
 

 
 

 
Legislative-Administrative Committee Meeting Minutes - Approved 

 
Date: November 18, 2025    Time: 1:00 pm – 3:00 pm  

Location: Virtual meeting 
Zoom link: 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/83234428678?pwd=TDJMZmJrNWtEUzZCMjJRZWhISndTdz09 

Phone Dial-in: 312-626-6799 Meeting ID: 832 3442 8678, Access Code: 494058 
 

Committee Members 

☒ Kurt R. Calkins (Chair), 
Columbia Co. 

☒ Lynda Schweikert, 
Chippewa Co. (Vice 
Chair/Sec.) 

☒ Greg Baneck, 
Outagamie Co. 

☒ Heather Palmquist, Iron 
Co. 

☒ Brian Haase, Waupaca 
Co. 

☒ Alan Barrows, 
Waukesha Co. 

☐ Melissa Schlupp, Sauk 
Co. 

☒ Tom Boisvert, Lincoln 
Co. 

☒ Katie Abbott, Iowa Co ☒ Amy Piaget, Dane Co. ☒ Scott Frank, Shawano 
Co. 

☐ Fred Strand, Bayfield 
Co. 

☐ Dustin Ladd, Juneau 
Co 

☒ Paul Tollard, Kenosha 
Co. 

☒ Meg Turville-Heitz, 
Jefferson Co 

 

Advisors (Non-Voting) 

☒ Katy Smith, DATCP 
 

☒ Karl Gesch, DNR ☒ Dan Zerr, UW-Madison 
Division of Extension 

☒ Ben Uvaas, DNR 
 

☒ Alex Elias, DATCP ☒ Collin Driscoll, WCA   

WI Land+Water Staff (Non-Voting) 

☒ Matt Krueger ☒ Christina Anderson   
 
WI Land+Water meetings are open meetings. Individuals may observe in person, via conference phone, or via 
web conference if desired. Order and time allowed for agenda items may be changed due to pace of meeting or 
at the discretion of the committee chair. Please inform your chair if you cannot attend.  
 
 

ALL AGENDA ITEMS ARE ACTIONABLE 
 
1) Call To Order 

a. Roll Call 12 of 15 in attendance/quorum present 
i. In addition to those listed above: Matt Hanewall, LaCrosse County; Chase 

Cummings, Dunn County, Debbie Vanderheiden, Outagamie LCC; Shawn Pfaff 

https://www.google.com/url?q=https://us02web.zoom.us/j/83234428678?pwd%3DTDJMZmJrNWtEUzZCMjJRZWhISndTdz09&sa=D&source=calendar&ust=1644702838665250&usg=AOvVaw1e2zWAaaD6jfVqPz2Syq0M
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b. Adopt Agenda/Additions 
i. Motion to adopt agenda by Scott Frank, seconded by Paul Tollard.  Motion carried 

 
2) Approve 10/16/2025 Minutes 

a. Motion to approve minutes by Amy Piaget, seconded by Alan Barrows.  Motion carried 
 

3) Legislation 
a. Assembly Bill 635 – relating to: notifying counties and tribes of an exceedance of 

groundwater protection standards or standards for PFAS 
i. Lead authors: Reps. Billings (D), Novak (R), Anderson (D); Sens. James (R), Jacque 

(R), Wangaard (R) 
ii. Referred to Committee on Environment 
iii. Leg. Reference Bureau Summary: Under this bill, if the Department of Natural 

Resources finds that there has been an exceedance of groundwater standards or of 
any standard for perfluoroalkyl or polyfluoroalkyl substance (commonly known as 
PFAS) in a proposed or promulgated DNR rule, DNR must notify the county health 
department, tribal health department, and county land and conservation department 
in the affected county. DNR must also notify the county health department, tribal 
health department, and county land and conservation department in any adjacent 
county that DNR determines may be negatively affected by the exceedance. The bill 
requires DNR to provide these notices within seven business days after verifying that 
an exceedance has occurred. The bill also requires DNR to create and maintain a 
notification system for notifying county health departments, tribal health departments, 
and county land and conservation departments of the types of exceedances that 
trigger the notice requirement. 

iv. Ethics Commission info: pro: Wisconsin Conservation Voters 
v. Discussion: 

1.  Matt Hannewal gave history of how the Lacrosse Public Health Department 
and wasn’t notified of PFAS in a timely manner.  Discussed if this should 
apply to both ground and surface water exceedance. 

2. Health & Conservation Committee 
a. Chase Cummings: Generally speaking notification was favorable, but 

what is the expectation that comes with it?  Bill is broad.  When do the 
details come out?  Added workload, public records request, what 
standard when it comes to PFAS, NR 160 vs, NR 140.  Is there a 
current database, or could one be created that we could have access 
to.  GRIN system exists, can it be improved. 

b. Katie Abbott: What amount of notifications will this result in.  Email for 
each one, weekly email for summary.  How can it be fine tuned  

c. Christina: What is the current obligation for DNR. 
3. Matt Krueger: spoke with the Rep. Billings. They see lack of mechanism 

sharing data is problematic, but want to let DNR figure out how to create this. 
a. Karl Gesch, no funding for comprehensive data base to streamline  
b. Kurt Calkins – no hint of expectation on what we do with the data 
c. Matt Hanewall, agrees with Calkins, feels there are some data bases 

that could be improved to provide this information 

https://docs.legis.wisconsin.gov/2025/proposals/reg/asm/bill/ab635
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4. Collin Driscoll: Billings concern on ramifications for the counties.  Driscoll 
feels it is about transparency and no expectation that the counties do 
anything. 

5. Pfaff: Unsure if this will get any traction, bi partisan sponsorship, but not a lot 
of Senate support.  Could get a hearing. Billings reached out to ag groups to 
get their opinions. 

6. Krueger: clarified 7 day notification, and only the first exceedance of a water 
supply, with flexibility on DNR 

7. What is our position? 
a. Calkins pros and cons on support 

i. Pfaff, sideways arrow shows we are interested, but have 
concerns with bill.  If this starts to move, need to have 
direction.  Question mark may be the way to go. 

ii. Driscoll: If we want to be part of the conversation, should 
register sideways arrow with explanation on our concerns.  
Pfaff agrees 

1. Evers v Marklein: Prior, Legislature had input on rule 
making after it was promulgated.  Supreme Court had 
a ruling that limits that input to a single committee, 
compared to entire legislature  

b. Baneck: any political gain if we support it. 
i. Pfaff, notification will bring some consternation in Ag.  Or play 

the long game to side with conservation side to be in the 
decision-making process on notification 

ii. Driscoll: low on the scale for political effect, long run it would 
be good to be part of the conversation with Billings. 

c. Christina: Trying to support Well Compensation program, could this 
bill assist with the advancement of that program as well with better 
relationship with the Wisconsin Association of Local Health 
Departments and Boards (WALHDAB) 

i. Collin can help us connect with their lobbyist – Tony 
Langenohl.  

d. Calkins: how do we want to proceed? 
e. Scott & Tom both voice their support of the bill. Understand the 

pressure on DNR without funding. Both seem to like the flexibility of 
the bill.  

f. Meg: Can we support of the bill with a comment? Also sits on the 
health committee and would like the information from both a county 
board and public citizen.  

g. Matt H: Want to support it, but carefully. Don’t want to be bombarded 
by emails. Maybe something to  

h. Katie: still nervous about the expectation on what to do with the 
information.  

i. Paul: What is the role for municipalities?  
j. Amy: Dane Co corps council doesn’t want it. It’s DNR’s data. Giving it 

to us pushes the responsibility to counties. Voluntarily signed up for 
the spills list. Watching for manure, narrowly. If Amy got PFAS data, 
and the public found out, would be a big issue on how Amy handles it. 
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k. Chase: Examples of how counties are already collecting data and 
notifying well owners (marathon). Counties are collecting the data, we 
are providing it to the citizens as an outreach education effort. So far, 
no one has yelled at us that we aren’t doing enough. Neutral.  

l. Matt K: Can we ask DNR to have an opted in notification?  
m. Matt H: Liability is a concerned. DNR DG bureau has great staff that 

can help counties navigate. And if we do anything, it would just be 
passing along any information from DNR.  

n. Chase: paranoia of the liability is real, but also… we discover and are 
made aware of things every day.  

o. Great discussion:  
i. Workload concerns –Notification thresholds, incoming data not 

associated with conservation work, community expectations.   
ii. Legal ramification/liability on who’s role it is to pass along.  

p. Motion to support with the condition that we can help shape the 
language of the bill to answer some concerns on implementation 
and rollout.   

i. Greg Baneck, second by Scott Frank 
ii. Discussion: would like more clarification on the implementation 

and roll out of system to address some of our concerns 
(workload, expectations). Supports the spirit of the bill.  

iii. Confirm that we can add a note to the ethics page.  
iv. Motion passes 

1. Calkins, Piaget, Tollard, Abbott, Frank, Palmquist, 
Baneck, Haase, Turville-Hertz – all present and voted. 

 
 

b. Stewardship Reauthorization 
i. Pfaff: it will expire 6/30/2026.  Kurtz/Testin sponsored reauth went through assembly 

forestry committee, deadlocked in 6/6 vote.  
ii. Driscoll thinks it will move forward with changes 

c. AB 453 Housing proposal 
i. Pfaff: Gutted local zoning control, limited ability of FP in some parts of the state.  

Keeping an eye on the bill. 
 

 
4) Schedule 2026 Meeting Dates 

a. Q1: March 11 – 9am 
b. Q2: June 3 – 1pm 
c. Q3: August 5 – 1pm 
d. Q4: October 16 – following the county con meeting 

 
5) Adjourn  

a. Motion to adjourn by Meg Turville - Heitz, seconded by Paul Tollard.  Motion carried 


