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NOTE TO REVIEWERS: {(omments should address
completeness, accuracy of the ETS decision.
For wour comments to be considerad, they must
tre received by the contact person before

{date)

(t1me)

Telephone Number. 715-14%-2153

Applicant: Burnett County
Address: 7410 County Road ¥ #1065

Title of Propeosal: Burnerkt County Forest Withdrawal
Location: County Burnett Swizs Township
Township 41 Nerth, Range 15 West
Section 34

More particularly described as follows: Irregular shaped parcel in the NWYSEY
containing .35 acres.

PROJECT STUMMARY

1. Gengrdal Description (hrief overview)

The .35 acres to be withdrawn is inside the boundaries of the Burnett Couniy
Frnrese as established by Reacluticon #13 on November 15, 1972 and houndaries
identified in the 10 year Comprehensive Plan {page %00-%). Withdrawal procedures
are described in s3. 28.11 (11) and the 10 Year Comprehensive Plan (page 400-283).
The adieining landowner (Hempel family) mistaken built a cabin, garage & outhouse on
Burnett County land owver 25 years ago (family members say it was 50 years ago). The
midtake was not discovered wuntil the family put the cabin up for sale., In 1994
North Country Surveying, Ing rconfirmed the encrpachment. The parcel is zoned F1l.

2. Purpose and Need {include history and background ag appropriate)

Burnett County Forestry Committee has been approached by the private parly that
purchaged the cabkin in 1538 {Joyce & Duane Fox} and who are intereated in acquiring
the County parcel in Sectipn 34 of Swiss Township to correct the encrpachment. A
copy of the detailed survey along with plat book page are attached.



Buthorities and Approvals (list local, state and federul permits or approvals
required)

Chapler 2ZA.L11 [11) Wisconsin Slatutes

RPurneLt UCournty Foresi 10 Year Comprehensive Plan
Burne—t Counity S3oard of Supsrvlisors

Widronsin Deparimelt of Natura- Resourzos

W 2 b=

Kgtimat=d Cost and Manding Source

Cost of investigation and proccssing the proposed withdrawal iz not snawn,  The
value of Lhe land to be withdrawrn is $3000 as per land appralsal sobmicted Dy
Lie Departmoni of Natural Rasources an June 9, 1996, Joyce & Duane Fox have
agreed to purchase the parcel fer the appralsed walue of 53,000 plus any othor
asggocialed coRts.

PROPOSED PHYSICAL CHANGES (More fully describae the proposal)

4,

Manipulation 2f Terrvealrial Resources [include relevant quantities sg. It
cu,. yapd., eto.l

The proposed parcel Lo be withdrawn iz limiled teo only Lhe County land which
conlainsg the fabin, gavags, outhousSe & has boenl maintained 25 yard over the
vears, The withdrawal will nob directly menipuiate bths rosources swoopt Loz

awnarship.

o

Manipulation 2f Aguatic Eesaurces (inciude relswant guanrities - cfs. |, acre
Seen, MZNR, eto.)

Withdrawal of land will not marcipulaCe any aquatic reaouroos.
Falldings, TreasLlmernt TTnitg, REoads and Dther Scructures {include zize of
facililles, road miles. eLI.;

The buildings presently loeczted on the parcel will rmeet zoning setiacks-

Bnissions and Discharges {include relevant charsctorigtics and guantitcics)

Future sanitary systems would confoom to regulabtion of Siate and County Eoning.

GLher Changes

There ars o other changes anticipated at this time.

Tdercify the maps, plans and other descriptive material arztached

Artachmen: County map showing Lbe gencral ares of the projoct
Atcachmank J&0G35 “opographic mag

ArLachment Site development plzan

At Lachment rlat map

Artachment DNR Counky wetiands map

ATtachmernt Zoning map

Actachmont Datalled Survey Map

IR

et [ e e




AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT (De=cribe existing featuras that may be affacted by proposal)

Information Rased Cn {check a!l that spply):

[ Literature/corregpondence [(dpecify major sources)

[ Porsonal Concadts (1isc in item 2a)
Field Analysis By: (x] Auchor [®] Otker (list in item 28]
Past Experience With Site 3y: [®) Other (list in ilem 28]
id. FPhyalcal {Lopography - soils - water - air)
Flat “erra’n overlylng gandy soil with gentlie slope tawards Eagle Lexs,
11, Biclagical {dominant agquatic and terregtrial plant ard animal sgpecies and
nabitale inciuding chrearened/endangered speciea; wetland amounts, oypes and
hydraulic wvalue)

Mpland plant comrpunity is comprised of acrub ocak with a maintained lawn. No
threatened/endangered specica are known to Snhabit this paroel,

i, tulLural
d. Land use {dominant featuves and ases including zoning if applican o)
Land iz presently zeoned F-1. It 18 prejdently considersd an encroachmenk .
b. SGoclial /Economic (include sthnic and cultural groaps)

AL the present time the public considers cnils parczl as privals
property and do not realizo it is &n encroachment .  Thercfors the
withdrawal and sale will not greatly affecc who can uze The land.

1

Archasclogical fHistorical

Mo on-sitc survey has been conducted.

132, Otherz Special REesources {c.g., State Nakbural Areas, primz agricoloural landsd

Mo aspecial rosourccs known.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES (probable adverge and banefipial impacts
including indiract and secondary impacts)

14, Physical (include visual 1t applicable)
The parcel has been considored as priwvatbte in the past so withdrawal and saic
wi.1l not change any physfcal impachbs.

3. Bivlagleal flnclude lmpacts to chrcatensd/endangered specios)

The biclogical aspest of thisz parcel will not change with pew owner=nip.  Basec
on current recorde na threatensd/endsngered speciss exist on this parcel,



16.

17.

18.

Culeural

a. Land Use t(inrlude indirect and secondary impacts)
The .35 acres will be in private ownerdhip which means Swiss Township will
have a decrease of County Forest by .35 acres; but an increase of _3%
apres on the tax rolls.

b. Social/Economic {(include ethnic and cultural groups,. and zoning if
applicable}

Legally it will clear up an encroachment onto Burnett County Forest Land.
C. Archaeclogical fHigtorical

Ho conseguences are foresesn at this time.

Other Special Rescurces f{e.g., 5tate Hatural Areas, prime agricultural landst)
No conseguences are foreseen at the present time,

Summary of Adverse Impacts That Cannot Be Avoided {more fully diascuszed in 15
through 18)

Change of owherahip from Public to Private.

ALTERNATIVES ing action - enlarge - reduce - modify - other locations
and/or methods

19,

Identify, describe and discuss feasible alternatives to the proposed action and
their impacts. Give particular atrention to alternatives which might avoid
some or all adverse environmental effects, '

Ho Action Approach: Land would remain as County Forest. Barnett Counky would
have to file legal action to have buildings removed from County Porest Land.
Burnett County's Corporate Counsel believes that action would be guceessfully
challenged in courrt.

Enlarge or Reduce: If the parcel was redured, the zoning setbhack reguirements
would not be met. To enlarge the parcel would nok be beneficial to Burnekbt
County . The withdrawal request iz the agreed upon acreage between Joyees & Duane
Fox and Burnett County.

Medify: Optiop not beneficial to either party.

Ccher Location: HNot possible,

n

Cignificance of Environmental Effects

a. Wbul@ the proposed project or relaled activities substantially change the
quality of the environment (physical, biolegical. scclo-economic)?
Explain.

The quality of the environment should not be affected gince the
proposed use of the proposed withdrawal area has remained the same as
in the past several years.



24.

b. Discues the significance af short-term and long-tere envircnrenta. effesctsa
of the propoged project including secondary sffects; partisularily ro
geographically scarce resources guch as historic or rualtural reoscurocs,
gcenic and recreational resources, prime agriculiural lends,. chroatensd or
endangered species or =coioglcally sensitive areas.  {lThe roversibility of
an avtktlon affects the extent or degree of impacs)

There should be no environmenta. effaects in —he [future it the lang iz
withdrawn and Lraded.

Hignificance of fumulatiwve Efiects.

Disruss rne gignificence of reasonably ancicipated cumelatiwve effects on the
environment .  Consider cumalative effects from ropeaced protecls of Lhle sarme
types. What is Lhe likelihood that similar proj@ots woald e ropearted?  Would
the cumulative effects be more severe o suhgbtantially chatlge che qualiity of
the environmenk?  lnclude obher activizies planned or prouposed in Lhe ares chal
would compound =ffoors on tlhie cnviromment,

Trere is always the possibilicy that similar Situations may arigs and
withdrawals of COounky Foreaw requested.  EBaon roguest will be handled on ile
QOwIl MCELr .

Signifizance of Risk

a. Expiain the significancc of any unknowns which creace subatantial
uncertainty in predicting effects on the quality <f the eaviranmenz. Whart
additional studies or anslysez would sliminate or reduce theas Jnkhowng?
Explain why Lhese atudies were not done.

There =nould be ne unknowns with this wicndrawal. The unknowhs
world e L the withdrawal 12 deried: 1t 1s unkraown what Jegal
action might be taken by sither the County or Landowner.

L. Explain the snvivonmenksl glgnificance of reagonably anticipated aperal ing
propicms such a: malfenctions, apills, fircs, or olhey hazards
[particularly thosc relaring to heaith or salety) . Congider reascnable
delection and emergency reaponse, and discuss cne potential Yor kchese
Nazards,

Significance of probliems on chils parocl will be no different rhan zny
orher parcesl In this area. If the withdrawal and trade 15 approved.

gurnekt County will hawve theo opportunity Lo £ iwminatc possitls: logac

action and coats.

Siguificance of Fracedent

a. Would & Aecisicon on this propozal influcnce future decisions or foraclosc
options thal may additicnally affect rhe guality of the environment?
Explain che aiynificance,

"his action will sci oa precedent bab cach reoguesc ig handled on its own
merit ag expiained in #22 and in the BurnethL County Porast 10 Year
Camprehenzsive Lznd Use Flan.

b, Doscrioc oy oonflicts the propogal has with plans or policy ot Loosl,
statc or foderal agencics that prowvide for the proLeszion of the
environment.. EBxplalin the gsignificance.

Mo known conflicts oxist.  Any improvements to ches proberty will hawve to
be done actording to lecal and scate zoning regquliations,



24. Digrcus8 the effectd on the gquality of the environment, including socio-economic
aeffects, that are f{or are likely to be) highly controversial, and zummarize rheo
CONLYoVersy.

No known controversial effects to the environment exist .

25%. Explain other factors that should be considered in determining the significance
ot the proposal.

The major considerations have already been explained previcusly in this
document .

SUMMARY OF ISEUE IDENTIFICATION ACTIVITIES

26, Summarize citizen and agency involvement activities (completed and proposed) .

The Burnete County Forestry Office was contacted by Edward Hempel
concerning a land use agreement for the access read to their cabino an
Eagle Lake. AL that time they indicated they were trying to gell the
cabin and would need legal acress granted. Af this Cime there was also
digrussicen on bow cleose the cabin was to the propercy line. Mike Luedeke,
County Forest Administrater sent a letter indicating the County would try
to locate the line by using a GFS5 unit, On October 27, 19587 Greg Rich
from the Burnett County Land Surveyor’s Office used the GPS unit and
identified that the outhouse, gé&rage & modt of the cabin appeared Lo be on
Burnett County Forest. The Hempels were informed of this on Nowvember 21,
1397 by letter. On February 29, 1%%8 JovCe & Duane Fox informed Burnetr
Counky Forestry Department thar they were in the process of purchasing the
Hempel property and had contracted with Rorth Country Surveying to perform
a legal survey. On April 15, 1298 a land zurvey was registered that
showed thar all of the buildings were located on Burnett County Forest
land. On July 20, 15398 Joyce Fox informed Burnett county Forestry that
chey had purchased rhe Hempel propercy and were agreeable b the parcel
design that Burnett County had affered. On 1998 Burnett County Forest
eontacted Joyoce & Duane Fox with the Committee's recommendation for
offering the property for $3,000. On January 2, 1999 buane & Joyoe Fox
informed Burnett County Forest that they were agreesable to the $3.000, On
dJandary B, 123% Mike Luedeke wrofe bo JoyCe & Duane Fox to inform them
that Burnett County would proceed with the withdrawal.

Burnett County Forest OEfice has been in contact with the Depaviment

of Natural Regources since the beginning negotiaticns.

Burnett County Forescvry Commitcee and County Board of Superwisors have
given their approval ©f a withdrawal and sale to Joyce & Duane Fox.

27. List agencies, groups and individuals contacted regarding the project [include
DNR peracnnel and title}.

ate Conkact Commeny SuMmary

10/7/79% Edward Hempel Requescing Land Use Agreement
10/21/97 Mike Luedeke Use GPFS ro locate line
10/27/97 Greg Rich & Locate approximate line

Norm Bickford (DHR}

11721797 Mike Luedeke Informed Hempels on encroachment



2720738 Joyce Fox Intend to purchase

1558 North Country Surveying Line
Surveying
1715798 Burnett County Regigtered Survey
7/20/58 Joyce Fox Purchased Hempel properky
1558 Mike Luedeke Appraiszal
172799 Joyce & Duane Fox Accepted appraisal
1/8/9y Forestry Committes Progeed with withdrawal
2 18/94 . Burnett Jounty Board Withdrawal Resolution #99-%

DECISION (This decigion ip not final until certified by the appropriate authority)

In accordance with 3. 1.11., Stacs., and Ch. NR 150, Wis. Adm. Code, the Department
is autharized and regulired to determine wherher it has complied wikh 5. 1.11,
Srats,., and Ch. MR 150, Wis. Adm. Code.

2%. Complete gither & or B below.

I EIs Process Waot Reguired . . . . . . . . - . . « . . « . .. X1
Znalysia of rthe expected impacts of this proposal is of sulficient scgpe
and dertail to conclude that this is not a major action which would
significantly affect the quality of the human environment. In my opinicn
therefors, an envircnmental impact Statement is not required priotr to
final action by the Department on this project.

B. Major Action Requiring the FUll BIS Process. . . . . . . . . [ 1]

The proposal is of such magnitude and complexity with Such considerable

and important impacts on the guality af the human environment that it
congCitutes A major action significantcly affecting the gQuality of the

human environmant.
3451/29

Signature of ator Date Sigred

Woted: GM) Leader or Bureau Director Late 2igned

Copy of news release or other notice attached! [X] ves [ 1 Ha
Hurber of pesponses Co public notice O

Public response log attached? [ ] Yes [ He

CEFTIFIED 10 BE LW COMPLIANCE WITH WEPA —
Region Dipector o Director of BEAR (or desionee) Gate Sianed

ROTICE OF APCEAL RICHIS




T+ you neliewve that you hawve 2 right to challenge Lhis decigion, wou should anow
that Wiszornsin gtazubes and adwinistrative rules estabiish time periods within which
reglests to review Departmert deciszicng muzt be filed,

For Judicial review of a doolision pursaant Lo geccions 227,02 gnd 227.53, SLale.,
yvay hawve 30 days after the decision s mailed, or atherwise servod by the
Department, 1o file your pelition with Cie appropriato Circult court and gerve —ae
petition on che Department, Such = petition for judicial vewviszw skall name Lhe
Nepartment of Nalural Resourced as the respondent,

To request a contested case hearing pursvart bo s=ectian 227 4%, Zcats., wou have 30
days aftocr Lhe decision is wailed, oy ctherwise served by the DeEpartmenl, ko =ervo 2
petition for hearing on the Secretary of the Department of Natural Rescurces. The
tiling of a request Tor a4 contestcd case hearing is not a prerveguisite for Sudicial
review and dosz not extend bBhe 30-day period for £iling a petirion for judizial
Ceview.

Note: Moo all Departwenl declsiong respectling cnvlronmental mpact, sach as those

inwolwing 20lid wastoc of hazardous wagkte facilitics wnder sectlons 144043 fo 14447
and 144,40 Lo 144 .74, Stats., dare subjecl to the contested causs hearing provisions

ol section 227,42, Stang.

Thiszm nobice i3z provided pursuaant to gecklon 227 461(2;, Btans.
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