
 

 

 

 

Legislative/Administrative Committee 
Minutes of the October 14, 2020 Meeting 

 

Meeting called to order by Calkins at 10:30 am. 

 

▪ Roll Call 

On the call: Kurt Calkins Chair (Columbia), Paul Daigle and Kirk Langfoss (Marathon), Scott Frank 

(Shawano), Brian Haase (Waupaca), Erin Hanson Vice Chair/Secretary (Door), Perry Lindquist 

(Waukesha), Melissa Luck (Richland), Dan Masterpole (Chippewa), Monte Osterman (Racine), Amy 

Piaget (Dane), Lynda Schweikert (Grant), Melissa Schlupp (Sauk), Paul Tollard (Fond du Lac), Matt 

Krueger (WI Land + Water), Christina Anderson (WI Land + Water), Jenni Heaton-Amrhein (DATCP), 

Rachel Rushmann (DATCP), and Dana Christel (DATCP).   

 

▪ Adopt Agenda/Additions (10/14/2020) 

MOTION (Daigle, Frank) to approve the agenda.  Motion carried, no negative vote. 

 

▪ Approve Previous Mtg Minutes (09/16/2020) 

MOTION (Luck, Schweikert) to approve the minutes of the September 16, 2020 meeting.  Motion 

carried, no negative vote. 

 

▪ Follow-up on NMP requirement resolution from March 2020 Conf 

Handout: A New Approach to Achieving Nutrient Management Planning/Plans on all Cropland and 

Applicable Pasture Land in Wisconsin, Draft by Kirk Langfoss and Paul Daigle 

DISCUSSION:  Resolution came from North Central Area Association to the 2020 annual meeting 

where it was referred to Leg/Adm committee.  The handout was generated by Marathon County 

staff to start discussion by Leg/Adm committee for Nutrient Management policy.  Handout provides 

four options for discussion on how to advance nutrient management plan (NMP) coverage and 

adoption.  Committee discussion about topics included: 

▪ Need to put an actual $ amount on funds needed for cost share and staffing 

▪ Phase-out of cost share requirement and/or lower rates of cost share when required vs. 

voluntary.  Does it cost $40/acre for a NMP? 

▪ Responsibility of crop consultants / COOPs / fertilizer sales to promote NMPs and account for 

responsible use of the products they sell.  Regulations seem lax compared to other industries 

(cookie example). 

▪ NMP is basic conservation requirement 

▪ Takes effort to sustain NMPs after cost share paid 
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▪ May not be agreement that NMPs are foundation of conservation – has not been clear message 

from all agencies and counties (landowners question why one county requires when adjacent 

does not) 

▪ Challenges with enforcement when NMP required by different programs (FPP, waste storage 

permit, local ordinance) and need for corp. counsel support for enforcement. LCC support for 

ordinance/enforcement can also be a barrier.  Unknown how many counties have NMP as a 

standalone requirement in ordinance. 

▪ Need for consistency in plan submittal (eg SnapPlus database instead of pdfs) and tracking 

▪ Demonstrate economics and how NMP can increase farm sustainability and profitability 

▪ Concern about low expectations from DATCP and accountability of counties, lack of political will 

and funding from the state 

▪ Why haven’t private sector, UW-Extension, Discovery farms embraced NMPs? 

 

DATCP willing to be involved as they do strategic planning for future program efforts.  Some issues 

in handout may be statutory requirements (s. 281.16) to be recognized as such.  DATCP is concerned 

about SEG underspending.   

 

To be successful a policy would need support of the majority of counties.  It should be kept as an 

internal document until agreement has been reached.  WI Land + Water has to thread the needle of 

meeting everyone where they are and helping to set expectations.  There are different avenues to 

advance the discussion within organization.  The Leg/Adm committee can vet the proposal and this 

process can be a pilot for the new approach to resolutions.  WI Land + Water can then work to 

engage legislature and others related to recommendations.   

 

ACTION: Form a subcommittee to further discuss and report back to full committee.   

Members: Calkins, Daigle (leader of subcommittee), Langfoss, Frank, Hanson, and Heaton-Amrhein 

and possibly others from DATCP.  Mike Gilbertson (DNR) and nutrient management planner(s) to be 

invited by Marathon County. 

 

▪ 2021-2023 State Budget Priorities 

DISCUSSION:  An actual number is needed to make a budget request for staffing grant – $13.0 M 

was selected based on the 2021 allocation plan.  Krueger recognized the need to also look at the 

bigger issue of sustained funding to meet the statutory goal.  Krueger has drafted a budget priority 

sheet based on the priorities discussed in last meeting: 

1) Increase staffing to base allocation in statutes 100-70-50% 

2) Additional SWRM bond funding 

3) Support package of water quality task force clean water bills  

 

▪ Review Report From Resolution Process Review Subcommittee  

Handout: Recommended Improvements to the WI Land + Water Resolutions Process and 

Legislative/Administrative Committee Policy-Making 
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DISCUSSION: This was a goal established in strategic plan.  Lindquist reviewed content of handout. 

Calkins is presenting to area associations at their fall meetings. BOD will review options for 2021 

annual meeting at the 10/15/20 meeting.  One issue that may need to be resolved is whether or not 

there will be opportunity to appeal decisions.  Leg/Adm Committee consensus that document is 

ready to move to board of directors.   

 

▪ Review Recommendations For Addressing Climate Change Resilience in Land and Water Resource 

Management Plans 

Handout: Memo to WLWCB, from WI Land + Water, October X, 2020 

DISCUSSION: Krueger reviewed handout.  The Land and Water Conservation Board accepts that 

climate change is real and requested WI Land + Water identify suggestions for counties to include 

climate resiliency in their Land and Water Resource Management Plans.  The Board’s intention is not 

to create a mandate but instead recommendations to use when reviewing plans.  Leg/Adm 

committee concerns included: availability of data at a county or regional level, whether the 

document creates a policy on climate change for WI Land + Water, creating expectations for plans 

beyond the list in statute and code, and inviting more questioning by the board about other items 

that are not statutory requirements.  Krueger will revise the draft to stress voluntary nature, plans 

reflect local priorities, and include links to data sources and share revisions with committee. 

 

▪ 2021 Preliminary SWRM Allocation Plan 

DISCUSSION: Heaton-Amrhein reported that there were large shortfalls for both staff and bond 

funds between what was requested and available to be allocated in 2021.  For SEG allocation there 

is a reserve of $200,000 which may be available in 2021 for a supplemental allocation to counties.  A 

30 day public comment period on the preliminary allocation plan started on October 7, 2020. 

 

▪ Leg Council Request For Suggestions For State Policy Changes To Support Pollinators  

DISCUSSION: Krueger was asked by legislative council to provide input related to non-regulatory 

approaches and policy changes to support pollinators.  Krueger shared the request with the county 

con listserve.  Those with suggestions can contact Krueger directly. 

 

▪ Agency/Partner Reports  

DATCP: reminder of NM meetings Oct 29, Nov 4 and Nov 5.  Coreen Fallat sent an email with 

registration information to the lcd-staff distribution list on 10/15/20. 

 

• Next Meeting Date and Topics (TBD) 

December 11 at 9:30 am. 

 

• Adjourn 

MOTION (Frank, Osterman) to adjourn at 12:41 pm. 


