





applications and enforcing the conditions of the permits. Section 285.69 Wis. Stats., authorizes the
department to establish air permit fees.

Over the last four years the Department has implemented changes in the air program that has reduced the
regulatory burden associated with new source permitting, especially for smaller sources of air poliution.

Examples include new permit exemptions, general and registration permits and a new integrated
information management system.

These changes have eliminated about one hundred new source permit actions per year. Besides the
obvious benefits of reduced costs and streamlined processing for the smatler sources, air staff can focus
on larger, more complicated permits with more significant air quality impacts. Larger businesses have
benefited as the average time it takes to obtain these more complicated permits dropped significantly,
from 157 days on average in 2007 to 67 days in 2009,

However, these improvements have had a significant revenue impact. Smaller emission sources (non-
major sources) were paying more than they should based on their emissions and in effect subsidizing
major sources. Eliminating approximately 100 new source permit actions has resulted in reduced
program revenue of $600,000 to $1,200,000 per year for the last four years. In FY 2009 new source

revenue only covered $1,576,206 of the $2,250,792 needed to administer the program. The current fiscal
year, ending June 2010, is expected to be as bad, if not worse, than FY 2009.

Table 1
FY Revenue Expenditure Shortfall ($) Shortfall (%) SC]?;?;;?; 1(v$e)
2006 $1,746,815 £2,352,031 -$605,216 -26% -$605,216
2007 $1,814,375 $2,772,493 -$958,118 -35% -$1,563,334
2008 $1,458,775 $2,700,650 -$1,248,875 -46% -$2,812,209
2009 $1,576,206 $2,250,792 -$674,586 -30% -$3,486,795

The new source review account has had a structural deficit for a number of years. This shortfall has been
covered by a revenue surplus built up in the new source review fund during FY 2000-2005. This surplus

had shrunk to $841,000 at the end of FY 2009 and will be gone at the end of FY 2010. The consequences
of this will be immediate as there will not be sufficient funds at the current fee level to pay the necessary
staff to review new source permits under the deadlines required by law.

The projected work effort for FY 2011* is presented in the table 2 below:

Table 2
NAA Major Minor
Tvpe of New New New Const Const General | Registration | Const
yp. Source Source Permit Permit Const Const Permit
Review . . Source . . . . .
Review | Review Review Revisions | Exemptions | Permits Permits Waivers
(LAER) | (PSD)
Number 5 20 100 20 50 25 i0 5
Eftort
(hesreview) 448 298 128 24 24 32 22 12

*This projected effort does not include increased review work resulting from implementing greenhouse
gas regulations expected to begin in January 2011.

Meeting decision deadlines while maintaining adequate compliance and effective applicant service levels
is a challenge even with the full complement of authorized staff. Reduced funding and fewer staff will

create delays in permit processes that, at best, will delay a business from being able to take advantage of a
new opportunity. In other cases the delay or the inability for a business to get a permit in a timely manner
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may put an entire business at risk. In addition, businesses obtaining or trying to stay eligible for grants
may be also be placed in jeopardy if permit decisions are delayed due to inadequate staffing or legal
challenges due to hasty review.

The proposed fee increases are intended to prevent this unacceptable situation.

Summary of the Rules

The New Source Review and Prevention of Significant Deterioration permit programs are required under
Title I of the Clean Air Act. However there are no specific federal regulations that direct how rules to
collect fees for these programs are to be written or to the specific content of the fee rules.

This proposal will allow adequate fees to be collected to support the new source review program by
increasing fees to address the two causes of increased costs previously mentioned.

The proposal includes an increase in permit fees across the board to account for inflation, as the last fee
increases were implemented back in 1999. The cumulative rate of inflation since then (1999-2010) is

30%.

In addition, some fees are proposed to increase to better reflect the amount of staff resources necessary to
complete certain permit review actions. An example of increased review complexity is that in the last few
years dozens of new industry source categories have become subject to federal regulation and permitting
for hazardous air pollutants.

The upcoming regulation of greenhouse gasses will present additional regulatory challenges. While fiscal
impacts are difficult to estimate at this time, it is clear that the permit workload will significantly increase
both in terms of the number of reviews that will be conducted and in their level of complexity. New fees
for this work are not being proposed at this time. Fees for this work in the future are expected to be
covered under the existing fee categories.

New fees in this proposal include fees for reviewing and issuing coverage for non-major sources (low
emissions) under general and registration operation permits, and for making determinations for exempt

SQUrces.

Table 3 below compares existing fees to what is being proposed in this order. The proposed increases are
based on the following:
° projected workload (Table 2) by type of permit,
. level of effort which includes application, technology, modeling, and emission and AQ impacts
reviews, that are required to make determinations for the different types of permit actions,,
types of fees associated with the different types of permit actions, and
program costs.

Table 3

Fee description Existing | Proposed | Increase | Last Raised
Major source construction (PSD or nonattainment) $12,000 | $16,000 33% 1959
Major modification $8,000 | $12,000 50% 1999
Minor modification at major source $4,400 $7.500 70% 1999
Expedited review (PSD-under 60 days) $4,000 $7,500 | 88% 1999
Modeling analysis (detailed for a major source) $3,200 $4,500 | 41% 1999
MACT, BACT, LAER (case-by-case analysis) $2,700 $4,500 67% 1699
Expedited review (PSD-61 to 90 days) $2,650 $4,000 | 51% 1999
Expedited review (non PSD-under 50 days) $2,650 $5,000{ 89% 1999
Minor source constriction $2,300 $3,500 52% 1995
Emission testing (initial unit) ' $1,350 $2,500 85% 1999
Revision to a construction permit $1,100 $1,500 | 36% 1999




Public Hearing 3950 $1,500 58% 1999
Actual based exemption $800 $1,250: 56% 2007
Research & Testing exemption $800 $1250F 56% 1999
Analysis of emission unit (per unit, 2 or more units) $400 $800 | 100% 1999
Construction permit waiver $300 $500 ] 67% 2007
Exemption determinations (not otherwise specified) $0 $500 | New fee | New fee
General Construction Permit (non-part 70 source) $0 $1,500 | New fee | New fee
Registration Construction Permit (non-part 70 source) $0 $1,000 | New fee | New fee

How does this proposal affect existing policy?

This proposal will increase the fees for reviewing applications to construct or modify sources of air
poliution and to begin collection of fees for significant review work performed before an application is
withdrawn.

Has the Board dealt with these issues before? If so, when and why?

Chapter NR 410, first implemented in 1984, has had numerous changes in the past. The last major permit
review fee increase was in 1999, and prior to that, 1995, These increases were due fo the same reasons as
the current proposal, that is, increasing complexity of the permit review process and inflation increasing
the costs of permitting.

Additional fees for new permit actions were added in 2005, 2007 and 2008.

Who will be impacted by the proposed rule? How will they be Impacted?

The proposed fee changes will apply to new applicants and existing permittees, including soome small
businesses, seeking to construct or modify air pollution sources in all industrial categories.

A base increase to compensate for inflation is being proposed for ali fees. An increased nonrefundable
initial application fee is being proposed to help offset lost revenues that occur when applications are
withdrawn prior to permit issuance. The increased initial application fee would not have an effect on
applications that resulted in permit issuance, as the full amount would be credited to their final bill.

Under this proposal, applicants choosing to withdraw or otherwise stop work on an application would
need to pay for review work completed up to that point.

This proposal would exempt small business from paying any additional fees that exceed the initial
application fee regardless of the work that was completed prior to the application being withdrawn.

Fees associated with more complex reviews will be increased proportionally in order to support the
analytical and other additional work necessary to conduct these reviews,

Information on environmental analysis.

Under s. NR 150.03(3), Wis. Adm. Code, an environmental analysis is not needed because this proposal
is considered a Type IHl Action. A Type I Action is one that normally does not have the potential to
cause significant environmental effects, normally does not significantly affect energy usage and normally
does not involve unresolved conflicts in the use of available resources.

Small business analysis.

This proposal will affect small business by increasing the cost of obtaining a permit to construct or
modify a source of air pollution.

While there is no direct correlation between the amounts of air pollution or air regulations that might be
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associated with a small business as defined under s, 227.1 14, Wis. Stats., the current cost of a minor
consfruction permit, sometimes associated with small business, ranges from $6,000 to $8,000. The
increase may be in the range of 30 to 75 percent depending on the air regulations applicable to the
proposed project.

Many small businesses are able to qualify for coverage under general or registration permits in lieu of
needing to obtain a construction permit, Currently there is no charge for this type of permit coverage.

Smali businesses applying for coverage under a general or registration construction permit may be subject
to new fees proposed for general construction permits at $1,500 and a registration construction permits at
$1,000.

Cost to small businesses that withdraw applications for projects that they decide not to pursue are not
subject only to the initial application fee; they will be exempted from paying the costs of additional
review that might occur prior to application withdrawal.
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ORDER OF THE STATE OF WISCONSIN NATURAL RESOURCES BOARD
REPEALING, RENUMBERING AND AMENDING, AMENDING, AND CREATING RULES

The Wisconsin Natural Resources Board proposes an order to repeal NR 410.03 {1} {d}, to renumber and
amend NR 410.03 (1} (a) 5. to 7.,and {b) (intro.) and 1. to 4., {f); to amend NR 410.03 (intro.), (1) (a)
{intro.}, 1. to 4., and 8. t0 10., (bm), and {e), (2), and (4); and fo create NR 410.03 (am) 1. and 2., and (as)
1. and 2. relating to fees for reviewing applications for construction of air pollution sources and affecting
small business.

AM-09-10

Analysis Prepared by the Department of Natural Resources

1. Statute interpreted: Sections 227.11(2), 285.11(1) and (6), 285.14(1), Stats. The State
Implementation Plan developed under s, 285.11(6), Stats., is revised.

2. Statutory authority: Sections 285.11, 285.69(1} and (1d), Wis. Stats.

3. Explanation of agency authority: Section 227.11(2)(a), Stats., gives state agencies general
rulemaking authority. Section 285.11, Stats., gives the Department authority to promulgate rules
consistent with ch, 285, Stats. Section 285.69 gives the department the authority to promulgate rules for
the payment and collection of reasonable fees for construction permit related activities.

4. Related statute or rule: None.

5. Plain language analysis: The proposal is to increase fees for construction permit related actions to
ensure that the new source review program has adequate funding to perform it's duties in accordance with
requirements and deadlines mandated under s. 285.61, Wis. Stats.

6. Summary of, and comparison with, existing or proposed federal regulation: Existing federal
regulations require, but do not set, fees for review of construction permit applications. Section
110(a)(2)(EXi) of the Clean Air Act reguires that any government who wishes to carry out a State
implementation Plan have “adequate personnel, funding, and authority under State faw to do so.”
Wisconsin's new source review program is an approved part of the State Implementation Plan and
therefore requires adequate funding. US EPA last approved a revision to Wisconsin's State
Implementation Plan for a fee related provision on March 11, 2008. [73 FR 12893},

7. Comparison with similar rules in adjacent states (lllinois, lowa, Michigan and Minnesota): Other
state agencies were contacted to obtain information regarding their air permit programs. While an attempt
was made to do a direct comparison, it proves to be difficult since the funding sources and fee structures
differ from state to state. No state was able to provide accurate, average costs of different types of
construction permit reviews. Based on the review conducted, it appears that fees proposed in this order
are similar to those being charged for simitar activities in adjacent states having a fee based construction
permit program.

Hlinois and Indiana have similar programs to Wisconsin where their new source review program is funded
mainly by construction permit fees. Iflinois last raised their fees in 2004, Indiana in 2007.

Michigan relies on general funding for their new source review program. Communications with Michigan
indicate there have been internal proposals in Michigan to establish permit fees to help fund the new
source review program, but none have moved forward at this time.

Minnesota currently has a proposal to raise construction permit fees and to structure the fees much like
Wisconsin, iflinois, and Indiana. Their proposal would have core activities paid through permit fees. Major
reasons given for their proposal to raise fees are that the cost and complexity associated with new source
review has increased significantly over the years. Minnesota's current fee structure attempts to base the
amount on the level of effort needed to review and issue the air permit.




lowa funds its new source review program through grants and general funds. There are two Jocal lowa air
pollution control agencies that do charge construction permit fees to fund new source review.

Comparisons for fees common to adjacent states:

. . . Wisconsin Wisconsin
liinois indiana Minnesota (current) (proposed)

Initial Application Fee $5,000 No fee No fee $1,350 $7.500
BACT/LAER

Determination $5,000 $4,375 $4,275 $2,700 $4,500
Case by case MACT

Determination $5,000 No fee No fee $2,700 $4,500
Detaited Modeling Analysis No fee $4,375 $4,275 $3,200 $4,500
Public Hearing $10,000 3625 No fee $150 $950
Application for Major

Modification $8,000/$12,000 $10,000 No fee $8,000 $12,000

8. Summary of factual data and analytical methodologies used and how any related findings
support the regulatory approach chosen: Data related (o revenues generated by new source fees for
FY05-FY09, along with projected work load and costs to administer the new source review program, were
used to develop and support this order.

Annual new source review program cost. Estimates were made as to the type and number of construction
permit reviews to be conducted in the upcoming fiscal year. For each of these, the level of program effort
required to complete each type of review was determined. These levels of efforts then were used to
estimate the annual cost to administer the construction permit program, taking into account estimated
costs for program staff,

individual fee increases. A 30% increase was applied to fees last revised in 1999 {o account for inflation
over the last 11 years. An additional increase was also applied to each fee categery to better reflect the
level of effort associated with the fee related action. Estimates were made as to the number of fee refated
actions associated with each type of permit review. These estimate were used in conjunction with the
proposed fee to determine that the projected future revenue is sufficient to cover the annual program cost.

9. Analysis and supporting documents used to determine the effect on small business or in
preparation of an economic impact report: The same information described under number 8. was used
to determine the effect on small business. No economic impact report has been requested.

10. Effect on smail business; The cost to small business to obtain a minor construction permit is
proposed to increase in the range of 30 fo 75 percent depending on the air regulations applicable to the
project. The current cost of a minor construction permit sometimes associated with small business,
ranges from $6,000 to $8,000.

Many small businesses are able to qualify for coverage under general or registration permits in lieu of
needing to obtain a minor construction permit. Currently there is no charge for review and issuance for this
type of coverage. New fees are being proposed in this order for reviewing and issuing coverage under a
general or registration construction permit, establishing the fee for a general construction permit at $1,600
and a registration construction permit at $1,000.

11. Agency contact person: Andrew Stewart, andrew.stewart@wisconsin.com, 608-266-8876.

12, Place where comments are to be submitted and deadline for submission:

Written comments may be submitted at the public hearings, by regular mail, fax or emait to:
Andrew Stewart

Department of Natural Resources




Bureau of Air Management
PO Box 7921

Madison WI 53707-7921
Fax: (608) 267-0560

E-mail; andrew.stewar{@wisconsin.com

Wiritten comments may also be submitted to the Department using the Wisconsin Administrative Rules
Internet Web site at hitp://adminrules.wisconsin.gov.

Hearing dates and the comment submission deadline are to be determined.

SECTION 1. NR 410.03 {intro.} and (1) {(a) {intro.) and 1. to 4. are amended to read:

NR 410.03 {intro.} Any person fequired under s, 285.60, Stats., to obtain a construction permit for a
direct source shall pay an application fee which is the sum of the basic fee under sub. (1) and any
additional fees under sub. (2). Any person requesting revision of a direct source construction permit shall
pay the basic fee in sub. (4)(a}5 (1}{ae). Any person required to obtain a determination of exemption
from the department shall pay the basic fee in sub. (1} (b). Any person requesting a waiver to commence
construction under s. 285.60 (5m), Stats., or s. NR 406.03 (2) shall pay the basic fee in sub. (1) (bm). Any
person required under s. 285.60, Stats., to obtain a construction permit for an indirect source or a
determination of an exemption under s. NR 411.04 for an indirect source shall pay the appropriate fee
under sub. (3}.

(1) (a) (intro.) Each person issued-a submitting an application for an individual construction permit
for a direct source shall pay the following applicable basic fee: in this paragraph and shall submit a $7,500

initial fee with the application, The initiat fee shall be subtracted from the final amount required under this

section and may not be refunded, except as provided in this paragraph. If the department determines that

a permit is not required, the individual permit application shall be treated as an application or reguest

under par. {b), and the appropriate fee under par. {b) charged. In the event that an applicant chooses fo

apply for coverage under either a general or registration construction permit, the individual permit

application shall be treated as an application or request under par. (am) or {as) and the appropriate fee

under par. {am) or (as} shall be charged. The applicable basic fees are as follows:
1. $2.300 $3,000 if the application is not reviewed under ch. NR 405 or 408, and the application is

for a new facility or for an emissions unit to be located at a minor source.

2. $4.400 $7.500, for a modification not defined as major in s. NR 405.02 (21} or 408.02 (20), when

the application is for an emissions unit to be located at a major source as defined in s. NR 407.02 (4).




3. 88000 $12,000, for a major modification as defined in s. NR 405.02 (21) or 408.02 (20), unless
and the emissions unit is a major stationary source as defined in s. NR 405.02 (22} or a major source as
defined in s. NR 408.02 (21).

4. $42.000 $16,000, for a major stationary source as defined in s. NR 405.02 (22) or a major

source as defined in . NR 408.02 {21).

SECTION 2. NR 410.03 (1) {a) 5. including the Note, 6., and 7. are renumbered NR 410.03 (1} (ae), {am)

{intro.}, and (as) (intro.) respectively, and as renumbered are amended to read:
NR 410.03 (1) (ae) $4:100, for Each person requesting a revision of a construction permit when

requested-by-the permit-holderor-the-permit-holders-agent shall pay a fee of $1,500 which shall be

submitted with the request, unless the only reason for the revision is to make the source eligible for a

registration operation permit.
{am) (intro.} $2,300 Each person applying for coverage under a general construction permit issued

to-a-part 70 for a source under s. NR 4086.16: shall pay one of {he following fees as appropriate, and shali

submit the fee with the application for coverage:;

(as) (intro.} $4,100 Each person applying for coverage under a registration construction permit

issued to-a-part-70 for a source under s. NR 406.17- shall pay one of the following fees as appropriate,

and shall submit the fee with the application for coverage:

SECTION 3. NR 410.03 (1) (a) 8. to 10. are amended to read:

NR 410.03 (1) {a) 8. $40,150 $12,000, per air contaminant regulated under a plant-wide
applicability imitation, when establishing a plant-wide applicability limitation under s. NR 406.035 (1).

9. $4.850 $6,000 for the increase of a plant-wide applicability limitation under 5. NR 405.18 (11) or
408.11 {11).

10. $4.850 $6,000 for the distribution of allowable limits upon expiration of a plant-wide applicability

limitation under 5. NR 406.035 {2).




SECTION 4. NR 410.03 (am) 1. and 2. and {as) 1. and 2. are created to read:
NR 410.03 (am) 1. $3,000 if the source is a part 70 source.
2. $1,600 if the source is a non-part 70 source.
{as} 1. $1,500 if the source is a part 70 source.

2. $1,000 if the source is a non-part 70 source.

SECTION 5. NR 410.03 (1) (b} (intro.) and 1. to 4. are renumbered o be NR 410.03 (1) {b} 1. (intro.) and

a. to d. respectively, and as renumbered are amended to read:

NR 410.03 {1} (b) 1. {intro.) Each person submitting an application for exemption or otherwise

requesting a determination of exemption under ch. NR 406 shall pay the following applicable fee which
shall be submitted with the application or request:
a. $800 $1,250, for a determination of exemption under s. NR 406.04 (1) {i}.

b. $4100 $1,500 for a determination of exemption under s. NR 406.04 {1f} for a modification to a

stationary source which is regutated by a plant-wide applicability limitation,_except that if a detailed air

quality modeling analysis of the projected air quality impact is completed, the fee shall be $2,400.

¢. $4,400 $5,500 for a determination of exemption under s. NR 406.04 {1k),_except that if a detailed

air quality modeling analysis of the projected air quality impact is completed, the fee shaill be $6,500.

d, $700for a delailed-airguality-modelinganalysis-of-the-projected-air guality-impact-ofa
determination-ef-exemplion-unders—NR-408.04-(1f1-or{-1k). $500 for a determination of exemption under

s. NR 406.04 not inciuded in subd. 1. a. fo ¢,

SECTION 6. NR 410.03 (1) {(bm) is amended to read:

NR 410.03 (1) (bm) Any person requesting a waiver of construction permit requirements under s.
285.60 (5m), Stats., or s. NR 406.03 (2) shall submit under s. 285.69 {1d), Stats., a $300 $500 fee with

the request. The fee is non-refundable.

SECTION 7. NR 410.03(1) (d) is repealed.




SECTION 8. NR 410.03 (1) (e} is amended to read:

NR 410.03 (1) (e) When a construction permit application is received for a source where the basic
emissions unit, which is not a portable source, is to be installed at one specified facility and, in the same
application, a request is also made to issue construction permits to allow installation of the same basic
emissions unit at other facilities at different locations and all the facilities for which construction permits
are requested are under common ownership or control, the permit applicant shall pay the basic fee
specified in par. (a) plus the additional fees in sub. {2). The fee for each additional construction permit at
different locations shall be $400 $1,000 each, plus the fees in sub. (2) except when the action specified in
sub. {2} has been compteted for one location and a separate action as set forth in sub. (2) is not required
for each additional permit at each different location. When an action covered under sub. {2} must be
completed for applications at more than one location, the fee in sub. {2) shall be charged for each time the

action is completed.

SECTION 9. NR 410.03(1) {f) is renumbered to be NR 410.03 (1} (b} 2. and as renumbered is amended
to read:

NR 410.03 (1) (b) 2. Any person submitting a claim for a construction permit exemption under s.

NR 406.04 {1q) shall pay a fee of $800 $1,250 which shall be submitted with the claim.

SECTION 10. NR 410.03 (2) and (4) are amended to read:

NR 410.03 (2) ADDITIONAL DIRECT SOURCE FEES. Each person issued-a submitting an

application for an individual construction permit for a direct source shall pay all the following additional

fees which apply.

{a) $400 $800 per basic emissions unit if review and analysis of 2 or more basic emissions units is
required.

(b) $4,350 $2 500, if an analysis of alternatives under s. NR 408.08 (2) is required.

(c) $3;350 $5,000, if an emission offset under ch. NR 408 or the determination of a net emissions

increase under ch. NR 405 is required.




(d) $2700 $4.500, for each case-by-case determination of maximum achievable control
technology {(MACT), best available control technology (BACT) or lowest achievable emission rate (LAER).
This does not apply to BACT or LAER determinations made under ch. NR 445,

(e) $700 $1.000, for a minor source or minor modification to a major source whose projected air
quality impact requires a detailed air quality modeling analysis.

(f) $3.200 $4,500, for any source, other than a minor source or minor modification to a major
source, whose projected air quality impact requires a detailed air quality modeling analysis.

(g) $650 $1,000, if the source is subject to an emission limitation under chs. NR 446 to 469, or if
the permit establishes an emission limit for a hazardous air contaminant listed in Table A, B or C of s. NR
445,07,

(h) If the construction permit requires emission testing, $+:350 $2.500 for the first air contaminant
tested and $9850 $1,250 for each additional air contaminant tested up to a maximum of $4.200 $6,000. if
the department later finds that some or all of the tests are not required, the corresponding fees shall be
refunded.

(i) $4:050 $1,500, if an environmental assessment under ch. NR 150 is required.

(j) $950 $1,500, if a public hearing is held at the request of the applicant or the applicant's agent.

(k) $400 $600 for each basic emissions unit at a source which requires an emission limit
determination under s. NR 424.03 (2) (c).

(L) $14:350, $2,000 for each case~by-case determination of best available control technology
{BACT) or lowest achievable emission rate (LAER) required under ch. NR 445, if the department makes a
single BACT or LAER determination addressing the control of multiple air contaminants, the source shali
be billed for only one BACT or LAER determination under this paragraph.

{m} $2,150 $3,500, if specific permit conditions limiting the potential to emit are required to make
the source a minor source or to make the modification a miner medification.

(n) $2,650 $3,500, for a medical waste incinerator requiring review of a needs and siting analysis
under s. 285.63 (10), Stats.

(o) If the applicant requests, in writing, that the permit be issued in a shorter time interval than the




time interval allowed under s. 285.61, Stats., and the department is able to comply with the request:

1. $2.659 $5.000, for an application not subject to review under ch. NR 405 or 408 if the permit is
issued within 50 days of receipt of a complete application.

2. $4.000 $7.500, for an application reviewed under ch. NR 405 or 408 if the permit is issued within
60 days of receipt of a complete application.

3. $2.850 $4,000, for an application reviewed under ch. NR 405 or 408 if the permit is issued within
61 to 90 days of receipt of a complete application.

(4) PAYMENT. The department shall bill the applicant for the construction permit application fee

when the-permit a final decision is issued or upon a determination that no further action will be taken on

the application. For a determination of no further action, fees shall be based on the amount due with the

application plus an amount for work completed under subs. (1) to (3}, except that the fee for a small

business, as defined in s 277.114, Stats.. shall only be the initial amount due with the application. The

balance due for the application fee shall be paid within 30 days of the date of the billing statement.

SECTION 11. EFFECTIVE DATE. This rule shall take effect on the first day of the month following

publication in the Wisconsin administrative register as provided in s. 227.22 (2) (intro.), Stats.

SECTION 12. BOARD ADOPTION. This rule was approved and adopted by the State of Wisconsin

Natural Resources Board on

Dated at Madison, Wisconsin

STATE OF WISCONSIN
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

By
Matthew J. Frank, Secretary

(SEAL)






