
~ONMENTALANALYSIS AND DECISION ON THE NEED 
,(AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS) 

loon 1600-8 Rev. 6-90 

NOTE TO REVIEWERS: This document is a DNR environmental 
analysis that evaluates probable environmental effects and decides on the 
need for an EIS. The attached analysis includes a description of the 
proposal and the affected environment. The DNR has reviewed the 
attachments and, upon certification, accepts responsibility for their scope 
and content to fulfill requirements in s. NR 150.22, Wis. Adm. Code. 
Your comments should address completeness, accuracy or the EIS 
decision. For your comments to be considered, they must be received by 
the contact person before 4:30 p.m., ------.,.,,-,-.,-

(date) 

Applicant: LANOLADE COUNTY 

Addre11: FAIRGROUNDS P 0. BOX 480 ANTIGO WI 54409 

Title of Propo .. l: COUNTY FOREST LAND WITHDRAWAL 

Department of Natural Resources (DNR) 

District or Bureau 
NCD 

Type List Designation 

Contact Person 
Tom Duke 

Title County Forest Liaisoo 

Address 1635 Neva Rd., P.O. Box 310 

Antigo, WI 54409 

Telephone 715-627-4317 
Number 

location: County LANGlADE Clty/TownNIIIage TJ..I!OJ:W!JNUO!J:Fc.;A!!JI!JlN!J!S~W~O;!.R!!.T!JH!!.... _______________________________ _ 

Township l! North, Range lli Soctlonlsl 02 INWNE.NENE! & 03 ISWSE NESE SWNE.NWNEI 

PROJECT SUMMARY- DNA Review Information Based on: 

list documents, plans, studies or memos referred to and provide a brief overvfew 

h Is proposed to withdraw approximately 240 acres of langlade County forest land from the County Forest law, Wisconsin Statute 28. 11. The withdrawn land Is to 
be traded to the State of wt.consln, Board of Commissioners of Public Lands, as part of a land trade with the state. The county acquired 3 forties of land In the 
1 930'• but the atate has recently shown that there never was a patent given for the title to these lands. The county trted to negotiate to receive clear title for these 
descriptions but was not able to. Negotlatlone with the state brought out the present plan of the county obtaining the tree forties In question along with 6 additional 
forties In exchange for the 8 forties that are proposed to be withdrawn. This settlement will block In lands for both the state and the county. Maps of the affected 
Ianda, plat book maps, and a copy of the Langlada County resolution to withdraw are attached. 

DNA EVALUATION OF PROJECT SIGNIFICANCE (complete each Item) 

1. Environmental Effects and Their Slgnlf~ance 

Discuss the short-tenn end long·tonn environmental effects of the proposed pro}ect, Including secondary affects, particularly to geographically scarce resources 
such as historic or cultural resources, scenic and recreatlonal resources, prime agricultural lands, threatened or endangered 1pecles or ecologically sensitive area•. 
and the significance of these effects. (The reversibility of an action affects the extent or degree of impact.) 

Use and related effectt: on land wiH not change with transfer of own8rshlp. Long-tenn effects will remain the same as the lands will continue In public ownership 
and be managed for a variety of resource needs. land obtained by the County wm be managed for forest producta as well as for wildlife habitat and other 
resource use. 

2. Significance of Cumulative Effects. 

Discuss the significance of reasonably anticipated cumulative effects on the environment {and energy usage, if applicable). Consider cumulative effects from 
repeated projects of the same type. Would the cumulative effects be more severe or substantially change the quality of the environment? Include other 
activities planned or proposed in the area that would compound effects on the environment. 

Usa will not change .!gnlflcantly. No adverse effects are anticipated. 

3. Significance of Risk 

a. Explatn the significance of any unknowns which create substantial uncertainty In predicting effects on the quality of the environment. What additional 
studies or analysis would eliminate or roduco these unknowns? 

'Quality of the environment should not change with transfer of ownership. 



I 

I 
Explain the environmental significance of re .. onably antJclpated operating probJems such as malfunctions, spllll, firea or other hazards (particularly tho .. 
relating to hearth or .. tety). Consider reasonable detection and emergency response, and discuss the potential tor the.., hazards. 

Malfunction of the for11st whhdrawalls not a significant problem. No additional probleme anticipated. 

/ •• Significance of Precedent 
Would a decision on this proposal influence future decisions or foreclose options that may additionally affect the quality of the environment? 
conflicts the propoul has with plans or policy of local, state or federal agencies. Explain the significance of each. 

Describe any 

No problems are andclpated since all descriptions In question wiU continue under public management. 

5. Significance of Controveny Over Environmental Effects 
Discuss the effects on the quality of the environment, Including socio-economic effects, that are (or are likely to be) highly controversial, and summarize the 
controveny. 
No controversy Ia antlciPIIted. 

AlTERNATIVES 

Briefly describe the Impacts of no action and of alternatives that would decrease or eliminate adverse environmental effects. (Refer to any appropriate alternatives 
from the applicant or anyone else.) 

Alternative would be to not trade the lands. H this were to happen the county would lose the three forties In question or have to pay for retaining ownership. In this 
scenario there woWd be no need tor the withdrawal, however transfer of these lands Is advantageous to both parties In their overall management plans. 

SUMMARY OF ISSUE IDENTIFICATION ACTIVITIES 

list agencies, citizen groups and Individuals contacted regarding the project !include DNR personnel and title) and summarize public contacts, completed or proposed. 

Date ~ 
12-16-92 Tru.t Lands (State) 

• 12-22-93 Trust Lande IStata) 

1-8-93 Trust Landa !State) 

2-8-93 Wisconsin DNR 

3-10-93 Trust Lande IStatel 

3·22-93 Langlede County 

4-7-93 Attorney General 

4-8-93 Langlade County 

4-19-93 Langlade County 

6-13-93 Langlade County 

6-17-93 Trust Landa IStateJ 

6-17-93 Trust Landa (State) 

6-28-93 Trust Lande IStateJ 

7-93 Trust LandaiState) 

7-22-93 Langlade County 

Comment Summarv 
Letter from T. Hamm to Lenglade County clerk Norm Cejka stating ownership of 2 descriptions In Langlade County Forest 
that are owned by DO..J Trust Lands. Needed to provide evidence of ownership to her. 

Letter of response sent toT. Hamm showing when lands were acquired under tax delinquency • 

Trust lands forester met with Langlade County Forest administrator discussing options and the legality of the ownenhlp. 

Legal advisor Jim Christenson discussed legal aspects whh Langlade County Forest administrator. 

Latter wrftten to T. Hamm by Langlada County Forest administrator stating the county had managed the lands for 60 
years and ware seeking to claim the Iande under adverse poeesslon. 

Letter from Mike Tumey ILanglade abstract and title) to Robin Stowe llanglade CountY Corporation Counsell listing all 
a!Hitracts for lands In dispute. 

811 Wilker (Attn. Generaletaffl wrote a letter to Jim Doyle !Attn. Generallstatlng why the state could!!.!!! give the 
disputed Iande to Langlede County. 

Langlada County Forest administrator attended Trust Lands Public lends Committee Board meeting In Madison and 
expressed the County's position and dilemma. No action taken. 

County Forestry Comrrittee meeting reviewing resuhs of AprilS meeting. Committee directed administrator to continue 
seeking whatever means necessary to resolve dispute. 

Forestry committee directed the administrator to pursue political action (contacting state senator and representatives). 
Many folow-up correspondences with representatives and senator followed. No resolution of problem resulted. 

Letter to Trleh Hamn;t- from langlade County Forest administrator officially asking for a check on possible other lands In 
dispute. 

John Schwartzman (forester for Trust lands) notified Langlade County Forest administrator that he will start cruising the 
lands In question for appraisal purposes. 

Letter from Trish Hamm listing all Trust land ownership In County. Third parcel found In town of Panfsh. 

Jim Pietila (forester tor Trust Lands) met whh Langlade County Forest adrrinistrator reviewing appraisals of all lands In 
question. 

letter sent to all County Forest Administrators notifying them of langlade County's problem and asking H they had any 
elmllar situations. 

[!] On-site inspection or past experience with site by evaluator. 



County; LANOLADE 

In accordance with •· 1.11, Stata .• and Ch. NA 150, Adm. Code, the Department Is authorized and required to determine whether It has complied with 1 . 1 .11, State .• 
and Ch. NR 150, Wis. Adm. Code. 

Complete either A or B below: 

A. EIS Proce" Not Required 

The attached analysis of the expected impacts of this proposal is of sufficient scope and detail to conclude that this Is not a major actton which would 
slgnlficantJy affect the quality of the human environment. In my opinion, therefore, an environmental impact statement is not required prior to final actton by 
the Department on this project. 

B. Major Actton Requiring the Full EIS Proce" 0 
The proposal is of such magnitude and complexity with such considersble and important impacts on the quality of the human enviro'nment that it constitutes 
a msjor action slgnlfk:antly affecting tho quality of the human environment. 

Noted: District Staff Specialist or Bureau Director Date Signed 

Number of responses to news release or other notice: ___ 0-'='-------------------------------------------

tf you believe that you have a right to challenge this decision, you should know that Wisconsin statutes and administrative rules establish time periods within which 
requests to review Department decisions must be filed. 

For judicial review of a decision pursuant to sections 227.62 and 227.63, Stats., you have 30 days after the decision is mailed, or otherwise served by the 
Department, to file your petition with the appropriate circuit court and serve the petition on the Department. Such a petition for judicial review shall name the 
Department of Natural Resources as the respondent. 

To request a contested caH hearing pursuant to sectton 227.42, Stats., you have 30 days after the decision is mailed, or otherwise served by the Department, to 
serve a potltton for hearing on the Secretary of the Department of Natural Resources. The filing of a request for a contested case hearing is not a prerequisite for 
judicial review and does not extend the 30-day period for filing a petltton for judicial review. 

Note: Not all Departmentdeclstons reapectlng environmental impact, such as those involving solid waate or hazardous waate facilities under section• 144.43 to 
144.47 and 144.60 to 144.74, Stats., are subject to the contestedcaae hearing provialona of section 227.42. Stats. 

Thia notice Ia provided pursuant to sectton 227.48(2), Stats. 
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