged fish,
will be developed and distributed to select busiresses in
communities surrounding Chegquamegor Bay. In addition, rewspaper
articles pxplalnlﬁg the study will be published pericdically.
HSelect bait shops will be contacted and asked to accept tags from
angler caught fish,

DATA ANALYSIS

Btatistical and biclogical characteristics of the Spring
catech will be stored on the GLIFWC computer. Dorsal spive and
scale samples will be aged by ERFD persannel. Number, length,
weight, sex, girth, mortality, arnd age of walleye will be
descoribed. Catch rate and selectivity of gill rets will be
determined.

Following the recapture period, walleye numbers will be
estimated and characteristics of the spawning stocok described
{sex ratio, age structure, growth rate). Taggivng of spawning
walleye should continue durinmg Sprivng iw 1986 and 1287. With
fish tagged for three covigecutive years and with recaptures
dusing two successive spawning seasons (1986 & 1387), more
grtensive statistics describing the walleve populaticon (total
mortality, armmcal veriatior in rnumbers) will be determined.

PERSONNEL AND EQUIPMENT

Persormnel assigned to the Rad River Hatchery will zet rets
anc collect all data. £ person =Sould be apnointed to review catch



forms daily; collection of biological data must be accurate and
comsistent. Another person should be in charge of ensuring that
the Hatchery Record Form is filled out properly each day. All
tagged fish must be accounted foorr.

Fish tags, posters describing the study, and fundinmg for the
reward/lottery system are the responmsibility of the EBRFD. GLIFWC
perscormel will assist in developing the poster for the
reward/lottery system, in describing and marking all rets and
will provide training in collecting data, measurirg fish, and
fastening tags. BLIFWC biamlogists will alsc assist in data
arnalysis and report preparation. A Summary Report should be
drafted by September ! with a Final Report completed by November
1, 138%5.

Prepared by: Neil Kmiecik
Revised: 3/8R/8%5



CATCH FORM

DATE TIME NET LIFTED
LOCATION WATER TEMP.

GEAR TYPE (check proper square)

FYKE NET GILL NET
1 31 5 7 12 14 16 18
11 13 15 .—;;— 32 34— 36 38
52 54 56 T;;_

CREW

» Walleye information only:

Scale Recapture
Length Girth Weight Tag envelope Tag
(centimeters) (pounds) Sex Number Number Number
. Species Total Number Species Total Number

Catch

Incidental




DATE Page Number

NAME

HATCHERY REPORT FORM

______________ MALE FEMALE YES NC YES NG
________________ MALE FEMALE YES NO YES NO
______________ MALE FEMALE YES NO YES NO
— MALE FEMALE YES NO YES NO
- _ MALE FEMALE |  YES NO YES NO
_______________ MALE FEMALE YES NO YES NO
MALE FEMALE YES NO YES NO

- MALE FEMALE YES NO YES NO
MALE FEMALE YES NO YES NO

MALE 5., FEMALE YES NO YES NO

MALE '“FEMALE '~ YES NO YES NO

- MALE FEMALE YES NO YES NO
MALE FEMALE YES NQ YES NO

MALE FEMALE YES NO YES NO

_ MALE FEMALE YES NG YES NO
_______________ MALE FEMALE YES NO YES NO
______________ MALE FEMALE YES NO YES NGO
_______________ MALE FEMALE YES NO YES NO
MALE FEMALE YES NO YES NO

o o o e i Dot A i e P S S

_____________ — e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e s s e e e i e e e e e

INSTRUCTIONS: A separate form must be filled ocut each day.
Enter the tag rumber and circle the correct answers for all Ffish
kept at the hatchery. Information must be recorded for all fish
that are spawred and released, for all fish that die either
before or after spawning, arnd for all fish that are kept.



IDISCONSIN COASTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
Notice of Intent to Apply for Project Funds

» Agency or Government and Address: Project Title:

BAD RIVER BAND OF LAKE SUPERIOR HATCHERY MODERNIZATION

CHIPPEWA INDIANS

P.0. BOX 39 Principal Contact and Phone Number:

ODANAH, WI 54861 JOE CORBINE, TRIBAL CHAIRMAN
(715) 682-4212

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The Bad River Band has operated a fish hatchery since 1975 and planted
19,771,000 walleye fry into the Bad River and Kakagon Sloughs. Un-

fortunately, the hatchery's obsolete belljar method restricts survival
rates to 20%.

To increase the Band's restocking efforts, three (3) new rearing ponds
have been constructed thereby expanding the hatchery's capacity from
raising fry to fingerlings. The Band is requesting Coastal Zone funds
to install a new air compression system which yields survivial rates
of 85%. The system has been installed on the Leech Lake Reservation
and proven highly successful to date. By installing an air compress-
ion (five "Big Redds", one air compressor) system and extending the
hatchery building, the Tribe can increase the number of walleye fry
hatched from 7.25 million to 17 million fry annually.

ESTIMATED COST OF PROJECT:  $55,000.00 WCMP PORTION: $25,000.00

WILL THE PROJECT ADDRESS A WCMP PRIORITY AREA? WHICH AREA(S) 7

PROTECTION OF NATURAL AREAS - WALLEYE POPULATIONS OF THE KAKAGON
AND BAD RIVER SLOUGHS

WHAT ARE THE MAJOR OBJECTIVES OF THIS PROJECT, AND HOW WILL THE PROJECT IMPROVE
MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'S COAST?

The major objective of this project is to protect and enhance the
walleye and northern pike populations of the Bad River and Kakagon
Sloughs. and Chequamegon Bay. Modernization of the Bad River Hatchery
will increase walleye restocking efforts by 42% annually.

This notice of intent should be completed and returned by 15 March 1985 to:
Jayson Chung, Wisconsin Coastal Management Program, Department of Administration,

Post Office Box 7864, Madison, Wisconsin 53707; (608)267-7982. This is not a formal
project application. :



-~ PROJECT TITLE:
EONTRACTOR:

..~ PROJECT MANABER:

~.

TTTCURRENT 45 OF:

CATAGERY -

Chequaaeqon Bay/Kakagon Slaugh Valley

Bad River Chippesa Indians
Frad Vande Yenter

?.0, Box 39

Odanak, HI 54851

{7830 482-9119

#PR 72 83

CONTRACT HUMBER: 83004-B51.1
PURCHASE QRDER NO: ADE-00176
PROJECT HUMBER:  144-726

PROG. REPORT DUE: JUL 3 BR
FINAL REPORT DUE: SERT 5 83

INVDIEE  YID RUDBET  YTD/BUDBET
REIMBURSIBLE COSTS
L, PERSONNEL 2740.00 11094.88 {157534.00 0.79
1. FRIKSES 301,48 1569.8F 2835.00 033 -
3, CONTRACTS 0,00 0.00 9.90
4. EBUIPHENT 400,00 11195.00 039
3, SUPPLIES 139,38 220,00 - 0.04
&, TRAVEL 300,00 500,00 .09
7, PRINTING 0.72 120 400,00 .00
3. OTHER 30000 300.00 t.0q
?’YH.I}IRES 127425 3013.00 4.58
SUBTOTALS 3202.20 20929.56 3343300 0.54

CiP REIMBURSEMENT: (892.08 12139.14

... LOCAL RATCH:

1370.12 8790.42




—disconsin Coastal fcnagement Program For WCMP Sttt Ua

p e ‘- . ._- | Project Humper: ;/.
“roject Summary e gi/

=DLMZ {Aev. 12/79) . - R e
PR APR 16 1984
oyey Title: Agency or Government ang Acdrea: N
- Specific Site Design Mayor James Mattson
= Washburn Fisherman's Park _ City of Washburn '
=zSject Dursuan: : — . 119 Washington Avenue
- . manths : Washburn, Wisconsin 54891
. =royect Type: . Princips! Statf Contact: ‘{ Teisanane Numper -
- , e Mayor James Mattson . 1-715-373-5440 -
Yag ~ Dyhlic Ar~ragaPerion tuthonzsd o receve funas: Tetechone Number
g ::::;c: M‘“::“m Sca # Mayor James Mattson 1-715-373~-5440
— 1 tate . -
. [J Damorsration .. L |Siensture of Peas-eatiorizad 1o secaive funds:
< - R N . - ——— -
— = Qther: . ! Sy s ™
“=AIEF PROJECT DE.‘.‘C'—? 1PTION: Sl / :
:=The City of Weshburn has completed a Co aensrve~?{an, A Waterfront Master Plan and has

—successfully implemented a Harbor/Marina which resulted from that effort. The major re-
—waining item is Fishermen's Park, which is located on a waterfront ple: adjacent to the
:ﬁ!arzna/Harbor pro;ect ~ < :

- . et

ZHWHAT DO YOU WANT THE PROJECT TO ACCOMPLISH (MAJOR O8JECTIVESI?

— Major Objective is to provide improved public access to Leke Superior and to provide
— aate recreatlon space along the Chequamegon Bay Shoreline for res;depts and visitors
s.._,_ke -

:iznvide for complete implementation of the Waterfront Master Plan..

TMHAT WILL 3E€ THE SPECIFIC END PHGOUC’TS QF THE PROJECT?

—Preparation of spec1f1c deszgn plans and preparation of constructlon draw1ngs for FISH-
ZERMAN'S °ark. - : :

—Submission of construction plans and drawings to LAWCON or other approprlate sources of
—assistance. - :

:'"...onstruction of FISHERMEN'S PARK.

MOW WILL THE PRCIECT IMPROVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'S COAST:

—Approval of this proposal will result in increased public access to Lake Superior. The
—park will increase people's appreciation of Chequamegon Bay and its scenic resource.
—Many individuals who cannot afford a hoat capable of sailing on Lake Superior will have
—the opportunity to share in its scenic quality in a highly developed environment.

g

3
%aunce'r SUMMARY: A ~ toTaLcosts __7,150.00
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Wisconsin Coastal Management Program WP Prowet Numier .
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Progress Report o

AD-CM 4(5/80)

‘ Subrmit this Progress Report to:  Wisconsin Dept. of Administration
Qffica of Cosstal Management

101 S. Webster Street, 7th Floor
Madison, Wl 53702

— Purchasa Order Number:
Title: s e . .
Proect T8 gnecific Site Design ADE-00177
Washburn Fishermen's Park
Project Duration in MONTHS: Report Period From: To:
Six January 1, 1985 April 15, 1985
Project Type (Check ane or moral: CMP funds spent 1o date: % of budgeted funds:
$4635.30 . 99.7%
. Match spent to date: % of budgsted funds
EXimprove SCA Manzgement SCA Number_Public Access $2495.93 99.,7%
0 Imptament State Law

Signature af project manager:
O CEIP {Coastal Energy Impact Projecs)

(0 0amenztestion James Mattson, Mayor

1. Obijectives of Project (as contracted):

-~ The major objective is to provide improved public access to Lake Superior and to

provide adequate recreation space along the Chequamegon Bay shoreline for
residents and visitors alike.

- Provide for complete implementation of the Waterfront Master Plan.

?. Tharoughly discuss progress made toward accomplishing objectives during this reporting period:
The City Plan Commission, Park Board and City Council have approved the
design alternative and phasing plan. The City will attemnt to secure funds

to construct the project. Because of costs the project is divided into
phases.

This is the final progress report.

Five copies of the Project Report and the approved design alternative
are being forwarded under separate cover.



3.

Problems/Concerns {Issues, project, or edministrative cances ns}:

None

a.

fmpact thus far, it anyfol the projact on the shoreline, coastal resources, ar coastal residents:

The City and its residents consider completing the construction
of Fishermen's Park a high and important priority.

The City will seek financing for the project from state and federal -
gsources as funds may become available.

This effort has had a positive and constructive effect
on our Community.

Signature of person authorized to receive funds:




=“PROJECT TITLE:

" CONTRACTOR: Lity of Washburn

0JECT MANAGER: Dennis Yan Hoof
201 Second 5t.
fishland, WI 54806
{715} 682-2393

~_CURRENT 45 OF:  FEB 14 83

Hashhﬁm Fi sheman’é Park Specific Site Desion

CONTRACT HUMBER: B85004-831.2
PURCHASE ORDER NO: ADE-00177
PROJECT HUMBER:  146-724

PROG. REPORT DUE:
FINAL REPOGRT BUE: JUNE 3 83

~ EATERORY INVOICE YT  BUDBET  YTD/BUDGET
T -REINBURSABLE COSTS
" 1. PERGONNEL 10,00 .00
"Z. FRINGES 9.00 0.90
~ 3. COWIRACTS 441,90 T131.23 F150.00 140
4. EQUIPHENT 000 : 0.00 -~
5. SUPPLIES 9.00 - &0
&, TRAVEL 0.00 ~ 0.00
“7. PRINTING 0.80 0.00
8. DTHER .00 ¢.00
9. INDIRECT , 0.00 0.00
130,00 £.00

" .TQTN.S 4190 THLZ

— EMP REINBURSEMENT: 3337.24 4633.30
LOCAL HATCH: 190447 2493.93
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-sv’lsccnsm Coastal M. nagemeni Program z For WoMR S Ui %

' ' « faject Numoer: Yj,/
~roject 5ummcry N T 2

N - R 16 100

\ermsmrertssamssen.

‘ﬂlm Title: Agency ar Government ang Au.crca
Waterfront Management Plan: - Rorthwest Regional Planning Commissi
~_The Town of Port Wing, Clover ahd Bell ! B g g mission
302 Walnut St. b . .

= Bayfield County, Wisconsin Spooner, WI 54301

~==zaject Durstion:

- . Trralira ° manthe
~rroject Type: Princips! Statt Contact! Telsphcne Numper
_ Mark Mueller, Ex. Director 715-635-2197
= S ) h funas: Teisghone Numper
= U Imgrove SCA Managament SCA # n suthonzad™a riceve '

O imgienant State Law N . 715-635-2197
-~ [0 Demanserstion : .. -, | Signaturs af Person suthonized to iu?/d ; . _

— C oten , , o
"==RIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION: ;7 .
—Prepare a waterfront management plan for three south shore coastal towns: Port Wing,

z—Herbster and Cornucopia. Each of these three communities have extensive shoreline areas
=-that could be community assets but are underutilized. Unique environmental areas; boreal
::forests, slough and shoreline standstone cliffs need to be preserved and protected while’
—numerous opportunities exist in less sensitive areas for increased public recreational
—use, commercial and residential development. -

TWHAT DO YOU WANT THE PROJECT TO ACCOMPLISH {MAJOR OBJECTIVES!? } ,
= Identification of environmentally sansitive areas and public use areas.
entification of unique historical-cultural resources of the waterfronts.
wmprove management and use of the 20 miles of shoreline within the three towns.
Enhance the economy and well being of town and shoreline residents by 1mprov1ng utlllzatlon
of unique resources in an environmentally semsitive manner.
-~ Prepare site development plans for commercial-recreational use of the waterfront.
= Allow for preservation of unique environmental features.

A u{ts

EWHAT WILL BE THE SPECIFIC END PRODUCTS OF THE PROJECT?

=The project will result in a Town management guide which will 1nc1ude analysis of previous
—waterfront and shoreline economic activity. At a minimum, the implementation section will
—include specific vecommendations for waterfront improvements which will assist economic
—development and activity. The implementation section will also include recommendations
—for specific site improvements at each marina as well as landuses which surround it.

= Changes and improvements in local regulatory ordinances will be recommended, if appropriate.

TMOW WILL THE PROJECT IMPROVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'S COAST?:

—The management of 20 miles of Lake Superior shoreline will improve. Economic activity may
—4{ncrease for local residents when passive tourism activiteis are implemented. At the same
—time unique environmental resources will be properly managed and proected.

- S

$19,230

{BUDGET SUMMARY- ) TQTAL COSTS




For WCMP Staff Usa
Wisconsin Coastal Management Program WCMP Project Number:

) Progress Report B s

AD-CM 4(5/80)

Submit this Progress Report to:  Wisconsin Dept. of Administration
Office of Coastal Managament
101 S. Webster Street, 7th Floor
Madison, WI 53702

Project Title: Purchase Order Number:

Waterfront Management Plan: The Towns
of Port Wing, Clover and Bell: Bayfield

Connty i ADE-00178

Project Duration in MONTHS: Report Period From: To:
12 1/1/85 3/31/85

Project Type (Check one or more): CMP funds spent to date: % of budgeted funds:
O improve SCA Managament SCA Number Match spent to date: % of budgeted funds
0 imptement State Law

O CEIP (Caastal Energy Impact Project)

Qo trati . .
emanstration trrban Waterfront Revitalization

~Identification of envirommentally sensitive and public use areas
~Identification of unique historical/cultural resources of the waterfronts.
~Improve management and use of the 20 miles of shoreline within the three towns.
<Enhance the economy and well being of town and shoreline residents by improving utilization
of unique resources in an envirommentally sensitive manner.
~Prepare site development plans for commercial/recreational use of the waterfront.
. ~Allow for preservation of unique environmental resources.

1. Objectives of Project {as contractad):

2. Thoroughly discuss progress made toward accomplishing objectives during this reporting period:

Periodic meetings have been held with each of the communities.

Preapplications for the 1885-86 grant cycle were prepared for the communities of Bell
Town and Clover Town.

Resource maps in preparation.

Data Collection 80 Z complete

Analysis completed for; population, physical resources, transportation, economy/taxation,
municipal cost structure, environmentally sensitive areas, public use areas, local needs.

Analysis in preparation for: historical and cultural areas

Site development plans in preparation




3. Problems/Cancerns (lssues, project, or administrative concerns):

Project extension has been applied for. Final site designs depend upon boater demand
data yet to be supplied by the U.S. Corps of Engineers.

'

4. Impact thus far, if any, of the project on the shoreiine, coastal rasources, or coastal residents:

Local officials continue to be educated through the planning process.
Town of Bell recently hosted the Lake Superior Task Force with good local attendance.

Signature of person authorized to recaive funds:

X

Please use additional pages if necessary.



=-PROJECT MANAGER:

—_LURRENT A5 BF:

— CRTEGORY

FEB 14 83

INVOICE

Waterfront Mgt Plan: Port Wing, Clover, Bell
HURPC
Mark Hueller

302 Halnut Street
Spooner, Wl
{713) 433-2197

CONTRACT NUMBER:
PURCHASE ORDER WO: ADE-GO178
PROJECT HUMBER:

PROG. REPORT DLE: JUL 5 83
FINAL REPORT DUE: SEPT 3 835

BUDEET = YTR/BUDSET

“TREIMBURSABLE £OSTS
T 1. PERSENREL
T 2. FRINBES

3. CONTRACTS
4. EQUIPHENT

" 3. SUPPLIES

4. TRAVEL
‘7. PRINTING
8. OTHER

"~ 7%, INGIREET

787.04
294.42

137.57

336,68

0.00 500,00

?32.44 46046.00

0.18
0.18
0.4
0.00
2.00
0.42
.00
0.00
0.20

SHBTOTALS

o D”EIHEURSEHENT: 114121

... LOCAL MATCH:

414.30

304119 19230.00

0.14

v g TR
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i
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Farv. 12/78) . - . PAT Ro— N

Apency Or LOveTwnen: st ASGrEAL:

Town of Gibraltar ,
Fish Creek, WI 54212

'-'c.Tmr

=sh Creek Waterfront Master Plan Study

}::'-z.-oum-cn: 4-5 months - . ) ’ T e -.
— Tvoc _ Princost Sutl Comacs ) Teeonone Number . L
Mr. Raymond Slaby, Jr. Chairman |(414)868-3903
- FEIOn auntNoTiZac 10 recerve tunot: H u-eenow NumDer

— 1motove SSA Merspernem: SCA & Same

Tt IMDemen: State baw

 Demanmiration ' . Siprature of aThonzet 10 recrgve tunes:
X Owme= ___Continuation of **Manacement Plan /j
— _ _ftor Fish Creek Harbor” (1980 ,

TEES PRTIECT DESCRIPTION: The project would provide gujfance and 1mplemen?'/10n comencatlons ions tor
—=rrolling vehicular and pedestrian access in and #found the harbor aréa, rve the coastal

—<=ridor and associated environmentally sensitive areas and provide a framework for controlling
=zure residential and commercial growth associated with the recreational oppor:unxnes provided

—=xhe harbor. ' ' - - .
THAT DT YOU WANT THE PROJECT TO ACCOMPUISH IMAJOR OEIZCTIVES)? ) " '
= factive o: the study would be to provide a master plan and 1mp!ementation recommendations

erve the unique coastal qualities of Fish Creek, provide smooth pedestrian and vehicular
=vement zround the waterfront, yet provide for orderly future residential and cornnercxal growth.

- e e - .

THATWILL EE THE SFECIFIZ END ?RODUC'S OF TRE PROJECTY - L
ne end product will be a planning document that will guide the decisfion-making for the residents

£ Fish Creek and the Town of Gibraltar, rela:ive to future development and public improvements
:fec:mg r.he harbor area.

v wn.t. THE mme-. IM'ROVE MA!\&GgM‘N" OF WISCORSINS COAST:
nie project will serve to protect the community's coastline from over development, provide
mproved public access and pedestrian and véhicular traffic movement around the harbor area.

- € .

.

5200

eLUI35E€T SUMecow. CLd FUNDS S RESIMIENT SwmaRE S

2800 ., 8000
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Wisconsin Coastal Management Program

Progress Report

For WCMP Staff Use

WCMP Praject Numher:

pate Received:

S5/ Y

M 4(5/80)

Submit this Progress Report to:  Wisconsin Dept. of Administration
Office of Coastal Management
101 S. Webster Street, 7th Floor
Madison, Wl 53702

Project Title: Purchase Order Number:

s w @eeecwzzreeﬁecw /s extotn Srooy

/Lpe'

-00/)79

Project Duration in MONTHS Report Period From: m
e . 7/4@.) e 2 /G-
Project Type {Check one or more). CMP ﬁhds spent to date: ., % W)
3/ 0 5 7

2 improve SCA Management SCA Number
3 implement State Law 0

Match Ypent to date:

o0

% of budgeted funds

-

[J CE1P (Coastal Energy Impact Project}

Signature of pro;ect manager:

[J Demonstration % co Al LL)()‘*——\%’L/

1. Obijectives of Project (as contracted):

SEE F7 7 A A EDS

-

2. Thoroughly discuss progress made toward accomplishing objective$ during this reporting period:

\Y/
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HOWARD NEEDLES TAMMEN & BERGENDOFF

FISH CREEK TRAFFIC AND PARKING STUDY
FISH CREEX, WISCONSIN

PROGRESS REPORT NO. 5 THROUGH FEBRUARY 15, 1985

The Fish Creek Traffic and Parking Study continues to be in the
winter layover. The project will be initiated in spring with a
public information meeting scheduled for May.



ENAE

HOWARD NEEDLES TAMMEN & BERGENDOFF

FISH CREEK TRAFFIC AND PARKING STUDY
FISH CREEK, WISCONSIN

PROGRESS REPORT NO. 6 THROUGH MARCH 29, 1985

The Fish Creek Traffic and Parking Study continues to be in the
winter layover. A letter identifying initial impressions of the
traffic and parking problems and potential improvements was
prepared and submitted to Paul Woerfel on March 15, 1985. The
first public information meeting is tentatively planned for May.
A definite time, date and place will be selected shortly.

The project is 6% complete.



~PROJEET TITLE:
' CONTRACTOR:
- PROJECT NANASER:

Fish Cresk Waterfront Master Plan Study

Town of Gibraltar
fRayeand Slady

Fish Creek, WI 54212
{414} 846~3903

CONTRACT NUMBER:

85004-B31.4

PURCHASE DRDER MO: ADE-00179%

PROJECT RUMBER:

146-726

APR 3 B3
FER 13 85

T7 CURRENT A3 OF:  DEC 12 84 PROG. REPORT DUE:
- FINAL REPORT DUE:

" " EATEGORY INVBICE  YTD  BUDBET  YTD/BUDGET

REINBURSABLE COSTS

I. PERSOHNEL 0.00 ¢.00

2. FRINGES 0.00 0.60

3. COMTRACTS 30,00 310.00 4200.00 0.05 -

4. EQUIPMENT 0.06 4.00

3. SHPPLIES 4.40 .00

4. TRAVEL 0.00 0.00

7. PRINTING 0.00 5.00

8, QTHER 90.00  0.00 1800.00 0,03

9. INDIRECT .00 0,00

SURTHTALS

400,00 400.00 3000.60

CHP REIMBURSEMENT: 280.00 240,00

LOCAL HATEH:

130,00 140,00

§.43

RS2 or,

TR MBI -

€18, .4 £ R
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{isconsin Coasicl a.;:ww--s—-»' R For WP St Use

t | ‘ | Froject Numoer: g- 5 Z/. 5/
?f?l’O[ECT Summcry | T

‘z (Rev. 12/78) . . ‘ - : / 4
e & v ) 'Dtltl Recmived: . R 16 1084

) i AA——-——i
~ #raject Titls:

. AGency or Goverrment and Address:
Village of Howard
—~-Public Access & Improverent on road end Recreation Department
— ' 2456 Glendale Ave
" Froiet Qunanon: 2 months Green Bay, WI 54303
“-project Type: Principal Staif Contacs: ' Telsonana Numbier
Marianne Pigeon Ayl 497-4482
Parson suthonzed o cecmive tunas: (o LG E Telsonone Number
- T ImrenSCA nacmee, 5248 | Bettie Farr _ [REsoenT|497-4477
G Demonstration ) : Signsture cf// rson autanied to receive funas:
£ Gther: Public Acckss Improvements : kgzéﬁﬁaz % ;
e . L \ A o D

=BALEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

This project proposal would be to develop a site specific.plan for

an already used fishing hole at the end of a public road and to make
improvements to accomodate the high usage.

SWHAT OC YOU WANT THE PROJECT TO A;ccmpu'sa {MAJOR QBJECTIVESI?
The project should: 1) Increase recreational opportunities for the
community. 2) Enhance the natural beauty of the shore. 3) Control
‘over erosion and shoreline damage through regular up-keep. 4) Eliminate

. - - the launching of.boats where no ramp is provided. 35) : Eliminate the
parking problem. 6) Obtain access to the bay.

=WHAT WILL 8E THE SPECIFIC END FROd!;!CTS QFf THE PROJECT?

The end results expected from this proposal would be a well groomed
passive park area along the shore with several benches for shore £ishing,
waste receptacles, and portable toilets. The site specific plan would
detail future acquisition of land for parking facilities and layout a

boat ramp and dock for access to the Duck Creek River which leads out:
to the Bay of Green Bay.

HMOW WILL THE PROJECT IMPRIOVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'S COAST?:

. - . This project would ease the congestion of boaters trying to launch
o boats at the Howard Memorial boat landing and eliminate the launching
of boats in non-designated areas where no ramps are provided. It will

also improve the looks of the shore line by providing regular maintenance
. services and shift the fishing usage to designated areas.

Tt

BUDGET SUMMARY: - voraLcosTs 4 250.00

LR L SARHOR ) A AT



- , o ' . ’ For WCMP Staff Use

Wisconsin Coastal Management Program  [WcmP ProlactNumbar

, YA
FINAL Progress Rep@r* Date Recsived:

it this Progress Report to:  Wisconsin Dept. of Administration

:‘C;M 4{5/80)

Office of Coastal Managsmant
101 S. Webster Street, 7th Floor
Madison, Wi 53702

~ -Project Title: i Purchase Order Number:
Public Access and Improvement on
N Road End -~ Village of Howard : ADE-00180
~—Project Duration in MONTHS: Report Period Fram: To:
3 months Final Report February 22, 1985
~Project Type {Check one or more}: CMP funds spent to date: % of budgeted funds:
- 1300. 00 65
. D Improve SCA Management SCA Number Match spant to date: % of budgeted funds
O imptement State Law 700.00 - 35

--. O CEIP {Coastal Energy Impact Project)
O Demanstration

Signature of proje

1. Objectives of Project (as cantracted):

West and East Deerfleld Avenues which lie parallel to State Trunk Highway
41/141 provide access across. private properties to the mouth of Duck Creek
at its confluence with Green Bay. Both roads dead-end at the shores of the
river and are popular areas for shoreline fishing, the launching of small
boats, as well as ice fishing during winter months. There are no boat
launching faecilities at either location.

The Village of Howard has designated this area as a need in its current
Outdoor Recreation and Open Space Plan and has included it in its 3 year
action plan.

The Village will provide a site specific plan of the area which will 1nc1ude
plans for a launching ramp, dock area, and parklng facilities,

.

2. Tharoughly discuss progress made toward accomplishing objectives during this reporting period:

Final completion of the project has been accomplished. Enclosed are copies of
a 5ite Plan for West Deerfield Avenue, which includes a natural wetland area,
nature trails, shoreline wood pier with railings, a dock, a launch ramp,

a picnic area, a light post, a parking area with wood post barriers and a
location for a portable toilet.

A schedule of cost estimates has been completed for the site plan.
An analysis was done on both East and West Deerfield as a proposed recreation site,

The recommendation is to concentrate development oun West Deerfield and leave East
Deerfield as a "natural area”.

‘*rendering has also been provided to show the proposed improvements.

R
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VILLAGE OF HOWARD 26 cuenoate avenue

4 , : . BROWN COUNTY :
. PARK & RECREATION DEPARTMENT GREEN BAY, WISCONSIN 54303

Village of Howard WCMP Grant
Project No.: 85004-851.5 o .
Purchase Order No.: ADE-00180 o

RE: FINAL REPORT Public Access and Improvement on Road End

" _GOALS AND I believe that the goals and objectives of this proposal can
" DBJECTIVES be accomplished by following the recommendations of the site
plan provided by this grant.

1) TIncrease the recreation opportunities for the community.
Opportunities will increase due to the easy access and increased
parking areas; access for handicapped to fishing or passive
recreatfon areas by provision of the piers and shoreline benches;
increase usage due to launch facilities.

2) Enhance the natural beauty of the shoreline.
The shoreline will be maintained on a regular basis and land-
scaping improvements will be made to improve aesthetics.

. 3) Control erosion and shoreline damage through regular upkeep.
Erosion will be controlled by shifting the fishing and area usage
to designated areas & regular maintenance . and upkeep of the area.

4) Eliminate the launching of boats where there are no ramps.
Erosion control will be established where now we have the spinning
of car wheels and launching of boats from any location at the
road “end.

5) Eliminate parking problem.
There would be a specific area to park cars and trailers.

6) Obtain access to the bay. :
By establishing a launch area boaters in a light craft could
get on the the Duck Creek River and make their way out to the
~>Bay of Green Bay.

"END PRODUCT I beliéve that the end product proposed in this grant has been
accomplished. The site specific plan provides details on parking
facilities and a layout for a boat ramp and dock.facilities.

In. addition cost estimates, a.rendering of the location, and East
and West Deerfield recommendations have been provided.



- @ VILLAGE OF HOWARD

T_IMPROVE MANAGE-
~_MENT TO COASTS

This project would ease congestion of boaters trying to launch
at Howamd Memorial Park and eliminate the launching of boats in
non-designated areas. It would also improve the looks of the
shoreline by regular maintenance and by shifting the usage to
designated areas. , - -

In addition to the above stated improvements we again have to
address the improved aesthetics, erosion control, community
awareness, and regular maintenance of the area.

MARIANNE PIGEON
Projee¢t Manager

e T vl S



VILLAGE OF HOWARD 1. cuonoaue avesc

BROWN COUNTY
PARK & RECREATION DEPARTMENT GREEN BAY, WISCONSIN 54303

Village of Howard WCMP Grant
Project No.: 85004-851.5
Purchase Order No.: ADE-00180

B

PROGRAM EVALUATTION

The benefits of this project to coastal management are within
the confines of proper planning. Being allowed to assess and
analyze the project areafor the suitability of recreation
facilities and then preparing a site specific plan with details
and recommendatioms for the area assure for the future good
management of the coastline, I believe that this has been
accomplished and that the next step in the planning process
may begin. Proper planning is essential to avoid poor planning
and mismanagement.

As far as any improvements to the subgranting process go, I just
have a few comments. I thought that the initial application
. process was easy to comprehend and fill out. 1 always received
swift communication replys and good follow up from the WCMP office
. staff. I think that this program is a good service and was
certainly a help for my planning of future facilities for the
Deerfield road end.

I did not like the form used for invoicing. Everytime I had to
fill out the form I confused myself., Even though instructions
were established in the initial documents I still filled out
the forms wrong. I always put our invoice numbers in the invoice
column instead of the amount of the request. 1 also was not
sure whether you. required copies of the invoices to’be included
with the request form or not. THe PAID TO DATE section at the
lower section of the form also confused me. Should it be .00
paid to date in the WCMP column if we have not already been
reimbursed by your department and place the total amount paid
to date in the match column since we have paid the entire bill
to date? These were the questions that I have encountered.

Over all I feel that the program is well administered and was
well received by our department. ‘

MARTANNE PIGEON
Project Manager
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-V‘illag; of.lard WCMP Grant
Project No.: 85004-851.5
Purchase Order No.: ADE-00180
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Village of Howard WCMP Grant
Project No.: 85004-851.5
Purchase Order No,: ADE-00180
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DEERFIELD WEST

Village of Howard, WI
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=] SITE PLAN
Wz
88
b < DEERFIELD AVENUE
. w FILL AREA
= .
N
i T
|
oo |
s |
e e
NATURAL A RTAR I | GRAVEL ) ‘
AREA _ e SR e AUTO/TRAILER | | SCALE= 1" =50
 WETLAND e y et '*“"'““f’*“ﬁ*‘*f?f;“i"li‘fi'fj { 2 ' izj26iet
e " I M’::;&i‘:;‘i*:‘i‘l:,:: I PARKING s NOTES: .
oy T S P m‘.. ' =
e s B ‘ o e I. PERMITS WILL BE REQUIRED FROM DNR_PLACING
RS B ] " : - FILL, RAMP AND DOCK CONSTRUCTION.
a8 e B e ‘ =
H R A g 2. DREDGING MAY BE NECESSARY FOR BOAT RAMP
e kSl A
R e e L AT | . PERMITS WILL ALSO BE REQUIRED.
- Av«,m"“:..,""‘;.\‘t-.,‘::: ,\A),,_“'l . O — __.._:..L I
M o el ° ¥ 3. DUE TO LIMITED PARKING, ONE 20' WIDE RAMP
BT i SEl O S ° IS RECOMMENDED.
S eraas ok 5 s
At X/ 4, TWO ~ THREE PICNIC TABLES AND GRILL
I P e e = wooD POST ! COULD BE PROVIDED. .
BARRIERS 5. PICNIC TABLES, GRILLS AND BENCHES IF
DESIREABLE, SHOULD BE ANCHORED
IN PLACE.
PORTABLE
.ETON_ET 6. HANDICAPPED ACCESS SHOULD BE PROVIDED
TO BOTH PJERS.

6'—8"' WIDE WoOOD PIER
WITH RAILING .

3'~4' MINIMUM DEPTH
AT END OF RAMP

DOCK

Foth & Van Dyke

Engineering/Architectutal Divisson
2737 S, Ridge Road

. * £. 0. Box 19012
: . . Green Bay, Wisconsin 543079012
i : 434/497 -,
.
s - . -
i iCh LR i ) i TR ) N - - § - ot marpo e e Y e ¥ & [Pp—
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VILLAGE OF HOWARD
DEERFIELD PARK (DUCK CREEK)
CONSTRUCTION COST ESTIMATES*

Boat Ramp (20' x 50', Concrete) : $ 4,500
Piers (Wood construction, 8' x 245') : $35,000
Parking Lot (9,000 sq. ft., fill, gravel) $ 4,500
Lighting - boat ramp (Wooden pole, merc. vapor fixt.) $.3,500
Miséellaneous Improvements .
Picnic tables (anchored) 2 @ 330 Ea. $§ 660
Grili (anchored) $70 Ea. $ 70
Barrier Posts (6" x 6') : . § 450
TOTAL _ $48,680 .

* Costs do not include engineering nor costs associated with
obtaining various permits.

1t —————
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f“’ FOth & Van DYke » Engineering/Architectural Division
. : A | . January 30, 1985

Village of Howard ' §
. Park & Recreation Dept. ' ;
.. 2466 Glendale Ave.

Green Bay, WL 54303 : ’ -

Green Bay, W

Attn: Mary Pigeon -
Re: Deerfield East and West
Dear Mary:

We have completed our review and analysis of both Deerfield East and West for
proposed recreation sites. Based on this analysis, we feel there may be several
potential problems in developing Deerfield East. Due to the limitad amount of
public right-of-way, need for extensive clearing and grubbing, and very poor
soils for construction, we feel that the Village's funds and grant money could
best be used for the development of Deerfield West. Deerfield East should be
left as a 'natural area", possibly with some limited trail development.

Efforts should be concentrated on improving Deerfield West, an area that is
currently very popular among boaters and fisherman alike. We have provided

‘ you with a site plan and rendering to show the proposed improvements.
We hope they will be useful to the Village, and wish you success with this project.
If we can be of any further assistance please contact our office.

Sincerely,

FOTH & VAN DYKE

2
aTy égzglkich

lanner

GMS; dkb

cc: John M. Maas

”~

ey

. - Environmental/Lab « Architectural © + Site Development
- Waste Treatment - Electrical/Mechanical - Transportation
- Utility Systems - Commercial/industrial - Geotechnical

. Our Reputation Is Built On One Project . . . Yours

Foth & Van Dyke and Associares Inc. - 2737 5. Ridge Road - P. O.Box 13012 + Green Bay, Wl 54307-9012 - 414/497-2500



—  LONTRACTOR:
727 PRDJECT MANAGER:

~ .

= CURRENT A8 OF:

= ﬁxscr TITLE:

-

Public Access and Improvesent on Road End

Village of Howard
#arianne Figeon
2454 Glendale Ave,

Breen Bay, W1 54303

{414) 497-4482

HAR & B3

CBNTRACT NUMBER: B3004-851.5
PURCHASE ORDER NO: ADE-00180
PROJECT HUMBER:  145-72%

PROG. REPORT DUE:
FINAL REPORT DUE:

- CATEGORY - INVOICE  YTG  BUDGET  YTD/BUDGET
"~ REIMBURSABLE LOSTS
1. PERGONNEL 1006,23 2060.00 2000.00 1.0
-~ 2. FRIHGES .60 6.00
3. COMTRACTS 4,90 0.900
4, EDUIPHENT 0.60 . 0.00
3. SUPPLIES 0.00 0,90
6. TRAVEL 0.00 0.00
1. PRINTING 0.00 0.00
8. OTHER 0.00 0.00
9. INDIRECT 0,00 0,00
SUBTOTALS 1006.23 2000.00 2000.00 1.0

CHP REIMBURSENENT:

LOCAL HATCH:

454,05 1300400
352,18 700,00



For WCMP Sraff Use

~isconsin Coastal Mcncgemeni Progrcm

"'rOleCf Summcry | , t. | | Fila Numier: 53/.7

u.!ﬁn. 12/73} * ’ _ _ {Oate Recrived: . .
| - APR 1 100

Agancy or Governmant ana Acdrens:

==yeet Title: ‘
—~Western Lake Superior/South Shore . Northwest Reglunal Planning Commission
—Recreation Boating and Harbor Facility © 302 Walnut Street
—— - - Spooner, Wisconsin 54801
=T Quranion: twelve “nonths ®
—=mject Type: Principal Statf Cantact: [-:ilnahonc Numuir
7 Dennis Van Hoof ~-715-682-2395
.y D tmorove SCA Managament SCA # ) Parsan authonzed ta recaive funas: Talephone Number
= [ imglement State ,_:_ _ Mark Mueller, Exe. Director Y ~715-635-2197
- B Omcnanncn - o . . Signature of Person sutharizud ta recsive funds: o
Urban Waterfront Revitalization :
—Eone _/ g A |
2 ¢
=R EF PROJECT DESCRIPTION: ) Z )

= The Lake Superior south shore, Wisconsin, from Barker's Island in Superior to Saxon Harbor
==in Iron County, extends-over a 200 mile distance and includes a chain of 12 public and
—private harbors and safe refugres. Recreational boating is increasing in western Lake
=:Superior and the harbors and marinas are -attractors of recreational, commercial and

—residential development.

WHAT 00 YOU WANT THE PRQUECT TO ACCOMPLISH (MAJOR QBJECTIVESI?

:—',ing private and public marina owners together to discuss mutual interests and concerns.

- dentify interests in harbor/marina expansion for each facility.

== Describe the boater safety and economlc improvements which may result from development
or expansion.

- = Identify the quality and condition of each of the existing sov..th shore harbors.

== Pescribe the historic and present economic constraints. _

:-= Develop a system to allocate the boat slip demand between facilities. .

MATW[ILL BE THE SPECIFIC END PRQDUCTS OF THE PROJECT?

= A report which describes information and analysis presented above. If the process is

= successful it could avoid "over building" of marina facilities which would wind up

- being underutilized and a waste of financial resources and it could make significant

= eontributions to the economlc well belug in numerous communities along the Lake Superior

- south shore.

MOWWILL THE PROJECT IMPRQVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'S CDAST?:

~ The value of small harbors to the local economy will be documented. The impacts of small harbo:

~develooment will be adequately described in a manner where citizens will have information
=gbout harbor impacts available when making decisions concerning small harbors. The nublic
- and local government officials will have the opportunitv to look at small harbor develonment

rk with each other in managing their facilities.

oy

TOTAL COST S 36 1923

1BUDGET SUMMARY-

%reglon—wn.de context. Boating organizations and harbor operators will have an ovoortunitv

I e -,

i e 1o T
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Wisconsin Coastal Management Program

Progress Report

AD-CM 4(5/80)

For WCMP Staff Use

WCMP Praject Number:

pate Recsivad:

Wisconsin Dept. of Administration
Qffice of Coastal Management

101 S. Webster Strest, 7th Floor
Madison, Wi 53702

Submit this Progress Report 10:

Project Title: Purchase Order Numbar:
Project Title: Hestern Lake Superior/South Shore urenate &1
Recreation Boating and Harbor
acing ADE~00181

Project Duration in MON%HS: Report Period From:

12 1/1/85 3/31/85
Project Type {Check ane or mars): CMP funds spent 10 date: % of budgeted funds:

O improve SCA Ma ¢ SCA Number Match spent to date: % of budgeted funds

O imgptement State Law ‘ = — -

Q) CEiP (Cosstai Energy Impact Projsct) ‘gnature of B7 ;oc_: r_nanaqur.

{3 Demonstration (\" /

Urban Waterfront Revitalization < LO Lt Cfﬂ —16224"
[

1. Objectives of Project (as contractad):

-Bring private and public marina owners together to discugs mutunal interests and concerms.

=Identify interests in harbor/marina expansion for each facility

-Describe boater safety and economic improvements which may result from development/expansion.

-Identify the quality and condition of each of the existing south shore harbors.
~Describe the historic and present economic constraints.

=Develop a system to allocate the boat slip

demand between facilities.

. Thaoroughiy discuss progress made toward accomplishing objectives during this reporting period:

Cooperative data collection program continuing,

Available engineering designs collected.

Air photos of facilities have been secured.

Analysis of income multipliers for economic effects on communities in

progress.



3. Problems/Concerns (Issues, project, or administrative concerns):

Project extension has been applied for. Further analysis and recommendations depend upon
as yet uncompleted boater demand analysis by U.S. Corps of Engineers.

3. Impsct thus far, if any, of tha project on tha shoreline, coastal resourcas, or coastal residents:

NONE

Signature of person authorized to receive funds:
o . . .

K

Pleass use additional pages if necessary.



== PROJECT TITLE:
- CONTRACTOR:
= PROJECT MANABER:

CURRENT A5 OF:

Hestern Lake Richigan’s Shore Rec Baating!ﬂarbér
NERPC Facility Demand

Dennis Yan Hoof
201 Second Strest
fshland, HI 54804

FEB 14 85

INVOICE  YTD  BUDGET

CONTRACT NUMRER: - B3004-B31.7
PURCHASE ORDER NO: ADE-001B1
PROJECT MUMBER:  146-726

PROG, REPORT DUE: JUL 3 83
FINAL REPORT DUE: SEPT 3 83

YTR/BUDSET

- ‘BGR‘{

2= REIMBURSABLE COSTS

1. PERGOMHEL

2. FRIMGES

3. COMTRACTS

4, EBUIPHENT

3. SUPPLIES

6. TRAVEL

7. PRINTING

8. OTHER -
9. INDIRECT

534,02 53402 1
20765  207.45
0.00
0.00
9,00
9590 95.90
0.00
0.00

730900
4847.00
3.0
0.00
400.090
500.0¢
300.00
800,00

354,98 354,98 10447.00

0.03
0.03
8.00
¢.00
9.00
.19
9. 00
¢.00
.03

SUBTOTALS

CHP RETMBURSEMENT:

LOCAL MATCH:

1202.33 1202.533 36925.00

78l.66 781.46
420.8%  420.89

$.03
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Sraff Use

«Wisconsin Coastal h.unagement Program d For WP

~Project Summary

SmADLM2 (Rev. 12/79) :

= Project Title:

NORTH-SLIP REDEVELOPMENT

Zz=Project Quranan:

2
. e montihe

»”

- |Praject Number:

Fila Numrdaee:

75/ &
J%

Dluﬂ.caw-dAPR 16 1934

Agency or Governmaent ang Aadress:

CITY OF PORT WASHINGTON
100 W. Grand Ave.'

e
———

Port Washington, Wi. 53074

iroject Type:

R | Imgrove SCA Management SCA #

Principai Staff Cantace:

Teiephane Number

o D Imglemant Stare Law

—- O oemanstration & é&_[ylﬁ-— Geczes

Steve Stapleton
2.

|Steve Stapleton/City Admin . J(414)284-5585
Person authornzsti 10 caceive funas: T§mnonc Numver
ame

— - :‘O:h,r: Loagtal Mo PriorityeC

~"BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

. Signsture of jﬂoﬂ uTenzed to recsive f / ’
\:Eiﬂ// /éffﬁﬁzkigzz //géii;_

The rehabilitation of 500 feet of lakeshore land on the west._,

edge of the City's North-Slip. This project will provide a reconstructed-—iK
pedestrian walkway with safety hand-rails,park benches, landscaping,and
designated fishing areas. This is a site specific plan designed to
compliment the city’s existing Comprehensive Plan through the rehab-

ilitation of a former industrial area

interurban railway.

=~ WHAT DO YOU WANT THE PROJECT TO ACCOMPLISH (MAJOR OBJECTIVESI? _ - ,
This project will accomplishment of the following objectives:
1. Improve access to Lake Michigan. - ‘

- 2, Increase pedestrian safety.

3. Provide a safe and pleasant atomosphere for fishing.
-4, Add beauty to the natural beauty of Lake Michigan.

==WHAT WILL BE THE SPECIFIC END PRODUCTS OF THE PROJECT?

used as the right-of-way for the old

The specific end.product of the project is a final report containing
a preliminary feasibility study and engineering design outlining the
available cost-effective solutions for upgrading the North-Slip.

+HOW WILL THE PROJECT IMPROVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'S COAST?:
This project fits the 1984-85 Coastal Management Priority-C,rehbilitation
of urban waterfronts. This plan will provide for safe pedestrian access
. and improved fishing on the Lake Michigan coast in the city limits.This
- area is being redevelopment in accordance with the city's comprehensive
plan as part of the phased development of formerly industrial used land

:.

on the lakefront into public access uses.

“1BUDGET SUMMARY-

TOTAL COST S 9’ 000




For WCMP Staff Use

Wisconsin Coastal Management Program WCMP Projsct Numbar:

Progfess Report Date Received:

.-CM 4(5/80)

ubmit this Progress Report to:  Wisconsin Dept. of Administration
Office of Coastal Management
101 S. Webster Street, 7th Floor
Madison, Wl 53702

Project Title: Purchase Order Number:
North Slip Redevelopment ADE-00182
Project Duration in MONTHS: Report Period From: To:
8 months January 5, 1985 August 15, 1985
Project Type (Check one or more): CMP funds spent to date: % of budgeted funds:
$360.46 6.2%
@& Improve SCA Management SCA Number Match spczn to date: % of budgeted funds
194, 2%
0O implement State Law S 519 f09 - 6.2
8 CEIP {Coastal Energy impact Project) fgnature of project manager:
O Demonstration @/% W
1. Obijectives of Project (as contracted): / /s

The objectives of this project are that the City of Port Washington staff will be
responsible for developing the planning and engineering design proposal, interviewing
consultants and awarding and monitoring completion of the redevelopment of the North
Slip area into an aesthetic pedestrian walkway.

2. Thoroughly discuss progress made toward accomplishing objectives during this reporting period:

The progress by the City Staff up to this point has been the continued development and
rewriting of the proposal, reviewing the proposals submitted by the perspective
consultants and writing recommendations to the governing body for awarding of the
contract. The North Slip Development Project contract was awarded and approved by

the Common Council on April 16, 1985, to Warzyn Engineering Incorporated.



3. Probiems/Concerns {lssues, project, or administrative concerns):

None.

4. Impact thus far, if any, of the project on the shoreline, coastal resources, or coastal residents:

None.

Signature of person authorized to recejve funds:

L AL Ve

Please use additional pages if ry@essarv. /



"= 'PROJECT TITLE:  North-Slip Redevelepment

" COHTRACTOR: Lity of Port Hashington :
=" PROJECT MAMAGER: Steve Stapleton CONTRACT MUMBER: 87004-851.8
: ’ 100 West Brant Ave, PURCHASE ORDER NO: ADE-00182

Part Hashinaton, W1 53074 PROJECT NUMBER:  144-724
{414) 284-3583

== CURRENT R5 OF:  APRIL 30 83 PROG. REPGRT DUE: JUL 5 83
FINAL REPORT DUE: AUG 13 83
"~ CATERORY INVDICE  YTD  BUDGET  YTD/BUDGET
.- REIHBURSABLE COSTS
' f. PERSOHNEL 214,35 391,83 1132.00 0.35-
2. FRINGES 70.74 135,20 442,00 0.13
3. CONTRACTS 0,00 7300.00 Q.00
4. EBUIPHENT 0.00 0.00
3. SUPPLIES 2,30 2,30 10,00 §.23
4. TRAVEL 0.00 .00
7. PRINTING .00 1.e0 14,00 0.19
OTHER 9.00 . 0.0
INBIRECT 0.00 0.00
SUBTOTALE 290,60 334.53 9900.00 0.08

T [HP REIMBURSEMENT: 1B8.89 340.44
LOCAL MATCH: 101,78 194,09
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=isconsin Cocstcl Mcnagement Program ForNGe SR e 1~

- e——50.7
g;eci Summcry L Pt T 7

Rev. 12731 ‘ _ Care Recervad,,

"hPR . ey
=nct Title: ' Agancy ar Gowernment ang Accrea:
=sessment of Lake M1ch1gan Yellow Perch - Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
- Madison, WI 53707
= Qursugn: 12 momths .
=.a:: Tyoe: New - Princpal Swit Canu::‘: Talepnans Numdar
‘ - tlee Kernen ' " §267-7502
y ‘ Pearson authanzss 10 receive funGs: Tatsonane Number
3 #» .
‘%Egz:::::i;:ft::“'RSCA _ . {Bruce Braun 266-2197
-3 Ocnomr:tiu; . 2. I Signgzure of Person autionzad to receive funcs:
i Qe C§:> KJJUbCJQE&A«A

e e e e e e
?uEF PRQJIECT UESCFIPTICON: c ) &

=ssessment of yellow perch stocks in Wisconsin waters of Lake Mich gan {excluding Grenn Bay)
fz1th the develaopment of a management plan which would al]ow annual sustalned har«est for
=<he conmerc1a1 and sport: fisheries. .

I

W‘Q YCU WANT THE PROJECT TD ACTOMPLISH IMAJCR GBJIECTIVESI?

. escribe perch population characteristics. ' ' .
= ;Assess low profile commercial perch gill nets for effect1veness in 1ower1ng
- incidental salmonid catch. : .
-3, Develop management plan to allow sustained annua1 harvest o
-4, Collect information on other shore11ne fish spec1es caught dur1ng perch surveys

WHAT WILL SE THE SPECIFIC END FRGUUCTS OF THE PROJECT?

-1. A good data base and samp11ng scheme will be estab11shed for Lake M1ch1gan perch

2. Lake Michigan yellow perch management plan.

-3. An established data base on other shoreline fish species, especially in urban areas.
-4, Reduced incidental catch of salmonids in commercial perch harvest.

mwmu.'ms PROJECT IMPROYE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSINS COAST™

-Project should lay the ground work for viable commercial and sport perch fisheries on
-Lake Michigan through a management plan designed to be respon51ve to today's and '
—future demands.

£
3 ?‘

Luoce*r SUMMARY- - voTaLcosTs 25,710

e ittt o o




For WCMP Staff Use
Wisconsin Coastal Management Program WEHP Froeer Mo

ol T
Progress Repor' Pate Raceived:

-
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.-\D~CM 4(5/80)

Submit this Progress Report to:  Wisconsin Dept. of Administration
Office of Coastal Management
101 S. Webster Street, 7th Floor
Madison, W1 53702

Project Tile: Assessment of Lake Michigan Purchase Order Number:
Yellow Perch Fisheries ADE-00183
Project Duration in MONTHS: Report Period From: To:
12 January 1 - March 31, 1985
Project Type {Check one or more): CMP funds spent to date: % of budgeted funds:

Match spent to date: % of budgeted funds
O Improve SCA Management SCA Number ateh spen 9 un

[J impiement State Law
[ CEIP {Coastal Energy Impact Project)
3 pemonstration

Signature of project manager:

1. Objectives of Project {as contracted):

Describe perch population characteristics

2. Assess low profile commercial perch gill nets for effectiveness in lowering
incidental salmonid catch

Develop management plan to allow sustained harvest

Collect information on other shoreline fish species caught during perch
surveys

—t
.

43 2

2. Thoroughly discuss progress made toward accomplishing objectives during this reporting period:
1. Completed compilation of commercial perch catch statistics for calender 1984
for Lake Michigan from Kewaunee to Kenosha. Harvest was 265,000 pounds, .up
70% from 1983 Tevel. CPE (catch per unit effort) figures indicate an expansio
of the catchable perch population at least as far north as Manitowoc County.
CPE's have increased on the average from 17.3 1bs/1000 ft gill net in 1982 to
29.6 in 1984, Commercial gill net effort for perch (in 1000's ft.) has in-
creased from 2710 in 1982 to 8968 in 1984. Preliminary aging of commercially
caught perch indicates that approximately 80% of the 1984 harvest was comprise
of age 4+ fish from the 1980 year class.
Fifty five percent of the commercial perch gill nets used in 1984 were esti-
mated to be low profile (€24 meshes deep). These nets caught significantly
fewer salmonids incidentally. Only 1.9 lake trout (the predominant incident-
‘ ally caught salmonid) per 1000 ft. net were caught in low profile nets on the
average in 1984 wheredeeper nets caught 5.2 per 1000 ft. An estimated 11,000
fewer lake trout would have not had to be handled had 100% of the perch gill
nets been low profile.
3. Preliminary compilation of 1984 perch creel census figures estimate that
240,000 perch were caught and 180,000 were kept by sport anglers in the Mil-
waukee area, amounting to a harvest of approximately 60,000 pounds in this

(R
.



\ B

3. Problems/Concerns (lssues, project, or administrative concerns):

No significant concerns.

4. Impact thus far, if any, of the project on the shareline, coastal resources, or coastal residents:

No direct measurable impact thus far.

Signature of person authorized to receive funds:

Please use additional pages if necessary.



L
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Progress f(cont.)

3.

area. Harvests at least half this size are believed to have occured

in Racine and Kenosha. Sport harvests in ports north of Milwaukee

are believed to be much smaller.

Conducted 16 graded mesh gill net 1ifts for perch population assessment
off of Sheboygan, Milwaukee and Racine. Data has yet to be analyzed.
Monitored 18 commercial perch 1ifts during the quarter for age and sex
composition of the catch and incidental salmonid catch,

Participated in a review of the Lake Michigan salmonid creel census
program in an effort to expand the data collection to allow lakewide
estimates of perch sport harvest.

Gave presentations on status of perch project to 5 sportsman's groups
and one commercial group.



.

-

WGJEET TITLE: fssessasnt of Ll": Mich Yellow Perch Ficheries
CONTRACTOR: KDONR :

=" PRDJECT HANAGER: Lee Kernan CONTRACT MUMBER: 85004-831.9
Box 7921 PURCHRSE ORDER NO: ADE-GG183
Madison, RI 33707 PROJECT NUMBER:  144-72%
{608 267-7302
= CURRENT AS OF:  APR 283 PROG. REPORT DUE: JUL 3 83
‘ FINAL REPORT DUE: SEPT 5 83
—.  CATEGORY - INVBICE  YTD  BUDBET  YTD/BUDBET
- REIHBURSABLE
. 1. PERSONMEL 091,02 §091.02 4700.00 074
T 2. FRIMRES 1018.20 1018.20 1350.00 0.73
3. CGNTRACTS 0,00 4000.00 4.00
4. EQUIPHENT 0.00 1,00
3. SUPPLIES 1457.72 1696.71 7300.00 0.23°
&. TRAVEL 443.37 1109.48 3300.00 0,29
7. PRINTING 0.00 0.00
8. OTHER ‘ 0,00 0.00
9. INDIRECY 1943.34 194334 2530.00 0.7a
' SUBTATALS 9933.63 10849.73 25700.00 .42

T CHP RETMBURSEMENT: A449.87 7052.74
LOCAL HATCH: 3483.78 3797.41

et g A IRA A R iy b A o ¢
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=wfisconsin Coastal - anagement Program Fur WCMP Sttt Uss

~+" }Project Number: fé-/. / (@, |

“roject Summary P N 77

EONL2 (Rav, 12/79) . ) ' Data Recaived: 1
. !
_ BPR f50.1" 1.34 -
~zoyect Title: Aguncv or Govemment and Address; e
“=phraim Coastal Management Plap "~ |Village of Ephraim
: ' Ephraim, Wl 5¢5 .,
zroject Duration: lZ months
—zoyect Type: . Principal Staff Contact: Telephans Numbar
L William D. Chaudoir (414) 743-5511
m*‘D Improve SCA Managemant SCA # Persan authorized to racaiva funds: Telaphone Number
-«B Implement State Law Keith Krist “!11” 851}—2931
. ‘D Demonstration [/p’kﬁ Mg Signature of Person authornized to receive funds: .
o [0 Other:. Protert imnortant cnoastal sres x }/7 7‘4}‘/ . /-.,
R SO o T /b(&\ e

=SUEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION: ,
This project will aid in the preparation of a coastal management plan for the Village of

~Ephraim. The project area is the coastal area in the central business area of the village.
"Within this area there are pressures for development which will threaten public access to
—the waterfront, deplete open space, and disturb the delicate surface water runoff system
serving the coastsal area. A long-range coastal plan will provide for informed decisions
—that will protect the valuable natural resource base and preserve public access to the
waterfront. . ‘

- WHAT DO YOU WANT THE PROJECT TO ACCOMPLISH (MAJOR OBJECTIVESH?
The major objectives of this project are to preserve and improve: (3) public access to

aterfront, (b) coastal area open space and (c} the sensitive dramage system serving
--the coastal area. }

“WHAT WILL BE THE SPECIFiC END PRODUCTS OF THE PROJECT? _
The measurable end products of this project will be a report with supporting documentation
= and maps which address the publ ic access, open space and drainage needs of the Ephraim

= goastal area.

. HOWWILL THE PROJECT IMPROVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'S COAST?:

This project will improve management of the Ephraim coastal area by providing decision
- makers with information necessary to properly manage and protect Ephraim coastal resources.
This project will aid in writing zoning ordinance, the identification of lands for public
" acquisition or protective easements, plans for the improvement of public lands and identi-
-”"tion of other techniques to preserve and improve the natural resource base.

N

BUDGET SUMMAAY- CMPFUNDSS & 51000 RECIPIENT SHARE S 3 500 00 TOTALCOSTS 10.000.00




. Wisconsin Coastal Management Program

. ~ Progress Report

' AD-CM 4{5/80)

LR

For WCMP Stoif Use

WCMP Projeet Number

Date Raceived:

Wisconsin Dept. of Administration
Offica of Cosstal Management

101 S. Wabster Street, 7th Floor
Madison, Wi 53702

Submit this Prograss Report to:

Project Tivle:

Ephraim Coastal Management Plan

Purchase Order Number:

ADE-00184

Project Duration in MONTHS:

Report Period From:

October 1984

To:

March 31, 1985

#roject Type (Check one or more):

(@] Improve SCA Management SCA Numbar
O impiemant State Law

{0 CE1P {Coustal Enargy Impact Praject)
O Demonstration

CMP funds spent to date: % of budgeted funads:
0 0
Match spent 10 date: % of budgeted funds
$393.41 11%

Signature of project manager:
H s}

L P
W b e PG

1. Objectives of Project (as contracted):

The major objectives of this project are to preserve and improve:
the waterfront, b) coastal area open space, and c) the sensitive drainage system serving

the coastal area.

a) public access to

2. Thoroughly discuss progress made toward accomplishing objectives during this reporting period:

The Village Board appointed a Coastal Management Study Committee to participate in
The Committee is made up

a)
the development of the Ephraim Coastal Management Plan.
of Village Board, Plan Committee, and citizen members,

b) On January 28, 1984, the committee interviewed Mr. Brian Vandewalle of Stockham and
Vandewalle Planning Consultants to provide assistance to the village in the develop-
ment of the Plan. .

c) The committee,project manager and legal council worked with the consultant to develop
an acceptable scope of services.

. d) The Village Board approved a contract with Stockham and Vandewalle for assistance in
the preparation of the Ephraim Coastal Management Plan.

e) The project manager and consultant are assembling information and background data
to be used in the study.

f) The consultant is planning a trip to Ephraim to observe current drainage and surface

water runoff patterns when the snow melt occurs.



ot

3. Problums/Cancerns {Itsues, project, or sdministrative concains):

None.

»

/O

4. Impact thus far, if any, of the project on the shoreline, coastal resources, or coastal residents:

No significant impact to date.

- -
.

. . :

. -
. L N

,,,,, - -
; - L : -~ L - o~ -~
= . - ,‘_ -
N -

Signature of person authorized to receive funds:

B lruryert g cor 1. brfitecsrn ol B195-1%¢ 17 #rarg 68C+ srrgp



me TITLE:  Ephraia Coastal Manageaent Plan

T CONTRACTOR: Yillage of Ephrais

=77 PROJECT MAMASER: ®illias Chaudoir CONTRACT NUMBER: 85004-851,10
Lourt House PURCHASE OROER NO: ADE-00184

b A eem

 amE L e

Sturgeon Bay, Wl 34233  PROJECT NUMBER:  146-728
(414) 743-3511
" [CURRENT AS OF: . APR 4 83 PROG. REPORT DUE: JUL 5 85
FINRL REPORT DUE: SEPT § 83
T CATERORY ° INYOIEE  YID BUDSET  YTD/BUDGET
 REIMBURSABLE LO0STS ‘
L. PERSOHNEL 4.00 4.06
Z, FRINGES ¢.00 0.00
3. CONTRACTS 0.00 8230.00 ¢.00
4. EQUIPHENT 0.00 0.00
3. BUPPLIES 0,40 0.00
&, TRAVEL 0.00 4.00
7. PRINTING 0.40 0.00
B. OTHER 393.41  393.41 1750.00 0.22
9. INDIRECT 0.9 0.00
SHBFBTRLS 93,41 393.41 10008.00 0,04

CHP REINMBURSEMENT:
LOCAL HATLH: 393.41

3734

£ e

L T R TS |
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—Yisconsin Coastal Muanagement Program ____ fowowserua

?’raj.ct Numoer:

o e . : - » » 57/
—reject Summary o PN //@//

T.z (Rev. 12/79) . Dare Racerved: AEH 16 1384

e

~zoject Title: Agancy or Qovernmant and Agars:

— Milwaukee County Coastline topo-

=——graphic Mapping Project——Cities of Cudahy Southeastern Wisconsip Regional Plan Commission

~2nd Milwaukee 916 N. East Avenue ‘

“=msject Ouratian: 12.  monchs Waukesha, Wisconsin =~ 53186
T =roject Type: Principal Statf Contact: Principal Teteonane Numper

' Donald M. Reed, piplogist ~ - I(414)547-6721
' i . Tei N
. D Imorave SCA Managament SCA # ) Pearson authorizad 10 receive funas . anmaon; A;mce; ,
—— & imatemaric State Law Kurt W. Bauer, Executive Directob{41s) -6721

. Signa af Parsan aumarizec 1o receive funas:
- 3 Demonreration gty )

— Come — | st e

=RIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

—~TIhe production of large-scale topographié mépé' for 1.50 sQuére miles of unmapped area along
~%.5 miles of Lake Michigan coastline in the Cities of Cudahy and Milwaukee.

]

=WHAT DO YOU WANT THE PROJECT TQ ACCOMPLISH (MAJQR OBJECTIVES)?

_.Jrodi.xction of large-scale topographic maps to be used for better regulation, management

—=:td planning of Lake Michigan shoreline land and water uses.

=WHAT WILL 8E THE SPECIFIC END PRODUCTS OF THE PROJECT?

=Large~scale (1" = 100", two-foot contour interval) topographic mapping of 4.5 miles of
-Milwaukee County shoreline. . :

¥

=HOW WILL THE PROJECT IMPAOVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'S COAST?: The provision of large-scale topographic
—mapping along the remaining unmapped portions of the Milwaukee County Lake Michigan shore-
~iine will improve coastal management by providing a planning and management "tool" to
—enable local, regional, state and federal units and agencies of government to better deter-
—mine shoreline erosion and accretion rates; ordinary high water levels; coastal wetlands;
-specific flood and shoreline erosion hazard zones; and locationm, designing and construction
e raints of shoreline protection structures. In addition, the provision of large-scale
:—Uraphic maps will assist local, state, and federal agencies of government, regulate and
w.fOrce existing ordinances and laws pertaining to coastal uses.

{BUDGET SUMMAAY- . ToTatcosts _36,760

YR

vt o 4




For WCMP Staff Use

Wisconsin Coastal Management Program WCMF Praject Number

.-CM 4(5/80)

Progress Report

Date Received:

Submit this Progress Report to: Wisconsin Dept. of Administration
Office of Coastai Management
101 S. Webster Street, 7th Floor
Madison, WI 53702

Project Title: Milwaukee County Coastline Topo- Purchase Order Number:
graphic Mapping Project Cities of Cudahy and ADE-00185
Milwaukee
Project Duration in MONTHS: Report Period From: To:
12 months January 1, 1985 March 31, 1985
Project Type {Check one or more): CMP funds spent to date: % of budgeted funds:
1007
& Improve SCA Management SCA Number Match spent tb date: % of budgeted funds
& implement State Law $18,38 ] /) 100%
O cEIP (Coastal Energy Impact Project} Signature of oject ager:
O Demonstration M M
*

1. Obijectives of Project (as contracted):

Product of 1" = 100' scale, 2' contour interval topographic maps to National Map Accuracy
Standards for 1.50 square miles of unmapped area along 4.5 miles of coastline in the

Cities of Cudahy and Milwaukee.

2. Thoroughly discuss progress made toward accomplishing objectives during this reporting period:

Topographic map compilation was completed and checked. The project was completed during

this quarter.



i

s==> 3, Problems/Concerns {Issues, project, or-administrative concerns):

,

None

. B - -

. impact thus far, if any, of the project on the shoreline, coastal resources, or coastal residents:

- &
.None

i
&
5
E
3
4

Signature,of person authorized to receive funds:

b

Please use additional pages if necessary.
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;gﬂiiﬁ TITLE:  Milw Co. Topo Mappings Cudahy, Mils Coastlines

CONTRACTOR: SERRPC
== PROJECT MANAGER: Don Reed
214 N. East Avenue
Waukesha, Bl 57188
(314) S47-6711

CURRENT A5 OF: - APR 4 83

-

CONTRACT MUMBER: 83004-831.11
PURCHASE DRDER NO: ADE-00183
PROJECT HUMBER: 144728

PROG. REPORT DUE: JUL 5 85
FINAL REPORT DUE: SEPT I 83

. CATEBORY INVGICE  ¥TO  BYDGET  YTD/BUDGET
' REINBURSABLE COSTS
1. PERSONMEL 1020.05 1320.00 1320,00 f.00
2. FRINGES F32.76 680,00 48000 100
3. CONTRACTS 15730, 80 33273.04 3323500 1.00
4, EQUIPHENT 0.60 -
3. SUPPLIES 0,00
. TRAVEL 0.00
7. PRINTING 0.00
§, DTHER 316,67 32300 325,00 1.0
9, INDIRELT 923,03 1200.00 1209,00 L,
SUBTATALS 18363.31 36760.00 356750.00 1.09

EMP REIMBURSEMENT: 928266 18380,00
LOCAL HATCH: 9282.656 18330.00

e ot e

g



=Visconsin Coastal hvunagement Program _—__ forwowesarue
] : . . Project Numoer; fg- / /é__
=roject Summary . e
=N -2 (Rev. 12/79) : " Gore Rocaraa®s 7 % 1oy —
AP3 17 ooy ~ U _
roject Title: Agancy or Governmaent and Address: e
T RED CLIFF COASTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAM RED CLIFF TRIBAL COUNCIL

P.O. BOX 529

==roject Duratian: 12 onthe BAYFIELD , WI 54814
=1 TCeCT Tyr;u: Principal Statf Contact: ’ Telanhone Number
, RAYMOND DEPERRY . 715/779-5805
‘ : Parson authorizeg to receve funds: Telegnone Numbar
= D tmorove 3CA Marwmmam: SC4 # ALLAN BUTTERFTELD 715/779-5805
L fmplement Stats Law

yaturs of Petson gimorxztd ta secvive funds:
F davrs L
; 0’”2“ ('l Iy
SEE

1 do BRESETTE, TRIRA

[ oemonstration . 4
{Z ome: Develop TriBal Codes & Resulations

TSRIEF PROJECT DE3CRIPTION:

—Continuation of previous program goals and obtjectives for the Red Cliff Tribe to-allow
—adequate input to agencies for the protection of the Treaty Rights of the Tribe, to

~—develop ordinances pertaining to management of Natural Resources and Coastal Management
—policy. : .

ZWHAT DO YOU WANT THE PROJECT TO ACCOMPLISH (MAJCR OBJECTIVESI?

— as the liaison between Tribal Council, community members, outside agencies to
“provide technical assistance pertaining to régulations and protection of Treaty
~Rights, research, develop, update and recommend ordinance changes on Red Cliff

_Conservation Code and assist Tribal Council to further develop legal authority
—of Red Cliff Tribe. '

=WHAT WILL SE THE SPECIFIC END PRODUCTS OF THE PRQJECT?

—tinderstanding of issugs pertaining to the Treaty Rights and programs administered
by the Red Cliff Tribe, upgrade present level of Tribal Court status, training of
—personnel to effectively and efficiently handle cases and combination of Tribal
-Departments/Programs 1or improvement of services, dissemination of information,
=mAanagement and administratiom for-protection of Treaty Rights.

=HOW WILL THE PROJECT IMYROVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN‘S COAST?:

“Through regulations developed for protection of approximately 26 miles of Coast/
Shoreline on Lake Superior within boundaries of the Red Cliff Indian Reservation.

g

-{8UDGET SUMMARY- - roraLcosts 63,800.00

T ‘ CMPJL:;/‘L'ZO T



. For WCMP Staff Use
Wisconsin Coastal Management Program WCMP Project Number-

Progress Report o R

.-cm 4(5/80) DOt o

Submit this Progress Report to:  Wisconsin Dept. of Administration =t T ENERGY
ffi f tal Management
Office of Coasta gem APR 1 3 1985
101 S. Webster Street, 7th Floor
Madison, WI 53702

™~
[t e

Project Title: Purchase Order Number:

Red Cliff Coastal Management ADE 00186

Project Duration in MONTHS: Report Period From: To:

Twelve Jan. 1, 1985 Mar. 31 1985
Project Type (Check one or more): CMP funds spent to date: % of budgeted funds:

: f
O improve SCA Management SCA Number Match spent to date % of budgeted funds

{J implement Stats Law
{1 CEIP (Coastal Energy Impact Project)
& Demonstration

Signature of project manager: N

1. Objectives of Project (as contracted):

I. Coardinate ard atterd meetirgs pertaining to the preservation of coastal rescurces,
IT. Review ard update ordirances, amd recomend imgrovements for Tribal Court.

IoT. Seek permerent furding for the preservation of treaty rights.

2. Thoroughly discuss progress made toward accomplishing objectives during this reporting period:

1. ﬂﬁsgogranmsamled&eRedChﬁﬁibemhmeamﬂd)leﬁesmdcesofalegalreguhm
amalyst at 6 ar 7 council meetings, at two aonferences dealing with the preservation of Irdian fishing
issues, ard at negotiation sessions with the INR ard the Bad River Tribe, The greatest stride foarward
ipmisprooashasperhqsbemﬂ'epartidpaﬂmofreprﬁmtaﬁvsafﬁ'eﬂ\&RedCJ_iffardBad
mvermdiscssidsofmopaaﬂmardeﬁecdvehﬂaforcarmteffommme&peﬂw. It is
mm&ﬁsmomssdntmmpemadﬁaeapmtnmmtagremmtmmﬂe%mm
has been in place for four years.

IT. The amlyst has drafted proposed aonstitutional amerdrents providing a clearer statement of the
Jurisdiction of the tribe in the Lake Supericor fishery ard other treaty waters.

. Woarking with the Fisheries Department, Legal Department ard Law Enforcament, the amalyst has warked
o secre nesded equipment through this program and to seaure furding for these departments on a more
permanent basis.



,J

kst

= 3,

R

Problems/Concerns (Issues, project, or administrative concerns}:

There have been four sericus ancerrs with the program. QEBMOfrWs;d’lasmmoan
facilities ad equipment, amd fisheries department equipment such as adequate redio, This pregram
provides an arswer to same but mot all deficiencies. The anphasis of the program an securing
permerent firding has contributed to solutions.  The secomd major concern has keen lack of
uhhza’a.mofﬁ'emastalresantesavaﬂdole such as incressirg marina facilities necessary for
the econamic growth of the Trike. A third concern has been unfortunate media foas oan the Voicht
decision, ad incorrect ard misleading statarents fram the press regarding the Tribal Gourt.
Wehavearbarkedmaprograntoalterthsemacumtepem@tmrs A forth coxermn has been

in arrarging for aonsulting and special trainirg for coxt staff in cxdacting aode violation
proceadings.

- 4.

tmpact thus far, if any, of the project on the shareline, coastal resources, or coastal residents:

Mmja:tmhadapalpéblempactmooastalresmmarﬂm 'IheearlypartoleBShas
rraxht new equipnent o the Tribal Cart, ad has provided arrancements for cosultation ad
recammerdations an the use of computers in the management ard cperaticn of the coxrt. In addition,
the Caurrt has yoraded its cutdated editions of fderal ard state laws, ard court personnel have
perticipated in training sessians in Irdian law with state Judges amd in the adninistration of
off-reservation laws with tribal wardens. Each of these accomplishments, thaxh relatively
insignificant alane, point collectively toward increasing expertise ard responsibility in the

-menegement. ard cperation of the court as an integral factor in the preservation of coastal

resauross.

Signature of person authorized to receive funds:

Please use additional pages if necessary.



" PROJECT TITLE:

.- CONTRACTOR:
= PROJECT HANABER:

=" CURRENT fS OF:

Red C1i+f Coastal Banagement Progras

Red Cliff Tribal Council
Thomas Gordan

P.0. Box 529

Bayfield, BI 54814
{715} 779-3803

AFR 22 83

INVOICE  YTD  BUDGET

CBNTRACT NUMBER: B8G3004-831.12
PURCHASE OROER HO: ADE-001854
PROJECT NUMBER:  144-723

PROG. REPORT BUE: JUL 5 83
FINAL REPORT DUE: SEPT T B

~  CATEBARY YTD/BUDBET
- REIMBURSABLE COSTS
I. PERSONHEL 2898.08 14490.40 3250400 0.43
2. FRINGES 437,70 1831.36 3884.00 0.3t
2. CONTRACTS .00
’E&HIF%’!ERT 5306 F771.74 GBO0.00 0.48
4. SUPPLIES 7.47 40,72 S00.00 - 0.0
4. TRAVEL 325,00 994,00 3000.00 0.33
7. PRINTING 28,60 35,70 G60.00 041
8. OTHER 962,86 2787.%4 10330.00 0.27
9. INDIRECT 361.40 1300,43 35282.00  0.28
SUBTOTALS 397,465 24480.33 §3806.900 0.38

CHP REIMBURSEMENT: 3438.47 1547&.%1

LOCAL MATEH:

195918 9003.42
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=Visconsin Coastal h.unagement Program For WEWP St U

. . é P aject Numper: yé__/' /3
roject Summary .

File Number:
PRI .~,um il % -
SEDLM-2 (Rav. 12/79) . Date Raceived: . Lo
APR 12 1084 ad

~raject Title: Agancy ar Gcwrnmcnt ana Address:
== Waterfront Management Plan for the Village| Village of Cleveland
= of Cleveland, Manitowoc County, WI 334 E. Washington Ave.
oy yo—— 17 Cleveland, WI 53015 '
- manths Attn: Mr. Robert Wagner, Village Presiden
?wg.ct Typa: Principal Staff Caonuct: Talephone Number

: ° Robert Wagner 1 14-693-8675

Pertan authorized J0 receive funas: Telegchone Number
— g ::';" Sf:u’;':‘::"'"‘ sca # Robert Wagner £14-693-8675
40

o Signature of Perion autaorized to rective funds:
D Dlmonﬂratx%n , : R 1 c
T Other: UIban Waterrront Renewa P ’ :
" i ’— #'_ét/w
~=RIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION: : , .
= The study will develop a waterfront management plan to include inventory of existing

. facilities and use, and the evaluation of potential developments to enhance recreational
— and commercial opportunities. LR

-

]

TWHAT 00 YOU WANT THE PROJECT TO ACCOMPLISH (MAJQR QBJECTIVES)?

= l. To focus upon the waterfrontdetailing a portion of the 1976 Comprehensive Land Use Plan.

- To establish priorities for improvements to existing and potential public access along
the waterway. :

~ 3. To increase waterfront relatéd recreational opportunities for the public.

- 4. To coordinate public and private development opportunity of the waterfront.

- 5. To protect and attract wildlife to the watershed. .

TWHAT WILL SE THE SPECIFIC END PRODUCTS OF THE PROJECT?
= A comprehensive waterfront management plan to be used to enchance recreational and

— commercial opportunities. The plan will increase community: awareness and involvement
= of the waterfront and will act as a guide in controlling development.

~

.

=HMOW WILL THE PROJECT IMPROVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'S COAST:

- The plan will inspire more awareness and care for the waterfront. The result is a better
= realization of the waterfrount's value and coastal management priorities.

’ﬁt.

- JGUDGET SUMMARY- ) totaLcosts 8,000
o— ' | t)“(
Ao

rpe




557 /3

3RD QUARTER
WISCONSIN COASTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRAM
PROGRESS REPORT
VILLAGE OF CLEVELAND, MANITOWOC COUNTY

The following activities were completed during the 3rd
quarter of the grant period:

. Meetings between Commission staff and the Citizens
Committee were held on January 22, February 26 and
March 26, 1985. At the January 22nd meeting, the
various citizen committees that were formed as
part of the planning process reported their
findings. Information that was discussed
included: the maintenance of the historical and
aesthetic features found in Hika; erosion control;
promotion of commercial activities; improvement to
the fish and wildlife habitat of the area; and
addressing the need for improved boating and
recreational facilities.

. As a result of thse citizen meetings, Commission
staff further refined a series of resource maps
and completed a detailed analysis of each of the
maps for inclusion in the plan document.
Information which was mapped and analyzed for the
study area includes land use, natural areas,
topography, erosion, public utilities, highway
classification, historic/aesthetic features,
recreational facilities, and future land use and
zoning scheme. ’

. For the February 26th meeting, the Commission
staff prepared a series of detailed alternative
plans for the waterfront area. Specific
improvements that were identified include: making
low-cost improvements to the existing village
Park; acquisition of vacant areas to the north and
southwest of the existing park for parking and/or
other waterfront related activities; dredging of
Centerville Creek; construction of a new boat ramp
on the Creek; construction of a lakefront walkway
system; and construction of a breakwater system.

. At the March 26th meeting, Commission staff and
the Citizen's Committee conducted a walking tour
of the waterfront area. Specific problem areas
such as shoreline erosion, creek bank slumping,
dam, vacant areas and boat ramp facilities were
inspected and later discussed.

Commission staff prepared a phasing program and
preliminary cost estimates for the proposed



improvements to the Cleveland waterfront area. 1In
addition, State and Federal grant programs that
are available as possible funding sources for
these improvements were identified.



= PROJECT TITLE:
. CONTRACTOR:
= PROJECT MAMAGER:

-~ EURRENT AS.OF:

~  CATEBORY

AT s A T TR T e b e i i © T s i T T e T e

Haterfront Managesent.Plan
¥illage of Cleveland

Robert Hagner
334 E. Washington fve. PURCHASE ORGER ND: ADE-00187

Cleveland, Wi

(414) 493-B4TT

APR 30 83

INVOICE

Y70

COMNTRACT NUMBER: B83004-851,13

33013 PROJECT HUMBER:  144-725

PROG, REPORT DUE: JUL 3 85
FINAL REPORT BUE: SEPT 5 83

BUDGET  YTD/BUDGET

REIMBURSABLE EOSTS

1. PERSONNEL 0.00
2. FRIMBES 0.00 -
3. CONTRACTS 2315.40  5200.00 5200.00 .00
4, EOQUIPHENT 0.00
3. SUPPLIES 000
6. TRAVEL 0.00
7. PRINTING 0.00
8. OTHER 0.00
‘IHBIREET 1443.73  2860.00 8.39
SHRTOTALS 2315.40 4B45.73 8000.00 ~ 0.84
CHP REIMBURSEMENT: 2313.40 S5200.00
LOCAL HATCH: 0.0 1545.73

o AN b e ren




For WCMP Staff Use

Jject Number: ?.,5 -
‘oleci Summcry [P jr/ﬁ/

2 (Rev. 1279} . . | | i i 1924

~/isconsin Coastal I\”;'.mcz;gemeni Program  _

~mect Title: Agancy or Governmant 3ng AQaress: —
“auper1or Harbar Natural Resounces . o Northwest Regional PTann1ng Commission
“Znhancement Project _ 5 Metropolitan Interstate Committee
e - 02 Walnut
w@roect Juatian: iz 2 .
S manths Spooner, WI 54801
wrgiect Type: Princical Statt Canract: 1 Tauonqn. Number
. : Tom Davis [218) 702 53‘15
P . ‘ Persan autnariisq to receive funds: Teleonone Numoer
o~ i SCA Ma SCA #
- o ,:.::.m Sm.n::nm Charles Tollander., Chairmi#fl5) 635-2197
- D Denansration - . Signature of Partan suthornzed 19 receive funay
. Urban Vatertron (::L<ZLAJZ»=_/
: Qcher: [ mﬂf—gm

~ BRIEF PRQIECT DESCAIPTION: The project will develop site-specific management/ennancement pians far at
~ast two of the parcels in the Jower Superior Harbor which have been identified as important
~tural resources areas in the harbor Comprehensive Plan. The resource values and issues associats
“th all natural resources parcels in the Tower harbor will be examined and summarized. This
~formation will be used to select at least two of these key parcels for which specific management
~ans will be developed. The site-specific plans will also include recommended mechanisms and
~rategies for implementation. Emphasis will be placed on enhancement type activities as well as

*intenance of pregnent resource values. These site-specific plans will be {continued-see att.)
WHAT 00 YOU WANT THE PROJECT TQ ACCOMPLISH (MAJQR U8JECTIVES!?

Top site-specific management plans and recommendations for at least two sites in the lower
. _Jperior Harbor which have been identified as important natural resources parcels or potential
enhancement sites in the harbor Comprehensive Plan.
-~ Formulate strategies/mechanisms to implement the site- spemﬁc pians developed.
. Maintain and improve essent1a1 natural resource values in the Tower developed portwn of the

harbar,

T WHATWILL 3E THE SPECIFIC SNO PRODUCTS OF THE PROJECT? A report which will inciude a summary of the values
and issues associated with key natural resources parcels in the lower Superior Harbor and site-
specific plans for managing at Jeast two of these sites. The site-specific plans will include
sngineering and design data, estimated costs of implementation, and recommendations as to how
*o achieve implementation. The report also wil) include or reference all records of vamous
vublic participation activi ties associated with the project.

-

. MOWWILL THE PROJECT IMPROVE MANAGEMENT OF wisConsIN'S €0asT2 It will develop site-specific plans for
~§mportant natural resources areas which will implement the existing Comprehensive Plan for the
“harbor. Implen‘entatwn of the site plans will heln maintain and/or enhance vital fish and
wildlife areas in the lower, developed harbor where there is an urgent need to co so. It
~therefore will also help assure that those natural vesources- vital to the maintenance or
'sxon of the recreation potential of the harbor are conserved. :

vz;u

voraLcosts 5 24.077

BUDGET SUMMARY.

T AL & LR Ty A

w3 e



For WCMP Staff Use

Wisconsin Coastal Management Program -,,;rwcw Froisct Number-

b .‘Q‘T e AR 145-727

Progress Report .z uiFr

QM 4(5/80)

Submit this Progress Report to:  Wisconsin Dept. of Administration
QOffice of Coastal Management
101 S. Webster Street, 7th Floor
Madison, Wl 53702

Project Title: Purchase Qrder Number:
Superior Harbor fatural Pesources Enhancerment - _An1on

! s LDE-00183

Project
Project Duration in MONTHS: . Report Period From: To:
January 1, 1985 March 31, 1985
Project Type {Check one or more}: CMP funds spent to date: % of budgeted funds:
! 569
X Urban waterfront 8529.48 e
a {mprove SCA Management SCA Number _____ Match spent to date: % 'o_fGE/udgeted funds
0
O impliement State Law 5028.52 ey °

ignature of prgject manager:
0 cE1P {Coastal Energy Imoact Project) Signature of prgj 9
O cr——"
0O pemanstration . Aoy
Y o] (,d . | &y

1. Obijectives of Project {as contracted):

1. Develop site-specific management plans and recommendations for at least two sites in
the Tower Superior Harbor which have been identified as immortant natural resources
narcels or potential enhancement sites in the harbor Comorehensive Plan.

2. Formulate strategies/mechanisms to implement the site-specific nlans developed.

., Maintain and improve essential natural resource values in the Tower develoned nortion
of the harbor.

2. Thoroughly discuss progress made toward accomplishing objectives during this reporting period:

1. Comnleted draft of key habitat sites in harbor with outline of nronosed management
nlans.

2. Caqntacted engineering firms regarding work on project. Firm will be hired in next
quarter.

3. Continued to conduct meetings with Superior and UDNR staff. Discussions focused on
key habitat sites, management options and votential replacerent actions.



—
wwrx  Problems/Concerns {1ssues, project, or administrative concerns):

N/A S o .

h Y
~— 4, Impdct thus far, if any, of the project on the shoreline, coastal resources, or coasta! residents;
N/A )

[

Signature of person authorized to receive funds:

_ ' flode | Sl

T Y R




. ’

=~ PROJECT TITLE: Superier Harqbar Katurai R;snurces Enhancesent

CONTRACTOR: HWRPC/NIC _ ,
PROJECT HANAGER: Tom Davis CONTRACT MUMBER: 85004-851.14
. 302 MWalnut Strest PURCHASE DROER NO: ADE-00188
Spooner, Bl 54801 PROJECT NUMBER:  144-726
{218) 722-5343
=" CURRENT AS OF:  MAY 1 85 PROS. REPORT DUE: JUL 5 85
. FINAL REPORT DUE: SEPT 5 89 . -
CATEGORY INVGICE  YTD BUDBET  YTD/BUDGET
" REIMBURGABLE COSTS
1. PERSOMNEL 738,07 £387.42 10389.00 .61
2. FRINBES 308.3F 7599.51 4145.00  0.83
3. CONTRALTS . 0.00 2000.00  0.60
4, EQUIPHENT 0.00
5. SUPPLIES 0,00
£. TRAVEL 0.00 275.00  0.00
7. PRINTING 0.00 2500 0.00
’]THER‘ 0.00
¥e INBIRECT 544,11 4562.07 724300  0.83
SUBTOTALS 159048 13549.00 2407700 0.5

CHP REIMBURGEMENT: 995.44 B481.87
LBCAL HATCH: J94.84 3047.33

|
|




‘se f . - 44 N . )
—<isconsin Coastal I .lagement Program [ Ferwowsarus

—roject Summary | e /b;é/'/é

gLt

LM (Rav. 12/79) T
- Ouce Recarsd: PR 131984
—=yact Title: Agancy ar Government ana Adcrass:
=Alternate Marina Plan, Sheboygan, ’ City of Sheboygan
~sisconsin ' ' City Hall .
—_— 328 Center Avenue
;?@“ Hen 8 months Sheboygan, Wisconsin 53081
T::;c:-: Typs: . Principal Staff Caontact: Tetephane Numpe

Frank J. Paquette, Dept. of City L} h-h29-3%77

= 1] Imarove SCA Menagement SCA 2 new Parsan suthorized 1g receive funas: S Ve TORUIRITL ] Telepnone Numbar
- =3 implemanz Staze Law R._W. Suscha, Mayor 414-459-3317

E Demdnniration ré %ﬁ:‘?& Signaturse of Eerson zutnor:zed 19 ncmw funas: ‘
BT arbe ket PTETTVTC,

‘\_“_‘:@,g’ \ wi l;/’fu-}, L

==1EF PROJECT OESCRIPTION: <

=he City of Sheboygan proposes to develop an alternate engineering and plannlng study for
—he construction of rubble breakwaters in the Sheboygan outer harbor. An alternate design
=s npecessary in the likely event that a currently proposed containment vessel (now designed
— prov:de protection for a_planned marina) is no longer feasnble because of contamination
—f river dredgings intended to fill the vessel.

HHRAT Q0 YOU WANT THE PRO.;ECT TO ACCOMPLISH (MAJQOR OBJECTIVES!?

ro ec:. will: ' - : | . . :
— ther and anziyze all emstmg reports, correspondence and plans relative to the outer

——— b WO,
=)} provide computer modeiing of wave action within outer and inner harbors.

-3} determine design and configuration of alternate protective breakwaters.
=) describe configuration of landside marina facilities. : .
=5) prepare a feasible marina master plan. : : E

BHAT'NILL BE& THE SPECIFIC END PRODUCTS OF THE PROJECT?

alternate marina master p]an will be developed for the outer harbor protected by
supplementary breakwaters rather than a containment vessel.

ROW WILL THE PROJECT IMPROVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'S COAST?:

.1t will allow the City of Sheboygan, a major Wisconsin city on the Great Lakes, to fully
-utilize its existing harbor for recreatlon, in addition to shipping, by providing a
protectad marina site. .

. . -

AUDGET SummarvCMPS1L,300 Recipient share $7,70Q0rar costs _22.000

ey

-
H




PROGRESS REPORT NOT RECEIVED BY OUR

OFFICE. UPON RECEIPT IT WILL BE

FORWARDED TO YOUR OFFICE.



T PROMEET TITLE:
DONTRACTOR: .
7 PRIJECT MANAGER:

- CURRENT AS OF:

EATEGORY

Alternate Marina Plan
City of Sheboyaan :
Frank Paguetie CONTRACT MUMBER: 83004-B31.14

City Hall, 828 Center Ave. PURCHASE ORDER NDs ADE-00189
Sheboygan, ¥ 53081 PROJECT MUMBER:  148-726

{414) 459-3177

PROG. REPORT DUE: JAN 5 83
FINAL REPORT BUE: AU§ 3 BS

INVOICE  YTD  BUBGET  YTD/BUDGET

REIMBURSABLE COSTS

1, PERSOMNEL

2. FRINGES
OMTRACTS
DUIPKRENT

3. SUPPLIES

4. TRAVEL

¥, PRINTING

8. OTHER

9. INDIRECT

9.00
4,00
0.00 22000,00 0.8
9.00
4.00
4.00
0.40
0.00
$.00

SURTOTALS

£HP REINBURSEHENT:
LOCAL MATCH: .

0,00 0,00 2200000 .00

6,90 0.60
4.00 0,40
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Progess Tice:

Milwaukee River Basin Accelerated Nonpoint
Source Assessment Project

il

AGUOCY OF GOwarnarart arva Acx) e oy

Department of Naturai Resources
P.Q. Box 7921
Madison, HI 53707

| 8 EF PROJECT CESCRIPTION:

-

¥

Progect Qunnwon PR
At Tooe 1l - " Fhm’Su'Hw: Tersonana Mumcer
Froea Ty ew Jotin Konrad (608)266-1955
-— Person suthon t=d (O recired hanos Telazhane Numoar
{5 morove SCA Mensgemam SCA & Bruca Braun

(608)266-219?

deuwmumu

Acceleratad assessment of the urban and rural nonpoint sources of water pollution in the

five watersheds of the Milwaukee River Basin.

These.sources centribute a substantial

amount of pollutants to the Milwaukee River Estuary and the near-shore waters of Lake

Michiga:n.

agencies.
into the Milwaukee River Basin,

Tha inventories and analysis of information will be conducted jointly by a
with assistance from other State and Federal
This project is being coordinated with a number of GiR programs being focused

WHAT 00 YOU WANT THE PRQJECT TO ACTIAPUSH (MAICA ORIECTIVESIZ .

‘This application applies on]y to the urban inventory and assessment aspects of th1s\

_project. The primary objectives of this aspect are to:
-'1. Determine the location and extent or critical urban land uses;
%2. i&entif& and apply appropriate assegément methods; .and -
%3. develop engineering design criteria for structural and nonstructural stormwéter
management practices

- AT WILL 5K THE SPECIFIC ENC FAJDUCTS OF THE ano;tcn '

Completed inventories and analysis of urban land areas;

summarized in the priority watershed plans.

- - -

The results will be

wNOW WILL THE PRCQUECT IMPROVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'S COASTR:

The project will accelerate improvement in the water quality of the Hi]waukee River
 Estuary and the near-shore waters of Lake Michigan,

SUOGET IUMMARY-

vroraLcosrs _ 69.230

@
| ]
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Wisconsin Coastal Management Program WCMP Project Numbar: 75/ 7
D/

Progress Report

kA D-CM 4(5/80)

Submit this Progress Report to:  Wisconsin Dept. of Administration
Office of Coastal Management
101 S. Webster Street, 7th Floor
Madison, WI 53702

Project Title: . i Purchase Order Number:
Milwaukee River Basin Accelerated

Nonpoint Source Assessment ADE-00190
Project Duration in MONTHS: ) Report Period From: To:
I-E/;k January 15, 1985 April 15, 1985
Project Type (Check one or more): CMP funds spent to date: % of budgeted funds:
D Improve SCA Management SCA Number Match spent to date: % of budgeted funds
O Implement State Law ‘

ature of project manager:

[0 CEIP {Coastal Energy Impact Project)
O pemonstration

“{is—c;j7 /A<;7~¢ﬁr(
1. Objectives of Project (as contracted):
The primary objectives of the urban inventory and assessment activities are to:
1) determine the location and extent of critical urban land uses; 2) identify and
apply appropriate assessment methods; and 3) develop engineering design criteria
for structural and nonstructural stormwater management practices.

2. Thoroughly discuss progress made toward accomplishing objectives during this reporting period:

The urban runoff controls "Manual of Practice" has been completed and includes the
engineering design criteria for both structural and nonstructural stormwater management -
practices. The design criteria are specifically linked to performance. Many example
problems are included to help size the controls for specific conditions.



3. Problems/Concerns (issues, project, or administrative concerns):

There are no current major project problems identified. The onset of snow in
Milwaukee caused us to postpone the completion of the experimental design sample
. collection. Because of the need to complete the "Manual of Practice" and the Model

Ordinance, this activity has not been restarted. The urban runoff model modifications
for Milwaukee has also not been completed as yet.

4.

Impact thus far, if any, of the project on the shoreline, coastal resources, or coastal residents:

As stated in the previous progress report, the future use of currently evaluated

management practices may have some important future impacts on the coastal resources
and residents.

Signature of person authorized to receive funds:

Please use additional pages if necessary.



~—PROJECT TITLE:  Milw River Basin Monpoint "Snu‘rce fssesseent

CONTRACTOR: HDHR
""" PROJECT MANAGER: . John Konrad CONTRACT NUMBER: 853004-831.17
P.0. Box 792! PURCHASE DRDER NO: ADE-QOI90
Madison, W1 53707 PROJECT MUMBER:  146-72%

{608) 265~1934

" CURRENT AR OF:  APR 22 83 . PROG. REPORT DUE: JUL 3 85
' FINAL REPCRT DUE: SEPT 3 B3

" CATEGARY INVOIEE  YTD  BUDBET  YTD/BUDGET

REIMBURSARLE COSTS ) i
1. PERSOMREL 11917.44 29215.23 4078300 0.72

2. FRINGES 3038.94 7449.87 10400.00  0.72

3. CONTRACTS 0,90

4, EQUIPHENT 0.00

5. SUPPLIES 0,00

&, TRAVEL 0,00 1766.00 0,00
’Dmmms 0,00

W OTHER 0.00

9. INDIRECT - 4757.42 11663.15 1628000  0.72

SHBTOTALS 19714,00 48328.25 £9230.00 0.70

CMP REIMBHRSEMENT: 12814.10 J1413.36
LOCAL HATCH: 4899.90 16914.89
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Project Numoer: A
e - £57./8
~“roject Summary P —
N2 Rev. 129 ‘ - ) e ¢
' ' : °Z7fl ACKYY, QD,{J)
=apect Title: i Agency or Gavernment anc Agarem: . T :
= Harbor Pesources “‘anagement Initiative Department of Natural Pesources
_ . ' P.8. Box 7921 101 <. Webster St.

r——r——— _ . - |Princos Satt Comasct: Teiuchane Numoer

. Melvin Alhers ) 267-7414
— m 1Peron suthonzad w racerve funcs: THhone Number
= e S e scA Bruce Braun | | 266-2197
_ Cio S . ) - Sivnm’ w-ymonndm 2iva funds:
..-:CQ!M‘ p % .

=RIEF PRCJECT CESCRIFTION: : e

- The Harbor Resources Management Initiative will promote intergovernmental study
=nd public discussion of new methods for deciding future maintenance and develap-
—ant of Wisconsin's Great Lakes harbors. Using its estahblished intergovernmental
—elationships and its experience with comprehensive water-based transportation
~1anning (GREAT-Mississippi River), WR&Z staff will carefully review current harbor
—ianning efforts and outline and promote discussion of alternative decision making
&;E’;%%sv'ou WANT THE PROJECT TO ACCOMPUISH (MAJOR ORIECTIVESI?

_The major objectives of the Harbor Resources Management Initiative are: ‘

.-To increase information and options availahle to fGreat Lakes communities for long
=& - planning of harbor maintenance and development =

*To reduce state-local and interagency confrontation resulting from frequent crisis

=ecision making ahout regulation of harbor projects -

. *To improve understanding of potential environmental impacts of_,ha;-bor maintenance
=and development activities. o _

WMAT WILL 8E TRE SPESIFIC END PRODUCTS OF THE PROIECT?
- - During 1984-85, we expect to: T o ; v
*Present alternative decision making methods, including brief descriptions of legal
or institutional changes and scientific studies needed; .
*Design forum for interagency and public discussion of alternatives.

-

MOW WILL THE FRCIECT IMPROVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSINTG COASTH: . ,

Sound economic and environmental decisions can seldom be made with in-
complete information or in confrontational situations. Both the local economic and
=nvironmental stakes in Sreat Lakes harbor decisions have risen. By improving the
information base, increasing the range of options and reducing confrontation,
decision makers can better accomodate the economic, environmental and social
aspects of Great Lakes harbor maintenance and development.

-

N——

i . . ‘
;'suocz'r SUMMARY- ToTay casTs 48,230 :
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Wisconsin Coasial Managemant Program
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Progress Report

For WCMP Staff Use

WCMP Projact Number:

pate Received:

Submit this Progress Report ta:

Wisconsin Dept. of Administration
Oftice of Coastal Management
101 5. Webster Street, 7th Floor

Madison, Wi 53702

Project Title: Purchase Ordar Number:
roject TiCe DNR Harbor Resources
Management Initiative ADE - 00047
Project Duration in MONTHS: Report Period From: To:
January 1 - April 5, 1985

Project Type {Check ane ar more}:

[ tmpeove SCA Management SCA Number
{3 tmplement State Law

03 CEIP (Coastal Energy Impact Project)
{J pemorstration

CMP funds spent to date:

% of budgeted funds:

Match spent to date:

% of budgeted funds

SignHigra of project manager:

7
s (i

1. Obijectives of Project (as contracted):

To increase information and options available to Great Lakes communities for
long-term planning of harbor maintenance and development.

To reduce state-local and interagency confrontation resulting from frequent
crisis decision making about regulation of harbor projects.

To improve understanding of potential environmental impacts of harbor main-
tenance and development activities.

2. Tharoughly discuss progress made toward accomplishing objectives during this reporting period:

The Department of Natural Resources has continued working on evaluating

sampling and testing procedures for the characterization of dredged materials.
The DNR research committee has continued to meet and has given preliminary
consideration to the physical and chemical characterization of dredge
materails. Pre-dredge coring and sampling at both dredge and disposal sites
includes the adequate testing of the sample from both sets and the identifi-
cation and distribution of chemical constituents by bulk sediment analysis,
elutriate analysis, bioassessment and other analysis. All are being
thoroughly researched and discussed. Also, sediment contamimant ranges to be

used to classify sediments from the Great Lakes have been developed in initial
draft.



/g

== 3 Problems/Concerns (lssues, project, or administrative concerns): i -

i

There is a definite need for more research on biocassessment. The Department
. " of Natural Resources has the laboratory space and supervisory staff with
- expertise to perform.additional testing and evaluation. The DNR would, how-.
. ever, need additional funds and support staff to perform the necessary
laboratory testing and research. Outside research capability may be avail-
able through cooperative agencies. Criteria, costs and time factors would
need to be addressed. Presently, cumulative effects of organic contaminants
are a main source of concern. Synergistic effects of over 800 organic
compounds found in the Great Lakes is largely unknown.

-A draft outline of alternatives for Great Lakes harbor community maintenance
planning has been prepared. Concepts for revised dredged material disposal
legislation have been agreed upon within DNR and a first draft of proposed
legislation for internal staff review is in progress. Currently, in-water
disposal of dredged materials is not permitted by the State of Wisconsin.
The development of interim disposal criteria to provide an environmentally

. safe and acceptable procedure with legally acceptable legislation will be a

major work element during the next 18 to 24 months. The public appears to

be mere understanding of the need for environmentally acceptable conditions,
materials and standards for the reuse of dredge materials.

- . N f : .

‘. tmpact thus far, if any, of the project on the shoreline, coastal resources, or coastal residents: . N

It will be necessary to further refine, compare and standardize bioassessment

process and techniques. Finally, discussions for identifying, recommending
and approving dredge disposal options are part of the project's continued
work effort in order to insure the continued high quality of the Great Lakes
water resource.
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Signature of person authorized to receive funds:



COMTRACTER: - HDMR
" PROJECT HAMAGER: Mel Albkers
P.0. Box 7924
Hadizom, BI 33707
{608} 247-7414

CURRENT A5 OF:" APR 2 83

- CATEGHRY INVGICE  ¥TD  BUDBETY

=" PROJECT TITLE: Harbaor Resuurcés Mgt Initiative
COHTRACT NUMBER:

PURCHASE ORDER HB@: ADE-00047
PROSECT NUMBER:

PROG. RERDRT DUE: JUL 5 83
FINAL REPORT DUE: SEPT 5 83

YTD/BUDGET

83004-831.18

REIMBURSABLE COSTS

1. PERSONMEL 11915.48 19259.26 28452.00 0,48
2. FRINBES 3038.44 411,09 7255.00 (.48
3. COMIRACTS 0.00 »
4, EQUIPHENT 0.0
SUPPLIES 0.00 38406 0.00
QER'JEL 328.99  705.25 1000.00 Q074
. PRINTING 0.00 '
8. OTHER 173.29  800.00  0.22
9. INDIRECT 475684 746R.58 11359.00  0.48
SURTOTALS 20039.75 32737.47 49230.00  0.66

= CMP REIMBURSEMENT:13025.84 21279.34
~ LBCAL WATCH: 7013.91 11458.14
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v Praject Numoaer: f‘_!)‘;, /
2roject Summary N

.:4.2 (Rev. 12/79) : oo Date Recarved: - .
-- ™ APR 161984

Agqancy Qr Goverrmant and Agaress;

=¥isconsin Coastal i. snagement Program

T TS Support of the SEWRPC Staff and
—=echnical and Citizens Advisory Committee on | Southeastern Wisconsin Regional Plan Commission
~Zoastal Management in Southeastern Wisconsin { 0ld Courthouse Building i

rroject Dursuion: 12 moncs P.0. Box 769
: Waukesha, Wisconsin 53187-1607
~Project Typs: Principal Start Contace: Talaghane Numoer
Donald M. Reed (414)547-6721
- P o Parian authorized to recsive (ungs: Teleonane Numoer
= [morave SCA Mansgamen: SCA Kurt W. Bauer (414)547-6721

s D fmpiemane State Law f
f_‘ oo St Signatury of Pearson autnorized tQ ractive fungs:

=- [ Owme: Program. ‘Admipistration/Technical &%lif&)ﬂi~h,/~
Assistance .lﬂl

—— e
———

“BRIEF PROJECT DESCAIPTICN:
The SEWRPC staff and Technical and Citizerns Adv1sory Committee on Coastal Management in
~.- Southeastern Wisconsin will continue to provide technical assistance concerning coastal
-~ issues and problems; review, comment on, and propose studies and projects which address

M.coastal issues identified for southeastern Wiscomsin; and provide 1nformat10n on coastal

—_4ssues of areawide concern.

== WHAT DO YQU WANT THE PROJECT TO ACCOMPLISH (MAJOR OBJECTIVESI?

Technical Assistance and Regional Analysis: The Commission staff will continue to provide
technical assistance to federal, state, and member local units and agencies of government
operating in the coastal area; review of coastal development proposals; assist in the
preparation or revision of coastal development plans and zoning ordinances; and provide
~coordination and assistance, as appropriate, to member local units and agencies of gov-
ernment in meeting state and federal regulatory requirements. The Commission will con~
tinue to provide staff to the Wisconsin Coastal Management Program to assist the Coastal
Management Council with such activities as project monitoring; coordination of coastal

ont. on attached et.
= WHAT WILL 3E THE SPECIFIC ENO PRODUCTS OF THE PROJECT? Cont hed sheet
1. Improved implementation of federal, state, and local regulations in the coastal area.

2. Improved coordination between state~federal agencies and local units of government and-:
other interested parties in implementing coastal-~related activities.
-. 3. Continued assistance to local units of government concerning the 1mplementation of the

Wisconsin Coastal Management Program.
4. Increased awareness on the part of public officials and citizens concerning implementa—

tion of the Coastal Management Program's objectives and policies.
~— 5. Increased input from local officials and the public into the lmplementatlon of coastal

“HOW \ElLL%'HE PRbJECT IMPROVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'S COAST?:

1. Provide guidance and assistance in the conduct of the Coastal Management Program in
southeastern Wisconsin.

2. Development of increased public awareness and opportunities for citizen participation in
implementing the Coastal Management Program in southeastern Wisconsiun. ,
Tmprove the coordination of existing Coastal Management Program policies and activities.

‘ Improve implementation and enforcement of existing policies and programs.

i

TotaL cosvs _40,000 \

BUDGET SUMMARY-
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Wisconsin Coastal Management Program WGMP Project Nambar

Progress Report Date Received:

‘o-cm 4(5/80)

Submit this Prograss Report t1o:  Wisconsin Dept. of Administration
Office of Coastal Management
101 S. Webster Street, 7th Floor
Madison, Wi 83702

Project Title: Purchase Order Number:
SEWRPC Support in WCMP ADE-00060
Project Duration in MONTHS: L. Report Period From: To:
Continuing January 1, 1985 March 31, 1985
Project Type (Check one or more): CMP funds spent to date: % of budgeted funds:
- . 2 1 per
x Program Administration 316,275 81 percent
a {mprove SCA Management SCA Number Maécll-16s;:e tso date: A % oé EUd;:;‘Lg":ﬁ:s
3 Implement State Law

{3 CEIP (Coastal Energy Impact Project) Signatyte pf/project manager:
(J pemonstration /Md/ /”
4

1. Objectives of Project (as contracted):

1. Technical Assistance
2. Regional Analysis
3. Public Outreach

2. Thoroughly discuss progress made toward accomplishing objectives during this reporting period:

See Attachment.



e

<=2 - 3, Problems/Concerns {issues, project, or administrative concerns): ‘ .
. . ' 3 A
None RS
. e
o -

4. Impact thus far, if any, of the project on the shoreling, coastal resources, or coastal residents:

Improved awareness of coastal issues, problems, and the Wisconsin Coastal Management
Program in southeastern Wisconsin. Improved management of coastal problems in
southeastern Wisconsin.

i
H

Signature of person ~..thorized to receive funds:

DB

& add it mmnl naces ¥ aceceary
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ATTACHMENT TO WCMP PROGRESS REPORT

2., During this quarter, the Commission staff continued to assist with the
implementation,of the Wisconsin Coastal Management Program in the following
program areas:

1A.

B.

C.

D.

E.

2A.

Envirommental Corridors: No activity to report during this quarter,

Coastal Wetlands: Work continued on the preparation of a shoreland-

wetland zoning ordinance and maps for Ozaukee County during this
quarter. Additional wetland field inspections necessary for the prep-
aration of the final Ozaukee County Wetland Inventory maps were con-
ducted by the Commission staff on January l4, 1985. (Also_see Item 4A).

Erosion Hazards: No activity to report during this quarter (Also see

Item 3A4).

Coastal Natural Areas: No activity to report during this quarter.

Coastal Wildlife Habitats: Technical assistance was provided to the
Town of Caledonia Park Commission concerning the preparation of a
wildlife management plan for the Nicholson Wildlife Center located in
the Town of Caledonia, Racine County.

State Clearinghouse Reviews: A total of 36 Clearinghouse reviews were

conducted by the Commission staff in the coastal area during this
quarter. Reviews included Community Action Program grants (7) from
Milwakee Public Schools (City of Milwaukee), Milwaukee Area American
Indian Manpower (Kenosha, Milwaukee, Ozaukee, and Racine Counties),
United Migrant Opportunity Services (Statewide), La Clinica de los
Campesinos, Inc. (including Ozaukee County), Milwaukee County Office
on Aging (Milwaukee County), National Urban League (Kenosha, Milwaukee,
and Racine Counties), and the Wisconsin Department of Health and
Social Services (Statewide); a Community Development Program grant (1)
from the General Services Administration (City of Milwaukee); Conser-
vation grants (8) from the Department of Natural Resources (statewide)
and the Department of Administration (statewide); Law Enforcement
Administration grants (2) from the Wisconsin Council on Criminal
Justice (statewide); Sewerage Facility Program grants (3) from the
North Park Sanitary District (Racine County), City of Racine Water and
Wastewater Utility, and the Crestview Sanitary District (Racine
County); and Tranmsportation Facilities grants (15) from the American
Red Cross (City of Milwaukee), Kenosha Achievement Center, Inc.
(Kenosha County), The Threshold, Inc. (including Ozaukee County),
Elder Care Line, Inc. (Milwaukee County), Community Learning Center
(City of Port Washington), Curative Rehabilitation Center (Milwaukee
County), Goodwill Rehabilitation Center (Milwaukee County), City of
Kenosha, Kenosha County, City of Milwaukee, Milwaukee County, Racine
County, Wisconsin Department of Transportation (Town of Somers), and
the Center for Urban Tramsportation Studies (City of Milwaukee).

1Includes work conducted under other Commission programs.



3A.

4A.

5A.

Consistancy Reviews: (See Items 2A and 2C).

Sanitary Sewer Extensions: During this quarter, the Commission staff

reviewed nine sewer extension requests relative to development pro-
posals in the coastal area from the City of Kenosha and Towns of
Pleasant Prairie and Somers in Kenosha County; City of Oak Creek in
Milwaukee County; City of Port Washington and the Village of Belgium
in Ozaukee County; and the Town of Mt. Pleasant in Racine County.

St. Francis-Lakeside Power Plant Land Use Plan: The Commission staff

met with the City of St. Francis Common Council om February 18, 1985,
to present the findings of the coastal zone land use management and
shoreline erosion control plan.

Shorewood-Natural Areas/Park: No activity to report during this

quarter.

Kenosha County Wetlands Mapping/Ordinances: A meeting of the Commis-

sion's Techmical and Citizens Advisory Committee for the Chiwaukee
Prairie~Carcl Beach Land Use Management Planning Program was held on
January 15, 1985, to review the findings of the October 23, 1984
public hearing and the revised land use management plan. The Committee
acted to adopt the plan at that meeting. Subsequently, the Commission
acted to adopt the plan on March 11, 1985, as an amendment to the
regional land use and water quallty management plan.

The Commission staff algo assisted the Wisconsin Department of Natural
Resources with wetland field inspections for the preparation of the
final Kenosha County Wetland Inventory Maps on March 28, 1985.

Finally, technical assistance was provided to the Kenosha County
Corporation Counsel on March 27 and 29, 1985, concerning the values
and functions of the wetland located on the Easterday, et al parcel in
U.S. Public Land Survey Section 30, Township 2 North, Range 22 East,
Town of Somers, Kenosha County.

Coordination—--Technical and Citizens Advisory Committee: Selected

members of the Commission's Technical and Citizens Advisory Committee
on Coastal Management in Southeastern Wisconsin participated on the
advisory committee meeting for the Chiwaukee Prairie~Carol Beach land
use planning program held during this quarter,

Coordination-Federal/State/Local: WNo activity to report during this

quarter.

Preparation of Funding Proposals—--Area Recipients: During this

quarter, the Commission staff assisted the Village of Shorewood on
January 15, 1985, and the Milwaukee County Parks, Recreation and Cul-
ture Department on March 4 and 6, 1985, in preparing notices of intent
to apply for Wisconsin Coastal WManagement Program funds.



7A.

8A.

-3-

Coastal Wetlands—-Section 307: The Commission staff reviewed the
Milwaukee Metropolitan Sewerage District's revised artificial reef
mitigation plan submitted to the U.S. Department of the Army, Corps of
Engineers, during this quarter.

Technical and Citizens Advisory Committee: (See Item 4A) .

Technical Reports: During this quarter, the Commission published

SEWRPC Community Assistance Planning Report No. 88, A Land Use Manage-
ment Plan for the Chiwaukee Prairie-Carol Beach Area of the Town of

Pleasant Prairie, Kenosha County, Wisconsin, and Volume 25, No. 2 of

the SEWRPC Newsletter, March-April 1985, devoted entirely to the
Chiwaukee Prairie~Carol Beach land use plan.

Public Informational Meetings: No activity to report during this
quarter,

Public and Interest Group Meetings: The Commission staff met with

representatives of the Chiwaukee Prairie Rescue Coalition on January 8,
1985, to discuss acquisition priorities in the Chiwaukee Prairie-Carol
Beach study area. 1In addition, the Commission staff made a presenta-
tion to the University of Wisconsin~Madison, Land Resources Forum,
concerning urban wetland preservation and the Chiwaukee Prairie on
March 13, 1985,
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= PROJECT TITLE: Suppurt'of SEWRPC in Coastal Haﬂagegént

CBNTRACTOR: "SERRPL
T PROJECT HANAGER: Don Reed CONTRACT NUMBER: 835004-852.1
P.0. Box 749 PURCHASE ORDER HO: ADE-00040
¥aukesha, HI 531B7-1407  PROJECT HUMBER:  101-724
) {314} W7-6721
CURRENT AS OF:  APR 22 85 PROG. REPORT DUEs JUL 5 83
FINAL REPORT DUE: SEPT 3 B3
CATERORY INYOICE  YTD  BUBGET  YTD/BUDGET
REINBURSABLE COSTS -
. PERSONHEL 1393.49 15519.30 16185.00 0.9
2. FRINBES 398.07 640747 7020.00 0.%4
3. EONTRALTS ¢.00
4. EDUIPHENT 0.00
3. SUPPLIES .00
L TRAVEL 4%.00  $49.23 50000 - 09D
’RI&TIHE 500,60 500,00 100
. OTHER .00 .
o, INDIRECT 942,48 12459.06 15795.00 6.79
SUBTOTALS 2983.04 35335.28 40000.00 0.89

€MP REIMBURSEMENT: 1492.32 17747.44
LOCAL MATCH: 1492.32 17767.54
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~roject Summary N Y.

-

TCM-2 (Rev. 12/73)

- Date Recaived: N
‘< 3 4
APR 161394
< Tidle: Northwest Regional Planning Comm. A“"‘?;'f;::t";?;mmq 1 Commi.
-~£Basic) Support for the Wis. anstal 3012" Wainut StiZZi , annlmr ommission
—=iIanagement Program
g g Snooner, Wisconsin 54801
~=ect Duratian: fwelve manthe
:;.ct Type: Princics! Staff Contact: | ) Telephone Number
' ‘ Dennis Van Hoof . 1-715-682-2305
; ) Person authorized ta receve funds: Telepnone Number
s L] tmorave SCA Manscement SCA # Mark Mueller, Executive Directorl-715-635-2107
-U trmplemnent Smo Law . . :

Bw Dmcnnnt& ) _ Signature of Parson aytnorized 10 recyiye funds: ;
R crner ommunity Assistance S W//%

e
TXEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION: The NWRPC will provide cont:mu:m.é/ assistance to local units of government
srith implementation of coastal management plans and the development of new plans for improved
.zise of the unique coastal natural and ecenomic resources. Assistance will be provided to
ccommunities in the use of existing state and federal programs. In the tradition of the
:successful state-~local partnership, staff will assist the Wisconsin Coastal Management

-Louncil in developing its annual program, carrying out adopted pollc:.es and monitoring of
:federal programs which are underway or completed.

=HAT 0O YOU WANT THE PROJECT TG ACCOMPLISH iMAJOR OBJECTIVESI? | '

~Wise and balanced use of the coastal environment in a manner that provides for reasonable

—ecggnomic and recreational development in an environmertally sound manner in the Northwest
Superior regiomn of Wisconsin.

==zrovide improved planning, management and implementation services to coastal units of

—~govermment which allows for intelligent decision-making by citizens and local officials.

~Assist local governments with identifying and taking advantage of coastal opportunities.

—Continue coordination between local, state and federal officials to address coastal

—related problems and opportunities.

- Provide planning and management skills aimed at giving local government better opportunities

- £o manage coastal resources with laocal resources.
SHMATWILL 35 THE SPECIFIC ENO PAOCUCTS OF THE PROJECT?

SWRPC staff will assist lakeshore communities in the northwest coastal region in :melementmg
waterfront plans. Impleméntation may take the form of local ordinances; proposals for
development projects that are site specific with the public and/or private sector; coordin-
2tion with local, state or federal programs which may assist and networking with state '
Pprograms where appropriate. The tool that will be applied will be determined on planning ?

and implementation efforts in each community as Well as the need, desire and willingness
TOo proceed.

-

DW WILL THE PROJECT IMPROVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'S COAST?:

Communities in the Lake Superior area recognize the value of their respective waterfronts.
These efforts, or proposed efforts have been and are discussed in each city, county and

a number of towns. No waterfront plans existed in 1978. Waterfront plans now exist in
each city, Bayfield, Ashland and Iron Counties and several towns. Implementation of these
plans have been highly successful in some communities. While much has been accomplished,

more needs to be done. All waterfront plans are consistent with Wisconsin Coastal t:
f:iﬂ'.ment: Policy. )

e N ST T IREI
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UDGET SUMMARY- ) roTaLcosts _ 940,000
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Submit this Progress Report ta:  Wisconsin Dept. of Administration
Office of Coastal Management
101 S. Webster Street, 7th Floor
Madison, W1 53702

Project Title: Northwest Regional Planning Commissid

Burchase Order Number:

Basic Support for the Wisconsin ADE-00210

Coastal Management Program
Project Duration in MONTHS: Report Period From: To:

Twelve January 1. 1985 April 1, 1985
Project Type (Check ane or mora}: CMP funds spent to date: % of budgeted funds:

Community Assistance
[ Improve SCA Management SCA Number
O implemant State Law

Match spant to date: % of budgeted funds

Signature of project manager:

O CEIP (Coastal Energy Impact Project)
(0 Demanstration / l ‘42; . éé
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1. Obijectives of Project {as contracted): ‘/
Wise and balanced use of the coastal environment in a mantier that provides for reasonable
economic and recreational development in an envirommentally sound manner in the Northwest
Laker Superior region of Wisconsin.

Provide improved planning, management and implementation services to coastal units of
government which allows for intelligent decision-making by citizens and local officials.

‘Assist local governments with indentifying and taking advantage of coastal opportunities.

Continue coordination between local, state and federal officials to address coastal
related problems and opportunities.

Provide planning and management skills aimed at giving local government better
opportunities to manage coastal resources with local resources.

2. Thoroughly discuss progress made toward accomplishing objectives during this reporting period:
Work with the Bayfield, Ashland and Washburn Planning Commissions on regulatory
ordinances continues. The Bayfield and Ashland zoning ordinances are being revised.
A study recently completed in Washburn will lead to preservation of twelve acres of
waterfront recreation land. Work has also started in Washburn to review a proposed
waterfront housing project. Ashland, Ashland County, Cornucopia and Washburn have
been assisted with preparation and submission of coastal management pre—applications.

The Lake Superior Coastal Task Force held a meeting early in April. Discussion
centered around the wide range of issues still needing to be addressed in the
Lake Superior area.

The probability of an Ashland marina and significant waterfront improvements continues
to increase. Local banks have given a letter of credit to a hotel developer provided
the City can obtain grant funds to construct a marina. Preliminary applications have
been filed with two federal agencies.
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3. Problems/Concerns (lssues, project, or administrative concerns}: - - )
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4. impact thus far, if any, of the project on the shoreline, coastal resources, or coastal residents:
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= PROJECT TITLE:  WRPC Support im Coastal Mamageaent

CONTRACTOR: HURPC
= PROJECT HANAGER: Dennis Yan Hoof COMTRACT HUMBER: BG004-832.2
201 Serond St. PURCHASE ORDER NO: ADE-00210
Ashland, I 54804 PROJECT RUMBER:  103-726

{715) 682-2393

' CHRREﬁT AS OF: FER 14 85 PREG. REPORT DHE: JUL 3 85
- FINAL REPORT DUE: 5EPT 5 83

T CATERORY INVOICE  YTD~ BUDRET  YID/BUDGET

REIMRURSARLE CORTS

1. PERSONNEL 497,11 9248.98 19002.00 0.49
2. FRINBES 1667.90 3335.81 7473.00 0.47
3. CONTRACTS 0.00
' ERUTPHENT .00
UPPLIES LR ]
8. TRAVEL I15.92  1064.37 2100,00 0.31
7. PRINTING 0.00
8. OTHER 201.50
9. INDIRECT J083.30 214,43 11425.00 0.34
SUBTOTALS 976403 20258.11 40000.00 0.3

CMP REIMBURSEMENT: 4382.02 10134,04
LOCAL RATCH: 4882,02 10134.05
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Bay-Lake Regional Planning Commission (BLRPC) has provided Jocal assistance and coor-

dination of coastal pragram efforts in the region since 1974.
Wisconsin coastal counties ars located in the Bay-Lake region.

Seven of the fifteen
The mejor emphasis

- during this contract year will be to continue to provide technical assistance to
... coastal communities within the region and to continue to provide coordination between
. local, state and federal governments on specific coastal issues.

T DO YOU WANT THE PROJECT TQ ACCOMPLISH (MAJOR DBJECTIVESI?

1. To provide technical assistance to Tocal units of government on coasta] plans,

zonlng, and deve]opment proposals.

.' To coordinate local/state and federal mvo]vement with the coastal program

activities.

WMAT WILL BE THE SPECIFIC END PRODUCTS OF THE PROJECT? -

1. Development of local plans and zoning ordinances.

2.: Specific waterfront'deve1opment designs.

- 3. Implementation of coastal studies by local, state and federal governments.

4. (Coastal management articles in the Bay-Lake newsletter and annual report.

OW WILL THE PROJECT IMPROVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'GS COASTR:

.. To improve Tocal government management capabilities of coastal resources.

- To improve the ongoing state coastal program activities in the region.

uDGET summany: CMP $20,000; BLPRC $20,000

roraLcosrs 40,000

-
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For WCMP Staff Use

Wisconsin Coastal Management Program WCMP Projaer Number.

Progress Report
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Submit this Progress Report to:  Wisconsin Dept. of Administration
Oftfice of Coastal Managament
101 S. Webster Street, 7th Floor
Madison, Wil 53702

Projaect Title: Purchase Order Number:
Bay-Lake Activities in Support of Coastal
Management Program ADE-00045
Project Duration in MONTHS: Report Period From: To:
12 January 1, 1985 March 31, 1985
Project Type (Check one or morel: CMP funds spent to date: % of budgeted funds:
$14,924.67 75%
Q Improve SCA Management SCA Number Match spent to date: % of budgeted funds
O Implemant State Law $14 ’924 -68 2 ) 75%
QO CEIP (Coastal Energy Impact Project) Signature of projec " /
Demanstratign . . éa/
X Community Assistance o : 87%1,{""

1. Obijactives of Project (as contracted):

See Attachment A

2. Thoroughly discuss progress made toward accomplishing abjectives during this reporting period:

See Attachment B



e 1. Problems/Cancerns {Issues, project, or administrative concerns):

.‘ None T T .

4. {mpact thus far, if anyfof the project on the shoreline, coastat resources, or coastal residents:

. Continued local citizen and local governmental involvement in coastal
management program activities.

. Initiated local study efforts related to coastal matters, particularly
dredging, waterfront plans, harbor studies, in Suamico and Algoma.

. Inventory of harbor improvement needs in the region for future program
assistance.

. Information distribution on coastal program Notice of Intent to File for
projects..

Signature gFPErsan adghorized to r

- - ¥ £
Please use additional pages if necessary. 4
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ATTACHMENT "A"

BAY-LAKE REGIONAL PLANNING COMMISSION
ADDENDUYN TO SCOPE OF SERVICES . - . .
{Letiter from Rslsh Bersgasni Msw 271994) :

;ul.whsszsv ia specz*ic‘techn l.éFEés.toﬂiﬁéfﬁde:

&+ Dredze aaterzal.d;S?ssal

B+ Harbor imsTovemenlis

c. Locsl rlanning sad pesulalion

‘.'Revzeu of develormenl sroceosalsto-included— ——— — =

e Stste clear1n§ house rev,e&si_,_A : i T

.-«Léxzulb' UPoa reaast oF comsuni jes 4’;. e e s

S 3.. ssis 1n ‘srezsrslion of plans in cossisl cnbnt1e aqgn_”ﬁ__, o
muni czagLiL;esauann=asnna54a=An%1Cf?Ated etforts Lad includa?

lilll!l’
[}

a. Kerlnetta/Peshtzso- land usz .Plan
be Occnto- hsbor angd rpublic sccess -plan
e, Kewsunez~ wstierTrontl ~lan-

d. Two Rivers—~ usierfroni rehshiliistion #lsn

&, Msnitowac— urdalae of comershensive slan
¥+ Door Countly- coa?&hansiva #lsn

4. Assisl in rrersrstion of rezulalory Lools in s1ll cossiazl counties
snd punicirslities uron recuesi. Asticirate efforis o include!

8, Sisler Bau~ zoning ardinance/wslerfront dislrict

B, Kewsunee- zoning ordi n.ncef"-terfron. ﬁzstrict o

ST e iwo-Rivers=:Tonind ‘ordinandes/wsiErfront disirict
.d, Merineile/Peshiigo- zoninz ordinance
5. Perfora coordinstﬁpn,{unctions balueen 1evgls of sovernszent.
3. Technicsl Advisors Comsiliee
b, Suszico~ dredgingd/disrossl
c. Green Bsuy~ dredzing/disrossl

&6, Assisli in pressralion of fundiqs srorossls in sll ecossiazl counties
and communilies uron recuesl. Anlicirsied efforts Lo include?




'éi Pfeparation of'étdag Prdposals and consultisnt se2leclion for afea
. * pecirienls of QCHP.fundins - Tl ot

b, Oconioc- Publig harbor

- - D

7. Coordinsle snd sssist in meelins g13le réddlstory requirenents in
a1l cossisl counties .and comaunilies. A
8. Provide informsiion on cossisl issues.
8. Bau-LaKe Newsletter--=- = ==
> by Public informstionsl meelinds . _.:

. ¢+ Bew-L3zke Annual-Rerort ..... . - ~ . - i

.

- =
- - - - - S
i3 -
?.‘ -~ - - - —~ - - - - .. - - o= - e id - -
. - ia. PO oy M .= e TR e de meme s sl > ‘ -
R T L - - -t N o e m e - —— - - - - -
2 T = - H s = .
AT Y - -t s R et . e & - @3 - e amwe o =l
- - - @ =
- - . -® - 5" --
- - e A= e ma
- [ L -
- - « dmam - -
- = - .
.
- - - a - ~ e = -
N - - - - . -
- - - - -
- - mAe - 4. aamw - =
. B . ER] . i
=« - Rt ] - - —m - [ PR - N - - - ‘- - - - - o -
[ . =T FLLaT . . - PRSI ~ - . Ia mo” =3
A - Y. 2 - -~ - - - - - - - -
= . - = b - - - - - - - - -
L
- - - - o= - T v w w -- = - . - -~ - . - -
I - - - - - - ~ - - - - - - e
- . v iy e ‘. mm - 2 e = ., en 4 - °
- - - ~ -l - - an .= - . - - - - L4
.
[ .- - - -
- . - B M mny e o @ me w ame = . a a - -—-ee a o - - RIS,
- r - - T - -~ - - - - - - -2 e
o
.
- -
> = Pl - ey mmaw e e PO T
- It e - - e i o
- -
* - N Aemm v e m s e ma A oo -~ - “-o-- - -
- - - - R - e
a . .-
- - PR [
- . e e e e o -
- PR - e o~
- - - - . - a « .. =
DAY - -
e . e am  m e oA s e - -




la.

1b.

1lc.

2a.

3a.

ATTACHMENT B

3RD QUARTER 1984-1985
COASTAL MANAGEMENT PROGRESS REPORT
January 1, 1985 - March 31, 1985

Commission staff met three times during this quarter with the Town
of Suamico Harbor Commission to discuss the status of the dredging
for Suamico River.

Staff completed review of the Corps of Engineers Letter Report
and Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the Confined Disposal
Facility for Green Bay.

Staff met four times with the City of Algoma Harbor Commission
initiating the harbor area planning services. Inventories, maps
and initial text material for the plan were completed during the
quarter.

Staff completed 50 percent of the field inventory of the Regional
Harbor Study to assist individual harbor communities with their
planning projects.

The Commission provided data and coastal management grant assistance
information to -the communities in the region.

The Commission continued Executive Order 12372 reviews of projects
and proposals that may impact upon the coastal area of the region.
The following projects were reviewed and approved during this
guarter.

Resource Conservation and Development - WDNR, Statewide
Rural Forestry Assistance - WDNR, Statewide

Urban Forestry - WDNR, Statewide

P.L. 566 Watershed Program - WDNR, Statewide

LAWCON Funding Harbor Park - City of Kewaunee

Wisconsin Coastal Management Program - WDOA

LAWCON Funding Voyageur Park - City of De Pere

The Commission staff continues to meet with government officials in
the Marinette/Peshtigo area reviewing planning and development
concerns.

The final technical design of the industrial park area was com-
pleted for the Marinette County Development Committee.

A contract was signed with the City of Marinette regarding long-
range planning, particularly waterfront related planning to update
industrial and commercial development potentials and to review
zoning and development controls.



3b.

3d.

3f.

4a.
db.

ad.

5b.

ba.

7a.
8c.

The Tand use and development trends in the Oconto harbor were
inventoried and mapped.

Staff rgviewed technical planning proposals for the City of Two
Rivers rehabilitation plan.

Staff initiated review of the initial draft proposal for the Door
County Comprehensive Plan.

Staff updated the Village of Sister Bay Zoning Map.

Staff continued technical assistance on the Kewaunee waterfront
development projects.

Commission staff began the update of the Marinette and Peshtigo
zoning ordinances and other regulatory devices per the request of
the local unit of government (See 3a.{.

Staff met three times with the Suamico Harbor Committee regarding
the dredging activities and disposal needs for the harbor.

Commission staff met three times with the Village of Cleveland for
discussion of alternative waterfront plans and alternative Hika
Park designs.

A selected alternative for waterfront and park site development
will be chosen after the public hearing scheduled for April 1985.

Not applicable.

Commission staff prepared the draft 1984 Annual Report materials

for review by the Commission and local and state governmental

units. A portion of the 1984 Annual Report relates to the Coastal
Management Program. Major elements contained in the draft relate
to continued involvement with the State Coastal Council, continued
community technical assistance and strengthened state/local partner-
ship on program issues, agency coordination and Future of the Bay
activities.

The document will be formally approved at the June 1985 Commission
meeting.
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T PROJECT TITLE:  Bay-lake Support in Coastal Managesent

77 COMTRACTOR: -~ ELRPC

- PROJECT MANABER: Bob Fisher CONTRACT HUMBER: B5004-832,37 -
5.E. 430, U4-Breen Bay PURCHAGE ORDER MO: &DE-00043
Green Bay, HI 54303 PROJEET HUMBER:  101-724
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" LCATEGORY INVOICE  YTD  BUDBET  YTD/BUDGET
REIMBURSABLE £OSTS
.1, PERSONMEL 1723.38 14170.27 22379.20 - (.43
© 2. FRINSES 667,72 4039.22 7585.20 0.80
© 3, CONTRACTS 0.00
4, EQUIPHENT 0.00
SUPPLIES 81.60
RAYEL 53581
7. PRINTING 282.83
8. OTHER 287.26 1426.24
9. INDIRECT 902,37 T113.93 10230.80 0,49
o SUBTOTALS 3582,73 29849.34 40415.20 .74

~  CMP REIMBURSEMENT: 1791.37 14924.47
i LOCAL MATEH: 179437 1492467
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BcM-2 (Rev. 12/79) . Date Recsived:
Project Titla: Agency or Governmaent and Address:
Bureau of Coastal Management
Coastal Management Program Staff and Department of Administration
Administrative Support 101 S. Webster St., P.0. Box 7864
Project Duratian: 12 months Madison, WI 53707
Praject Type: Princips) Statf Contect: Telephone Number
Roy Christianson 266-7257
Persan authorized to receive funds: Telephone Number

T imorove sca Management SCA #
D Implamaent State Lew

D Demonstration L. ]
Administr3tion

T Qthaer:

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Doris Hanson
Signature of Person suthorized to recsive funds:

To provide for staffing and administrative support to the Council and program.

WHAT DO YOU WANT THE PROJECT TO ACCOMPLISH (MAJOR QBJECTIVES)?

£ - overall program management
- preparation of grant applications and contracts

~ quality and fiscal control of approved projects

—- analysis of Great Lakes issues

- coordination with federal activities

- liaison with state agencies and local and tribal coastal governments
- provision of staff support for Council activities

WHAT WILL BE THE SPECIFIC END PRODUCTS OF THE PROJECT?

The end products include:
- periodic fiscal and evaluation reports on budgeted tasks and contracts
- Coastal Management Council documents as needed to fulfill Council functions
— statewide public information on coastal issues and the Program.

HOW WILL THE PROJECT IMPROVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'S COAST?:

The Bureau of Coastal Management in the Department of Administration is the lead
agency to solicit, receive and administer federal funds for the WCMP and to provide
administrative, technical and logistical support to the Council in performance of its
functions.

ToTALCOSTS _5203,000,00

BUDGET SUMMARY:




a)

d)

. WCMP Poiicy Analysis Activities
October 1, 1984 - March 31, 1985

Water Use

WCMP staff participated in making revisions to drafts of the
Great Lakes Charter and the final report of the Water
Diversions Task Force to the Council of Great Lakes Governors.
WCMP staff also helped inform the public and interest groups .
about the Charter. Staff attended task force meetings in
October, November, and December, 1984, and January, 1985. The
Charter was signed by the eight governors and two premiers of
the Great Lakes region in February, 1985.

After the Charter signing, the WCMP coordinated and
participated in drafting state legislation on water diversions
and consumptive uses. WCHP and other Department of
Administration staff met frequently with Department of Natural
Resources officials to develop the bill. Potential key
sponsors of the bill in the legislature were contacted and
briefed on the bill. The bill is now in the final drafting

stage.

Coal Transportation (see memo from Bob Halstead to Bill Brah)

Great Lakes Navigation

Work in this area has focused on the examination of the effect
of navigation cost-sharing/user—fee proposals on Wisconsin.
WCMP convened meetings with the Departments of Natural
Resources and Transportation to discuss the state's position
on cost-sharing proposals and coordinate efforts to collect
data on navigation and other water project spending in
Wisconsin, the Great Lakes region, and the nation. The WCHMP
considers the Great Lakes Commission (GLC) a possible arena
for developing a regional strategy to influence cost-sharing
legislation; consequently, WCMP staff have participated in GLC
conference calls and talked with GLC staff to try to stimulate
timely GLC analysis of the issue. Wisconsin favors basing a
position on navigation cost-sharing on a comprehensive
analysis of the flow of federal funding to various regions of
the nation for water projects of all kinds. WCMP staff helped
prepare Wisconsin's representatives on the GLC for the GLC's
semi-annual meeting in March, 1985.

Great Lakes Water Quality — Impact of Direct Drainage

WCMP has cancelled the project which would have formed the
basis for analysis of this issue. The project was a
Significant Improvement task, but is not needed to meet WCMP's
required budget allocation to significant improvements.



ey

e)

f)

Please see correspondence dated April 1, 1985, for further
discussion of WCMP Significant Improvement Task budgeted
funds. -

Dredging/ Dredged Material Disposal

WCMP staff has participated in discussions with Department of
Natural Resources (DNR) pertaining, to procedures and rules for
beach nourishment as a routine practice, and has reviewed DNR
reports, memos and dredging policy cdmmittee meeting notes
pertaining to the DNR policy toward beach nourishment. WCMP
staff has participated in discussions with the DNR pertaining
to specific Wisconsin harbor dredging activities, and has
monitored and reviewed proposed Wisconsin harbor dredging
projects and dredging permit applications. WCMP staff has
participated in local dredging activity meetings (see memo
from Tanace Matthiesen to Coastal Staff). WCMP staff has also
reviewed drafts of DNR proposed dredging legislation.

Estuarine and Marine Sanctuaries

Following preliminary work in developing a strategy for the

- protection of the Mink River Estuary in Door County, the

Nature Conservancy has moved ahead rapidly with acquisition of
parcels in that area. Because of staff vacancies for several

months, WCMP activity has been limited to a monitoring role.
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State of Wisconsin oo™
Department of Administration sae™

101 South Webster Street « Madison, Wisconsin 53702 Mailing Address:
Post Office Box 7664
Madison, Wi 53707-7864

vMarch 7, 1985

Mr. James Fish, Executive Director
Great Lakes Commission

2200 Bonisteel Boulevard

Ann Arbor, MI 48109

Dear Jim:

It is my understanding that as a result of a confercence call
earlier this week, the Commission staff is moving ahead on
the analysis of the various components of the user fee/cost-
sharing issue. Wiscoasin's understanding of what work will
be completed by the Commission's staff over the next two
weeks is attached.

As you know, I have been quite concerned about the lack of
progress to date on this issue, since it is cne of the top
two priorities of the Commission. At the Ceommission
nmeetings in May and October of last year, 1 indicated that
the Great Lukes Region had an "opportunity” te influence
federal initiatives on water project financing if the
necessary analysis was completed, we were able to develop a
unified position, and we acted in a timely fashion.

Wisconsin's perspective on this matter has been that major
proposals to reduce the federal deficit would be offered in
1985 and that our region might position itself to assist in
this effort and at the same time promote a more regionally
neutral financing policy for water projects. In short, we
might be instrumental in reducing or eliminating our
region’'s subsidy of major western and southern water
projects and gain the economic benefits from a lower federal
deficit.

While Congress and the Reagan administration are considering
various proposals for reducing the deficit which include
water project financing strategies, Commission staffi lhave
.yet to complete the necessary analysis that would establish
whether a Great Lakes pesition on this matter is possible



Mr. James Fish ' 2 ' March 7, 1985

and if so, what form it should take. The completion of the
analysis and development of options by the Commission staff
is absolutely essential if the Commission expects to have
any influence on the current legislation in Congress.

Your effort in getting this work completed would be

appreciated. If yeu have any questions, please feel free to
call me. or Carol Cutshaill.

Sincerely,

et

Peter V. McAvoy:

cc: Commissioners




ATTACHMENT

An analysis of the cost-sharing/user fee issué by GLC staff
will include: =a characterizaticn of recent trends in
federal water project financing (i.e., which states are
winners and losers); a summary of the provisions of
important federal legislation and an analysis of hew and
where the federal funds are to be distributed; and a
presentation of options based on this work to guide
subsequent discussion of the issue by the Commission,

Recent trends in federal water project funding

The key question to be answered by examining such trends is,
"Who pays, and who benefits?" GLC staff will track total
and per capita water project expenditures over recent vears
in each state of the country by the Corps, the Bureau of
Reclamation, the Soil Conservation Service, FmHA rural water
programs, and the EPA, and also identify how the different
types of projects are financed.

Summary and analvsis of proposed legislation

The key provisions of the major cost-sharing and user fee
proposals (HR6,S366, $S534, HR46, HR50) will be summarized in
readily comparable form; and the amounts, types, and
locations of proposed projects should be tallied.
Initiatives: in the President's budget will also be compared
with the Congressional bills. In order to develop a
comprehensive picture of proposed water project spending,
staff will also summarize any relevant legislation affecting
the Bureau of Reclamation and the EPA.

To assess the potential impact of various pieces of
legislation on our region relative to other regions and to
compare this impact with current trends, GLC staff will
apply the appropriate cost-sharing and user fee formulas to
the projects proposed in the respective bills. The breakout
of how the proposed federal funds are to be distributed
needs to be done on a state-by-state basis and then
aggregated to the appropriate regions. The effect of
proposed financing structures also necds to be examined to
determine if costs are appropriately borne by project
~benefTiciaries. -
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Cbmparison of past trends and proposed legislation

The analysis of proposed legislation will be compared to the
assessment of recent trends in federal water project
financing for the purposes of determining if the trends are

* continuing or not and what does this portend for the Great
Lakes states and region,

'Options-for discussion

With the above analyses completed, the Commission should be
in position to consider various options that could be
advanced on behalf of the region in the Congressional debate
on water project financing. To facilitate this discussion,
staff will present an array of possible options to the
Commission.
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STATE OF WISCONSIN

«‘Oare: 22 February 1985 . Fite Ref:

"
¥

To:

.From:

Subject:

AD-75

-

Peter McAvoy
Jaysan Chung :yf

Great Lakes Commission Economic Development & Promotion subcommittee
conference call

This GLC subcommittee convened by conference call today. Below is a list
of the major areas covered and some remarks that were of interest (it is

not a summary of the meeting).

1. Priorities

At the GLC's semi-annual meeting in March, the Economic Development and
Transportation committee meeting will focus on two (of the four designated)
priority issues: users fees and regional equity in federal policies. The
Conimittee meeting will have only two hours to meet, rather than the normal
half day.

2. Economic Trends Review

An advisory committee with representatives from each GLC state has been
appointed to work with the Federal Reserve Board on the Wisconsin Economy
Scan type study of the region. A draft should be available to subcommittee

members in late May or early June.

3. Industrial Competitiveness

GLC will loock on interestedly. No major industrial policy action expected
to be passed.

4. International Trade and Import Competition: Auto industry

Japén voluntary trade restriction agreement will probably be allowed to lapse.
Great Lakes legislators are working on quid pro quo deals.

5. Agricultural Information

Center for the Great Lakes is just beginning a study on cargo preference
policies. It will examine the revenue and employment impacts of increases
of P.L. 480 shipments on the Lakes and provide advice on how to seek
legislative and regulatory changes. The study should take about 4 months
to complete.
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6. Other Businéss

The Administration may introduce a bill proposing 70% cost-recovery on
new construction of navigation projects with no draft limitation.

A draft of Illinois' study examining ad valorem and uniform tonnage user
fees may be available in about a week. (This study will be the topic of
some discussion during the March 4th Transportation subcommittee conference
call. Hopefully, we will have time to give it a critical look before the
call. Do we plan to present findings from our analysis on flows of federal
funds into and out of Wisconsin at that time?)

cc: Carol Cutshall
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To: Carol, Peter W‘GM

From: Jayson Chuij

Some indications arising from conversation with Steve Thorpe on how things
might go at the GLC meeting. (He had survey replies from Mi, MN, iLL.)

There will probably be strong sentiment to retain present-GLC resolutions
on water project financing, at least on deep draft navigation, regardless
of the amount of enthusiasm-for our redefining the scope of the user fee
issue. It will be important to clarify that we are not casting the

issue strictly in terms of giving up something (accepting higher cost
sharing burden than otherwise necessary} to get something (a more
equitable overall water project financing system); the commercial

. interests in GLC certainly think this. 1I1linois may suggest that GLC

stick to trying to achieve a regional consensus on just navigation user
fees as the issue affects the Great Lakes and leave the broader, national
perspective to other arenas, such as [WCP or NGA.

There will also be strong sentiment to separate Seaway toll elimination
from navigation user charge issue. Other states do not want to see
toll elimination used as bargaining chip in navigation user charge debate.

As a result of their study, tllinois prefers GLC to remain neutral on
question of ad valorem versus per tonnage user fees. Can't see a
regional consensus arising.
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Peter McAvoy and Roy Christianson
Jayson Chung <§,
Chiwaukee Prairie-Carol Beach land use plan

! spoke with Don Reed two days ago about Chiwaukee Prairie-Carol Beach.
The Citizen Advisory Committee to SEWRPC on the CP-CB land use plan
voted 12-2 to approve a revised version of the 'recommended plan' that
SEWRPC had originally submitted to DNR. The "‘recommended plan' was a
compromise between a plan that encouraged much residential development

of the area and a plan that emphasized maximum preservation. WCMP

staff had, in comments on the DNR's DEIS, indicated that the ‘''recommended
plan'' failed to adequately protect the remaining prairies and wetlands.

SEWRPC's revised plan does away with the most offensive features of the
""recommended plan:"

- Expansion of the Trident Marina in the southeast portion
of the area is not accommodated, nor is the provision of
a road along the area's southern border to serve the marina.

- Expansion of the Kenosha sewage treatment plan into the
northwestern portion of the area is not accommodated.

- The area allotted for WEPCO utility corridors has been trimmed.

- In ‘the area where most of the valuable lowland natural areas
exist (i.e., east of the RR tracks), no sewering is provided
for, except in one tract that is already intensively developed
and an adjacent strip of intensive shoreline development.

The adopted revised plan continues to emphasize the “willing buyer/willing

selter' concept for homes that are located in areas marked for preservation P

and that are eventually to be required. ’

This plan represents a rather favorable outcome to the CP-CB situation,
especially considering the extent of development interests represented on
the Citizen's Advisory Committee. Don Reed is quite pleased. He indicated
that the DNR has said that it will recommend that the DNR board adopt this
plan as the DNR's master plan for their permitting functions. | also
understand that the Governor's natural areas acquisition fund initiative
targets about $1 million for Chiwaukee Prairie.

AD-75

vy 5t

P




— CORRESPONDENCE/MEMORANDYM

~ From:

= Subject:

®

STATE OF WISCONSIN
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Peter McAvoy, Al Fish

Jayson Chung \jc—

Continuing DNR information and analysis efforts in support of devéloping
water use legislatiom

These are some of the things that arose in today's meeting with Al Shea
and Mike Llewelyn that we should request DNR to continue looking into:

1. Assess numbers and identities of parties that would be affected by
proposed permit program. Look into formulas for celculating consumptve use.

If there really are 3500 irrigators over 2 million gpd, then we need
to know how that number would be affected by slight shifts in the
trigger level or by using a formula to calculate consumptive use as
part of total withdrawal for irrigation.

We need numbers and identities of non-coastal, non~irrigation water
users affected by permitting. This should be small, since major users

are on the GL c¢oasts.

2. What are the available sources of water use data, and how accurate and
precise are these sources? (This has been partially answered.)

We should find out what data the USGS has and whether their estimates
match Wisconsin's; also look at their data management setup. How much
accuracy and precision will we require (at the outset of our permitting
program)? This will influence the cost to the State and maybe to users
of the program (will new or additional meters need to be installed?;
‘are sophisticated, individual watershed hyagaologic budgets needed?)

3. Justification for water use program in terms of existing or past
water quantity problems and predicted problems. At this point, we
need to start compiling a list of illustrations, case histories.

4. Legal analysis of legislation langu;ge and the form the legislation is
to take, if different from our model legislation.

DNR has informally indicated it would rather fold this new water use
program into existing statutes. How would this be done?

How strict should the standards of review of and requirements for permit
applications be? How much of a burden should be placed on applicants to
demonstrate approvability of their applications? (Less now, more later
when program has provided enough of a database to start dealing
knowledgably with management issues?)
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5.

Who is going'to represent Wisconsin on the Water Resources Management
Committee?

DNR staff will probably need to consult with other states to get some

of the information we need to develop the appropriate legislative

package here. Might as well determine the formal structure for
supporting the Committee, whenever it is convened, now.




MEMORANDUM
To: Peter Mcavoy
From: Jayson Chung <

Subject: Neil Fuiton's recommendation for revised federal legislation for
diversions and consumptive uses :

in his January 30, 1965, memorandum to water diversions task force members,
Neil Fulton proposed federal legislation on Great Lakes diversions and
consumptive uses similer to thet introduced in the 98th Congress last year.

The language proposing that NOAA teke the tead in & study of Grest Lakes
consumptive uses should more explicitly require coordination of any federal
efforts with the dats end management system being created by the Great Lakes
states under the Grest Lakes charter. Otherwise, this language seems
acceptable.

The language proposed to provide the Great Lakes states with suthority to
regulate diversions out of the region differs from the language of the Lipinski
smendment of last year in that it acknowledges the Great Lakes charter and
purparts to complement the charter. While Congressional legislation
supporting the efforts of the Great Lakes stetes to manage Great Lakes water
resources with ampie regard for the continued economic and environmental
health of the region is to be desired, H1linois’ proposed lenguage is unpaiatable
for the seme reasons as last year's Lipinski amendment. As many have pointed
out, if such legislation is passed, it could cloud the issue of who has ultimate

“authority to govern the diversion of Leke Michigen water at Chicego. Any

federal legisiation should explicitly recognize the continuing jurisdiction of
the U.S. Supreme Court to govern that diversion.

Mr. Fulton claims that the proposed tanguage logically complements the charter:
Where the charter establishes “a fremework for cooperation among the states
and two Canadian provinces to manage and regulate diversions within their
jurisdictions,” this language will give the Great Lakes states the power to
regulete diversions put of the region. In fact, the fit between the charter and
this proposed language is not good at all.




‘The charter représents the strongest and most prudent agreement the Great

Lokes region could reach on diversions. Under the charter, for reesons of good
resource menagement as well as constitutionality, the states agree to regulste
diversions out of their jurisdictions and within their jurisdictions with the
same level of scrutiny. To pess federal legislation containing 11linois’ proposed
languege yould actually undermine the charter---its credibility in the eyes of
the rest of the countryrand its forcefulness in driving stetes’ efforts to assess
and menage water uses-and demands in their own jurisdictions. Any federal

. legislation at this point that does not directly reinforce the charter could

severely weaken its impact.

Congress is certainlyuntikely to-approve of @ protectionist proposal like
IMinois’, end eny ettempts by our region’s detegations to push such legistation
will probably generste unnecessary resentment toward the region. 1 is
interesting {o nete that during last yeer's debate of HR3678, the Omnibus Water
Bill, some Dry West congressmen got very excited about Section 622, which
forbade federal study of transferring water out of either the Columbia River
basin or the Arkansas River basin, as well the Lipinski amendment, which tried
to prevent transfers out of the entire Great Lakes region.

Finally, aside from the substance of l1linois’ proposed language, | have
questions about the constitutionslity of the proposed mechanism of requiring
approval of el the Great Lekes states for a diversion. Can Congress impose
such joint regulation (in the sbsence of an interstate compact), which would
seem to be an abrogation of stete sovereignty, on states? 1 asked Maryann
Sumi sbout this, and on first impression she suspected there would be a
problem. Tim Weston, in Milvoukee on Februery 11th, objected that this kind of
errangement yras not allowable.

I certainly hope that the other states in the region are not of 8 mind to back

1linois’ revised proposal.



-State of Wisconsin &=
Doris J. Hanson

Department of Administration &,

101 South Webster Street « Madison, Wisconsin 53702 Mailing Address:
Post Otfice Bax 7864
Madison, ‘Wi 53707-7864
FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE
February 6, 1985

COASTAL COUNCIL ENDORSES GREAT LAKES CHARTER

Citing the importance of the Great Lakes to Wisconsin's economic
and environmental healthAand a need.for regional cooperation to
effectively manége the Great Lakes, the Wisconsin Coastal Management
Council recently adopted a resolution endorsing the Great Lakes
Charter. The charter, a regional and international good-faith
agreement on managing diversions and c;nsumptive uses of Great Lakes
water, was developed:-by a task force established by the Council of
Great Lakes Governors. It will be signed by the leaders of the
region's eight states and two Canadian provinces on February 11, 1985.

Tom Klein, Chairman of the Wisconsin Coastal Management Council
and Executive.Director of the Sigurd Olson Institute at Northland
College in Ashland, Wisconsin, said: “We will work with Governor Earl
to develop legislation and programs that will implement the important
Afeatures of the charter.” The Coastal Managemeﬁt Council is made up
of representatives of the legislature, state agencies, local
govgrnments. the University of Wisconéiﬁ. citizens, and tribal

governments. It advises the Governor on Great Lakes issues.

- more -
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According to Klein, a diversion frum.any of the Lakes may affect
water uses and environmental systems throughout the region. For that
reason, he said, "cooperative efforts to manage the resource as
outlined in the charter provide the best-protecfion Tfor both the Great
Lakes and Wiscogsin's interests."

Klein said the charter :marks an historic occasion for resource
management in the Great Lakes region. "1t is an impressive and

unprecedented achievement for all of the region's states and provinces

to come together and agree on a set of common policies on such a major

issue.”

The charter calls for a regional water use data base, provides
guidance for the particpating governments to regulate proposed water
diversions and consumptive uses, and sets up a consultation procedure
among the governments for working out differences.

"The charter is comprehensive and far-sighted, but ultimatély
realistic."fsaid Klein. "It gives Wisconsin the means to shun the
crisis-oriented approach in dgaling with the diversion and consumptive
use issues, which potentially could attain enormous proportions in the
regionf"

For more information on the charter, call: Peter McAvoy,
Chairman, Council of Great Lakes Governors Task Force on Water
Divergions and Great Lakes Institutions, (608) 266-17T41; or Pam Wiley,

Executive Director, Council of Great Lakes Governors, (608) 255-7880.
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Doris J. Henson

Department of Administration s,

101 South Webster Street » Madison, Wisconsin 83702  Mailing Address:
’ Post Office Box 7864
Madison, Wi 53707-7864

WISCONSIN COASTAL MANAGEMENT COUNCIL

- Resolution:in'support of the Great Lakes Charter -

WHEREAS the Great Lakes are vitally important to the historic,
economic, and environmental health and well-being of the State of
Wisconsin; and

WHEREAS the future growth and prosperity of Wisconsin is
becoming ever more dependent upon the state's coastal resources; and

WHEREAS municipal, industrial, agricultural, navigational, energy
producing, and recreational uses of the Great Lakes and the integrity of and
balance among biolegical and physical components of the Great Lakes
ecosystem may be harmed by the lowering of lake levels; and

WHEREAS without caref ul and prudent management, future
development of diversions and consumptive uses of Great Lakes water
resources may produce significant adverse economic and environmental

impacts; and

WHEREAS, because the waters of the Great Lakes Basin are
interconnected parts of a single hydrologic system, disturbances to which
may have impacts throughout the region, the protection and management of
Great Lakes water resources is an issue of regionwide concern; and
furthermore,

ot

WHEREAS the Great Lakes Charter, developed by a joint effort of
the States of Wisconsin, Iilinois, Indiana, Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, and New
York, the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and the Provinces of Ontario and
Quebec, creates the basis for a unified and cooperative regional approach to
protecting and managing the water resources of the Great Lakes Basin; and

iy e



WHEREAS the Great Lakes Charter sets forth principles, policies,
and programs to manage water diversions and consumptive uses based upon
sound resource management principles and reflecting current trends in US.
water law; and _

WHEREAS the Great Lakes Charter represents an historic first step
in instituting a progressive, long-range management strategy for the Great
Lakes;

- NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Wisconsin Coastal
Management Council declares its support for the Great Lakes Charter -and
urges Governor Anthony S. Earl to sign the Great Lakes Charter and pledge
the commitment of the State of Wisconsin to its implementation.

In testimony of this resolution, | hereunto
place my signature on this twenty-eighth
day of January, 1985.

ey )
’ .
o ALl

" Thomas Klein, Chairman
Wisconsin Coastal Management Council
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MEMORANDUM
Date: 7 December 1984
Te: Peter McAvoy

From: JaysonChung

Subject: MUCC critique of Great Lakes Charter

MUCC's critique is not vﬁﬂ-a.réued and in plsces is confused. It seems hopelessto try

to

argue points with MUCC at this stage, but it is importantito-pojint out to Goverpor

Blanchard's office and others that may be listening to3UECLotherenvironmental
groups, both within Michigan and in other states?)hew shakyBUCC's argumentsand
ite reading of the Charter are. Below ere some commentsmﬂmng points made:by
MUCC in its critique.

1.

MUCC ignores the importance and vatue of & united regional'stand-against
diversions and in favor of cooperstive water mansgement. Itsargument that
erecting systems to regulate and control diversions unaceeptably legitimizes
diversions stems from Michigan's unique situation of lying'entirely within the
Basin--and reflects a self-centered and narrow-minded, as Wwell as self-defeating,
perspective.

How could MUCC's stand possibly help Michigan to.avoid suffering the detrimental
effects of a diversion originsting in another jurisdiction? The Charter :
acknowledges that the fates of the Great Lakes states.and provinees are tied
together in this matter and gives ea.ch some influence aver the.actions of the
others. MUCC turns i stem of cooperative policymaking and

Minimum standards sat by the Charter in no way preveat:Michigan from setting
stricter standards, or even to ban diversions from Michigan outright if it so
chooses. It is plain fact that outright bans are unconstitutional. If the
considerable “power inhereat in the people of Michigan (MUCC critique, p.1)" can
in some way alter this reality, then nothing in the Charter obstructs such power
fmm being exercxscd In fact, MQW

TheFindings recognize that future diversions may have “significant adverse
impacts” on environment, economy, and public.welfare. The Purposs of the
Charter is to "conserve levels and flows of the Great Lakes.” Principle III of the
Charter states, plain and simple, “"that new or increased-diversionsand
consumptive uses of Great Lakes Basin-water resources are of serious concern,”
and that “diversions of Basin water resources should not be allowed if individually
or cumulstively they would have aay significant adverse impacts on lake levels,
in-basin uses, and the Great Lakes-ecosystem.” This gives:a strong philosophical
underpinning to a protaction system thet will. prevent new or increased diversions
to the maximum extent practicable end reasonable, both from & mansgement



" December 6, 1984 '
‘Response to MUCC critique 2

perspective and a legal perspective.

= 2. It certainly is important to the defenss system, as MUCC realizes, who is responsible
z for demonstrating that the-standards controlling diversions have or have not been
2 met. On this point, MUCC's srguments-are canfused and not factual .

2 The legisiation that the Charter promotesidoes-not place “the primary burden of
3 proof of damage to the Great Lakes . . . on'those:who would attempt to block
S proposed diversions,” ag:BUCC¢hiims. ‘Instesd, it requires “a demonstration of
- - compliance” with the criteria. This®ets UpaSystem of stringent positive
z tests--proponentsofa d1versmn would bear the burden of showmg that the

' b Lakes » It would not be
incumbent on the reguis.s,m;g; therxzy taea*ccgmphsh the dxffxcult task of proving
that future needs would be-jmpaired, to-refer to-an example used by the MUCC.
Rather, someone would have toshow thaet future needs would 202 be impaired--the
burden works against the proposed diversion.

The regulating authority would:be responsible for making the determination that
the criteria had or had not been satisfied. Control of the application process would
lie with the state, and because-agency-administrative determinations enjoy great
deference in adjudicative arenss, it would be extremely difficult for & permit
applicant to turn the processto'hisadvantsge.

. ‘ MUCC is concerned about what constitutes 8 "significant unmitigated impact.” The
terms, it claims, "are ambiguous and the forum for defining them unspecified.”
The terms are indeed general, but this.generelity is commonly and effectively used
in federal and state natural resource law. The forum for defining them in the fong
term is the research srens and in day-to-day resource management practice the
administrative agency, a safe place for such a responsibility to reside.

MUCC misfires when it expresses displeasure over the "burden of proof” issue.
MUCC claims that “the three criteria {to limit interbasin diversions] set a threshold
level of proofs which could not likely be met ... ." If thisisthe case, then
diversions are oo going to be approved. (Where's the beef?)

3. Although only new diversions over S mgd would be mandazory subjects of
regional consultation, nowhere does the Charter imply that states and provinces
should not review lesser diversions..as MUCC presumes. Also, ali of the trigger
levels are subject to review and adjustment to increase their protective
effectiveness.

4. The "seeking” nature of the consultation process has been discussed long and hard.

Itis the strongest arrangement that the parties can agree to, given the
non-binding nature of the Charter. MUCC's statements that the Charter
undermines "Michigan’s principles in opposition to any new diversions” and
"provides Michigen no new substantive voice in decisions by other states and
9 provinces” evidence & sericus misreading of the provisions, spirit, and political
. importance of the Charter, for reasons already detailed.




December 6, 1984 : -
Response to MUCC critique 3

Sand 6. MUCC fears that the Charter would "inevitably prejudice:federal court . !
decisions in favor of proposad new or increased diversions,"-and that it would ]
undermine Michigan's strong stance against diversions in the-eyes of'a federal Py
court. There is not much left to say except that these fears are unfounded. The \ ‘
‘Reservation of Rights is clear and meaningful. And Michigen can-erect legal
‘ga*rriars to diversions as strong as it wsats; how could the Chisrier undermine state

ws?

-Ouearguments ceater on Michigan having the flexibility to choose howeversiricta
degaldefense sgainst diversions for itself that it wants, while gaining formal _
opportunities to influence decisions made by other states and provinces. .

My one concern is that Michigan may not feei that the Charter clearly permits this
flexibility. Althaugh drafisof the final report have spoken of Charter legislative
recommendations as setting minimum standards, it covld be argued-ihat the.Charter
itself does not unambiguously make the recommendations in this'way. "Minimum
standards” or similar terms are not used in the Charter. I recall David Dempsey:at the
tast Task Force meeting complaining that Michigan did not want the Charter to imply
that the legislative standards it recommended were the best way to pratect the lakes
‘egainst diversions. Thisstill seems to be the core of the problem.

. If another amendment to the Charter becomes an acceptable tactic to try to bring

Michigan around, s solution might be to convey this "minimum standards”™ sense o
right in the Charter. The difficulty with attempting to explicity provide this kind of

flexibility is the possibility of weakening the concept of uniformity of commitment

throughout the region.
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PROPOSED LANGUAGE TO DEFINE THE APPROPRIATE SEQUENCE OF ACTIONS

TO {MPLEMENT THE GREAT LAKES CHARTER

The following language could be incorporated into the Charter by
- including it as the last subsection, which would be entitled ‘'Sequence

of Implementation Actions," of the section, Implementation of Principles,
or

- adding it as a second paragraph under the section, Progress Toward

Implementation.

Alternatively, the language in revised form could be incorporated into
the Task Force's report to the governors and premiers.

The Governors and Premiers recognize that actions ‘to implement
the principles of this Charter should be undertaken in a sequence
that efficiently and effectively achieves the Charter's
purposes, and that, therefore, the various components of the
Charter would be most appropriately implemented in the
following order:

- The establishment of the Water Management Technical
Committee;

-~ The development of a common database, and simultaneously,
the pursuit of state and provincial legislation establishing
programs to manage the diversion and consumptive use of Basin
water resources;

- The initiation of procedures for prior notice and
consultation at such time as sufficient supporting data
become available;

- The development of a Basin water resources management

program.
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STATE OF WISCONSIN

23 October 1984 - File Ref:

Peter McAvoy . : , -

Jayson Chung <:7»’<J>“v*\

Intake Water Co. v. Yellowstone River Compact Commission

-

Intake's challenge of an interbasin diversion provision of the Yellowstone
River Compact may be of some interest for regional efforts to protect the
Great Lakes, although the circumstances differ in obvious ways.

The Yellowstone River Compact, signed by Montana, Wyoming, and North Dakota
in 1950 and approved by Congress a year later was created primarily to
protect irrigation interests in the three states. The compact includes a
clause that prohibits the diversion of water out of the river basin unless
approved by all three signatory states. Intake had planned to divert water
at Dawson, Montana, some of which was to be used outside the basin in
Montana and North Dakota, contrary to the compact. Intake therefore sought
declaratory relief in the Montana District Court.

In October, 1983, a three-judge panel dismissed Intake's four-part complaint.
In response to Intake's claim that the compact placed an unreasonable burden
on ihterstate commerce, the panel ruled that because the compact had bzen
expressly approved by Congress, it was federal, not state, law and thus was
immune to the Commerce Clause. The panel also ruled that the compact did

not violate the Fourteenth Amendment, as Intake claimed; equal protection
applies to people, not geographic areas, and setting the river basin as the
limit for diversions served a legitimate governméntal interest.

Intake had also challenged a Montana law that obstructed interstate diversion
of Yellowstone River water. This law, however, was repealed before the
judges heard the case, so this complaint, too, was dismissed.

This case is being appealed in the Ninth Circuit Court. An assistant

attorney general in Wyoming said that he did not expect any substantial
changes from the district court's ruling. He also noted that one of the
deeper issues opened up by this case is, What is meant when Congress
ratifies a compact---is the compact law for all purposes? He conjectured
that a provision controlling diversions in the manner of the Yellowstone
Compact in a new compact drawn up now would require specific attention and
approval of Congress to insure survival of constitutional challenge.
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Jayson Chung

Latest Draft of ‘the Great Lakes Charter .

The most recent version of the Great Lakes Charter drafted by Timothy Weston
and Karen Sadlier-Brown improves :over previous drafts. The specificity of
earlier drafts by Tim Westen has been retained in this draft, and the superior
organization of the principles of Karem Sadlier-Browm's previous draft has
been utilized. Karen Sadlier-Brown's concerns appear to have been smoothly
incorporated without major changes that might prove objectionable to other
Task Force members. The major distinctive features of the latest draft are:

1. Language referring to "joint exercise” of power, which Karen Sadlier-Brown
objected to, has been eliminated. At the same time, the commitment to
cooperative efforts by states and provinces has been posited more
forcefully by including it 1n a separate mew principle.

2. Specifics regarding recommendations for state and provincial legislation
are retained as in Timothy Westom's previous draft.

3. There 1s some new emphasis in a couple of places on state and provincial
cooperation with federal governments and the IJC. Federal and IJC
participation in data base building and, specifically, serving on the
technical committee is provided for.

4., The Resource Management Plan recommends both cooperative policies on
consumptiveé uses, a particular concern of the Canadians, and more
generally, coordinated policles to gulde the management of the Great Lakes

water resources.
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Jﬁfon Chung |

Ruling on E1 Pago v. Reynolds

We have received a copy of District Judge Howard C. Bratton's Memorandum
Opinion on El Paso v. Reynolds, August 3, 1984, A summary of some of the
important features of the case and a brief amalysis follows.

Summary of Major Features

Judge Bratton ruled that most portions of New Mexico's 1983 law governing
out-of-state transfers of groundwater were constitutionally valid.

The statute requlres the State Englneer to find that an export of water

"is not contrary to the conservation of water within the state and is not
otherwise detrimental to the public welfare of the citizens of New Mexlco”
before he may approval such an application. The statute also directs the
State Engineer to consider six additional factors: 1) the supply of water
available to the State of New Mexico; 2) water demands of the State of New
Mexico; 3) whether there are water shortages within the State of New Mexico;
4) whether the water that is the subject of the application could feasibly be
transported to alleviate water shortages in the State of New Mexico; 5) the
supply and sources of water available to the applicant in the state where

the applicant intends to use the water; and 6) the demands placed on the
applicant's supply in the state where the applicant intends to use the water.

The Court ruled that any constitutional challenge to these provislons must
await application of the statute. El Paso had claimed that this law facially
discriminated against water exportation on several grounds.

~ New Mexico law regulating in-state and out-of-state use of New Mexico

groundwater requires that both such uses "not be contrary to comservation N
of water within the state” and "not detrimental to the public welfare of the s
state.” Both in-state and out-of-state uses, then, appear to be regulated

evenhandedly. El Paso, however, claimed that this evenhandedness was i

superficial, because for in-state uses these criteria were meaningless. v

The Court, while allowing that New Mexico's past groundwater practices have
considered all uses equally beneficial and have not displayed much concern
for conservation, found that it could not now conclude that the conservation
and public welfare criteria as applied to In-state uses were on their face
meaningless; in any case, the statute on its face did not direct the State
Engineer to apply them differently to out-of-state uses.
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El Paso also argued that the public welfare and conservation criteria
exercised in the interest of New Mexicans were Intrinsically discriminatory.
The Court, however, pointed out at length that the Sporhase decision granted
states a limited preference for theilr own citizens to protect their citizens
from water shortages. The Court noted that "when the State exercises a
preference for its citizens under the rubric of protecting their public
welfare and economic interests are implicated, the resulting burden on
interstate commerce must be weighed against the putative, noneconomic local
benefits.” Furthermore, "public welfare"™ could not be simply equated with
“human survival,” and states must be permitted to prefer local usage while
there is still water to conserve.

The six factors that the law requires the State Englineer to consider when
acting upon an application ta export groundwater are not applied to in-state
uses of groundwater. El Paso charged that this was faclal discrimination
violating the Commerce Clause. The Court ruled that each of the six factors
helped to determine whether the burdens on commerce imposed by state
regulatory decisions were reasonable or unreasonable, and thus comsideratiom
of these factors did not impermissibly discriminate against interstate
conmerce., :

The Court did rule that the section of the statute requiring that the

- conservation and public welfare criteria and the six factors be applied to
applications for interstate transfers of existing water rights was
unconstitutional, because the statute did not require that these criteria and
factors also be applied to iIntrastate transfers. In addition, the Court
struck down as unconstitutional a two-year moratorium that the legislature had
passed on granting new appropriations of groundwater from the aquifers of
interest in this case.

There has been no decision yet by either plaintiff or defendant as to whether
or not to appeal the decision. Also, administrative hearings on El Paso's
application could take years, and provisions of New Mexico's statute could be
challenged as applied to specific adminlstrative decisioms.

" Analysis

Judge Bratton's ruling faithfully applied the lessons of Sporhase v. Nebraska
to the New Mexico groundwater export law. The significance of the El Paso v.
Reynolds decislon is tentative pending appeal to the Supreme Court, but 1if
final disposition of the case is the same, then the New Mexico law would serve
as an example of what individual states can and cannot do under the Court's
current formulation of water management rights.

El Paso tried to show that New Mexico's statutory concerns for public welfare
and conservation were just smokescreens for discriminatory practices. The
Court, however, upheld the facial legitimacy of these broad criteria. The
Court also attempted to define to some degree a state's “"limited preference”
. for its own citizens' use of avallable water: Anticipation that there will
not be enough water to meet all future uses is not grounds enough to exercilse
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this preference; on the other hand, a state need pot walt untll a water
shortage becomes dire. New Mexico's six factors assessing water needs and
available supply both in New Mexico and in the importing state were also found
not to be discriminatory.

The Great Lakes Charter proposes water withdrawal legislation that, like

the New Mexico statute but with more specific language, would contain public
welfare and conservation criteria and require consideration of needs and
supplies in both the exporting area and the importing area. The Great Lakes
Charter, of course, focuses on the water basin rather than on the state as 1its
basic unit of concern; this resource-based approach is expected to further
boister future state and provinclal legislation against a constitutional
challenge. It implicitly treats out—of-region and within-region diversions
evenhandedly.

One of the Charter's criteria to l1imit interbasin diversions may be vulnerable
to eventual challenge by an out-of-region applicant if all of Judge Bratton's
ruling holds up. This criterion is that a water diversion will not impair the
ability of the Great Lakes Basin to meet its own "present and future needs.”
"Future needs” may be challenged as too broad and extensive a consideration on
which to deny a water diversion, at least when measured against a burden on
interstate commerce,

JC:ry/0471u
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CORRESPONDENCE/MEMORANDUM

STATE OF WISCONSIN

. Date: May 8, 1985 ) File Ref:
o e Bill Brah

From: Bob Halstead

Subject:

1.

Progress Report; Coal Transportation Project, October 1, 1984 -~ March 31, 1985

Update of 1982 Coal Transportation Report
a.- Completed revision/update of data on 1983 receipts and shipments.
b. Began collection of data on 1984 shipments and deliveries.

¢. Continued monitoriﬁg industry plans and legislative developments
affecting Great Lakes coal transportation.

Coal Slurry Pipeline Water Diversion and Water Quality Issues
a. Continued research on direct combustion of coal water mixtures, which
would reduce the need for precombustion dewatering and consequently

reduce the volume of residual water which might be discharged.

b. Continued to monitor development of alternative coal slurry carriage
media, which would reduce the need to use water for slurrying.

¢. Continued to monitor efforts by slurry pipeline industry and
supporters to obtain federal and/or state eminent domain authority
for slurry pipelines.

Potential Hydrocarbon Exploration on the Great Lakes

a. Monitored oil and gas exploration activities in northern Wisconsin,
including coastal counties along Lake Superior.

b. Began research on previous oil and natural gas exploration activities
in the Great Lakes area.

Sulfur Dioxide Emissions Reduction Cost Study

a. Continued to generally provide Coastal Management perspective to
Division of State Energy component of the inter-agency study.

b. Identified alternative coal purchasing and handling arrangements for
lakeside power plants which should be evaluated in utility compliance
plans.

L ermbgeeEytEs e ¢ 4 e r p



Bill Brah . .
May 8, 1985

c. Assisted in development of letter to coal mining companies for survey
of low sulfur coal prices and availability.

d. Assisted in the development of rall, barge, and lake transportation
cost elements, and in development of transportation cost model to

determine delivered cost of coal to specific Wisconsin coal users.

e. Participated in meetings with coal industry and utility.
representatives.

BH:ry/2400u
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. CORRESPONDENCE/MEMORANDUM

STATE OF WISCONSIN

N G - File Ref:
L May 14, 1985

7o: Coastal Staff ff/K ‘ ‘ .
é

Tanace Matthiesen

Fram:

Sheboygan Harbor Dredged Material Disposal Meeting
Subject: , : .

The purpose of the méeting was to discuss possible courses of
action for disposal of a portion of the Sheboygan Harbor.

Background Information

The Sheboygan Harbor dredging activities have been divided
into 3 segments:

1) Dredging of the <c¢leanest of the three areas, with
deposition of the dredged material as beach nourishment
This dredging is scheduled to take place this summer.

. 2) Dredging of the sediments near C. Reiss coal dock. These
~ sediments were the subject of the meeting on May 8th.
These sediments were recently found to contain moderate
levels of PCB. (0Oppm < sediments > 50ppm). These sediments
had been scheduled to be dredged during the summer of 1986.

3) "The most highly contaminated material. There will be no
*definite plans for the dredging or disposal of these
sediments until EPA decides whether or not to include the
Sheboygan harbor on the Federal Superfund 1list. This
decision should be made by the end of July.

This meeting was held to discuss disposal options for dredged
material that was recently found to be contaminated with PCBs
"between 6 and 50 ppm. Before the discovery of the PCB
contamination, it was planned that the material would be disposed
of in a planned industiral park in Sheboygan. Due to the
discovery of the PCBs, the representatives of the City of
Sheboygan were concerned about :

1) Whether the material could still be deposited at the
industrial park,

2) What the 1liability would be to the city of having
. contaminated material on city-owned land, and
i 7

L, 3) Whether the contaminated material would deter businesses
from locating in the industrial park.

AD-75
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The DNR représentatives stated that the material could still be
deposited in the industrial park (Since it is below 50ppm, it is
not considered hazardous waste.). However, it would have to be :

1) BAbove the groundwater table,
2) Lined, and
3) Capped and protected from erosion.

Deed notices would also be required for the sale of any land in
the industrial park, to inform the purchaser of the presence of
PCB~-contaminated material. There would also be restrictions on
any construction on the site, due to the potential for
disturbance of the contaminated material.

The City representatives were reluctant to continue with the
planned industrial park site. ' '

Frank Trcka from the DNR asked if the Wisconsin Power and Light
(WPsL) Edgewater #5 fly-ash disposal site had been considered.

The disposal site has some favorable characteristics. - It is an
*NR 180' approved site (DNR approved solid waste site), the WP&L
plant has a direct relationship to the C. Reiss coal dock, the
plant operators seem to be sensitive to the community, and

it is only 5 miles from the harbor {A dlstance which seemed
acceptable to the Corps of Engineers).

However, it was mentioned that there may be some problems due to
mixing with the fly ash. There is also the question of WP&L's
liability in this situation.

The responsibilities of the City and the Corps were discussed. If
the WP&L site is wused, the City would have to pay for any
financial arrangement worked out with WP&L (rental of space,
etc.). If the site is acceptable to the Corps, the Corps will pay
for transportation of the material to the site and any necessary
engineering of the WP&L site.

Representatives from the Corps, the DNR, the City of Sheboygan,
the EPA, and the US Fish and Wildlife Service agreed that the

" Edgewater #5 site should be considered further. There were no

representatives from WP&L at the meeting, so the discussion could
not be carried any further. The City of Sheboygan will contact
WP&L.

Another potential disposal site that was discussed is the Meta-

Bock property. This land is 3 miles further South west of the
Edgewater #5 site. It is being considered as a site for the
county 1landfill. The entire site is 265 acres, therfore there
would be room for dredge material disposal regardless of whether
the County decides to use it for a landfill. One drawback to this
site is that it is only in the planning stage.

Other issuves which were discussed at the meeting:



The potential - for a confined disposal facility in Sheboygan
harbor was brought up by the City representatives. This
particular dredging situation does not involwve .enough material
for a CDF. However, the City wondered whether a CDF might be part
of long term clean-up plans for the harbor. The EPA
representative stated that a CDF is wunlikely, due to the
contamination of the material. ’

Mr. Voelkel, Chairperson of the Sheboygan Water Quality Task
Force, asked for specific contamination limits for various types
of disposal. The response he received was that disposal decisions
have to be made on a site-by-site basis, and no across-the-board
contamination limits are used. Mr. Voelkel asked this question
several times.

.The dredging of the cleanest segment of the harbor is scheduled

for this summer. The public comment period for the Wisconsin
Pollution - Discharge Elimination System permit is underway. If no
adverse comments are received, the Corps will spend approximately
1 month advertising for a contractor. The work will then be
completed with the material deposited as beach nourishment.

There was some discussion concerning alternatives for the highly
pclluted material. The EPA stated that a good portion of the
material in the area of the highly polluted material is not above
50 ppm. Therefore, this material could potentially be disposed
of separately from the small amount of material which is over 50
ppm. The Corps stated that there could be some problems in the
area of highly polluted material if the highly polluted material
is below the authorized project depth.

The US Fish and Wildlife Service is currently developing a bio-
assessment technique, which may be useful in determining future
disposal'alternatives.

Mr. Voelkel gquestioned me after the meeting regarding Coastal
Management Council priorities and the potential for Shebovgan
Task Force funding. He stated that he had talked to Susan
Mathews, who indicated that the Council's priorities were in the
area of low cost construction and NOT in planning. Mr. Voelkel
was concerned that we were shifting our priorities away from
planning and toward actual construction.

I told Mr. Voelkel that we would still probably be doing a dredge
disposal planning project, but I told him the project was in a
preliminary stage and the details had not been worked out. I also
indicated to Mr. Voelkel that we would not be duplicating the
efforts of the Harbor Assistance Program, as he feared, because
we would carefully screen projects for other possible funding
sources.

Mr. Voelkel 1is also concerned that the state agencies show
support for the Sheboygan Water Quality Task Force. He believes
that the Task Force will dissolve if they are not helped.



:*‘6' Overall, the tone of the meeting was congenial. All of the
agencies seemed very concerned about Sheboygan's problem and
willing to cooperate as much as possible. .

[ R

Future Action:

The City will approach WP&L about the'feasibilty of the Edgewater
, #5 site. The Corps is going to determine the economic viability
. of the Edgewater #5 site. The DNR is going to put in writing any
; ’ restrictions which would be placed on the industrial park site.

.The EPA 1is going to try to decide whether confined disposal
- facilities can accept material with greater than 50 ppm PCB
, concentration, and they are going to work on alternatives for
_ disposal if the Superfund nomination falls through.
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Wisconsin Coastal Management Program For WCMP Staff Use

Project Number:

. 95 3.
oject Summary e

.ct\a-z {Rev. 12/79) ) Data Recaived:

Project Title: Agency or Governmant and Address:
BCM-Technical Assistance Bureau of Coastal Management

Department of Adminigtration

101 S. Webster St., 8th Fl.

Project Durauion: 12z P.0. Box 7864
. months .
Madison, WI 53707
Project Type: Principal Staff Contact: Telephona Number
Roy Christianson pP66-7257
Person authorized to receive funds: Telephone Number
8 Improve SC: Mansgament SCA # Doris Hanson
t
Imatemant i rate Law Signature of Person suthorized to receive funds:
LJ demonsration Administration
K: Other:

BRIEF PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

To provide budget flexibility to meet short-term immediate needs not foreseen at the time
of budget preparation.

WHAT DO YOU WANT THE PROJECT TO ACCOMPLISH {MAJOR OBJECTIVES)H?
sy The availability of pooled funds will provide:
% (a) short term, timely technical, legal and issue analysis;
(b) short term, legal analysis related to SCA's and WCMP amendments
(c) short term graphics or drafting capabilities;

WHAT WILL BE THE SPECIFIC END PRODUCTS OF THE PROJECT?

The end products will be written reports, memoranda or graphics. The WCMP will
obtain OOCRM's prior approval for any activity funded over $10,000.

HOW WILL THE PROJECT IMPROVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'S COAST?:
Based on past experience it is often necessary to provide the Council timely analysis on
technical issues beyond staff capabilities which are short term in nature and not foreseen

at the time of budget preparation. Secondly, many projects are highly dependent on the
summer season and early start up of those will produce more useful outputs.

BUDGET SUMMARY - TOTAL COST S




?RﬁJECT TITLE: Techniral Resistapce

CONTRACTOR: DBA/Energy & Coastal Hanagesent

PROJECT MANRBER: Rov Christianson COMTRACT NUMBER: 853.2
141 8, Webster PURCHASE ORDER NO:
F.0. Box 7844 PROJECT WUMBER:  146-724

Hadison, W1  33707-78M4
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RETMBURGABLE COSTS

1. PERSONNEL 4,00
2. FRINGES 4,00
3, CONTRACTS {1796.50 11294.50 1583{0.00 9. 4%
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3. SUPPLIES 0,09
4, TRAVEL (.00
7. PRINTING 4,00
8. OTHER 0,
9. INDIRECT 4,09
SURTOTALS 11294,50 112946.50 16310.00 .69

CHP REIMEURGEMENT:
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— PROJECT TITLE:
© " CONTRACTOR:
= PROJECT MANAGER:

" CURRENT A5 oF:

CATEGORY
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Environ Ressurces Ctr.
215 Ag Hall-1430 Linden Dr PROJECT -HUMBER:
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 Technical Assistance

¥1D

REIMBURSABLE LOSTS
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2. FRINGES

¢
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4. TRAVEL

?l

8. OTHER

9'

4.00
0.00

0,00 2000.00

0.00
0,00
0.00
2,00
0.00
0,00
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LOCAL MATEH:

0.00

CONTRACT KUMDER:
PURCHASE ORDER HO: ADE-00452

B3004-853.21

PRDG. REFORT BUE: JAN 3 B3
FINAL REPORT DUE: MAR 1 83



Z7 PROJECT TITLE:
_~ CONTRACTOR:
E=5 PROJECT MANAGER:

fireat Lakes Storage Dockwall & Dredging

City of Saperior
Mayor Bruce Hagen
1407 Haamond Ave.

COMTRACT NUMBER: 85004-833.22
PURCHASE ORDER NO: ADE-00824

Superior, WI 54880 PROJECT NUMBER: 146726
=~ CURRENT £S OF: - MAY B 85 PROG. REPORT DUE:
‘ ' FINAL REPORT DUE:

T CATEBORY INVOICE Y70 BUDGET  VTD/RUDGET
© REINBURSABLE COSTS

1. PERSONNEL 1995.00 1995.00 1995.00  1.00

2. FRINGES 598,00 598.00 59800 1,00

3. CONTRACTS 8100.00 15000.00 15000,00  1.00

3, EQUIPHENT 0,00 .

5. SUPPLIES 0,00

&. TRAVEL 1000.00 100000 1000.00 1.0

7. PRINTING 0.00

8. OTHER 0,00

9. INDIRECT 0,00
‘ 11693.00 18593.00 18593.00 1.0

.SBETGTALS

T[NP REINBURGEMENT: 5846.50 9394.50

LOCAL MATCH:

5846.30 929,30
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PROZECT TITLE: Cantractual : .
CONTRACTOR: L0A/Eneray & Coastal Management

PROJECT MAHABER: Rov Christianson CONTRACT MUMBER: 8R004-RBE3.3
101 S, Webster 5t. PURCHASE ORDER MD:
P.0. Bax 7864 PROJECT WUNBER:  144-774

Hadison, WD 53707-7844

CURRENT A5 OF:  MAR 1l 83 PROG. REPORT DUE: JAN X 8%
FINAL REPORT DUE: SEPT 3 B3

CATEBORY INVGICE  YTD  BUDBET  YTD/BUDGET

RETHRURSABLE COSTS

1. PERSONHEL 0,00
2. FRIMGES 0.00
3. CONTRACTS 20000.00 41200,00 .49
4. EQUIFHENT .00
3, SUPPLIES 0.00
6. TRAVEL 0.00
7. PRINTING 0.00
THER (.00
‘NDIREET 0,00
SURTOTALS 4,00 20000.00 41200,00 0,49
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Wisconsin Coastal Management Program o Ty— _
§5 5 s

“ar 0 i e cf S ymmar y File Numbaer:

‘c.\a.z (Rev. 12/79} : Dete Recsived:

Profect Title: 1s ¢ for the Wi . A S O 5 2T Management _
CI?;lStJica upport Cor '(13 1zcgnsn}tt Depar t of Administration .
stal Management Council and Committees | 4] g webster St., Bth Fl.
Project Durstian: 12 months Madison, WI 53702
Project Type: Principal Staff Cantact: Telephane Number
Roy Christianson 266-7257
[j imorove SCA Management SCA # Nnﬁs];t{gorhzg};géor?iw funds: Telephone Number
a Impiament State Lew . - -
Signature of Person autharized to recaive funds:

D Demanstration

X Othee: Administration

BRI EF PROJECT DESCRIPTION:
The Coastal Management Council will hold, at a minimum, four reqular meetings located in

Madison, the Milwaukee area, the Green Bay-North Lake Michigan area, and the Lake Superior
region. The thirteen members do not receive per diem but are compensated for their travel
and necessary expenses to attend the meetings.

WHAT DO YOU WANT THE PROJECT TO ACCOMPLISH (MAJOR OBJECTIVES)?
i

ttendance of Council members at regular and committee meetings.

WHAT WiLL BE THE SPECIFIC END PRODUCTS OF THE PROJECT?

The end product of this project is member's attendance.

Their attendance, however, provides the program with direction and policy formulation.

HOW WiLL THE PAOJECT IMPROVE MANAGEMENT OF WISCONSIN'S COAST?:

As described in the WCMP document, the organization for implementation consists of a
decisjion-making Council, appointed by the Governor and established pursuant to Executive

Order No. 49 and current Executive Order No. 62. The Council is meant to be highly visible
and accessiible to the interested public to ensure a respomsive and accountable organization.
One technique used by the Council to assure accessibility is to hold meetings in coastal locale
. ad at the state capitol. The Council uses the Committee structure to evaluate issues before

TOTAL COST S 8,000.00

BUDGET SUMMARY
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