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History/TimelineHistory/Timeline

Controversial denials of permits 
for livestock operations

Rep. David Ward 
introduces AB 868

WI Act 235 signed 
into Law (93.90)

2002 2003 2004 2005

ATCP 51 goes into 
effect

2006 2007

Rhode Committee 
recommends draft rule

Technical Expert Panel 
completes 6 months of work

Rhode Committee formed



Livestock Facility Siting StandardsLivestock Facility Siting Standards

Statewide Standards Locally Enforced
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Who Must Meet the Odor Standard?Who Must Meet the Odor Standard?

Only those applying for a siting permitOnly those applying for a siting permit

REQUIREDREQUIRED (within 2,500 feet of neighbor)(within 2,500 feet of neighbor)
Expanding operations over 1,000 AU
New operations over 500 AU

OPTIONALOPTIONAL
Expanding operations < 1,000 AU
New operations < 500 AU
Operations with > 2,500 feet from neighbor



Odor Standard BasicsOdor Standard Basics

Predictive Standard 

Enforcement = practices, not “sniff tests”

Allows some odor

Considers odor from structures only

• Distance to neighbors and density

• Practices

• Wind Direction

Does not consider odor from landspreading



Odor Standard BasicsOdor Standard Basics

Nearest 
Affected 
Neighbor

Measure distance from each
housing, storage, and animal lot to 
the nearest affected neighbor



BMP Development ProcessBMP Development Process

Technical Expert Panel Formed

Comprehensive Literature Search Conducted

U. of M. OFFSET Model Chosen

Model Customized for Wisconsin Farms







OFFSET BMP ListOFFSET BMP List
Biofilter
Geotextile Cover
Natural Crust
Impermeable Cover
Oil Sprinkling

DATCP BMP ListDATCP BMP List
Biofilter
Geotextile Cover
Natural Crust
Impermeable Cover
Oil Sprinkling
Diet Manipulation
Fresh Water Flush
Treated Water Flush
Air Dam (swine)
Frequent Cleaning
Anaerobic Digestion
Chemical or Biological Additives
Composting
Solids Separation and Reduction
Water Treatment
Aeration
Bio-cover
Bottom Fill
Drag Earthen Lots
Animal Lot Moisture Control
Windbreaks



BMP Odor Control CreditsBMP Odor Control Credits

Best available literatureBest available literature

Data supplied by industryData supplied by industry

Comparison to similar practicesComparison to similar practices

Consultation with experts (U. of M. and others)Consultation with experts (U. of M. and others)

Field experience and Field experience and ““gut level intuitiongut level intuition””



Legislative IntentLegislative Intent

Protective of public health and safety

Practical and workable

Cost-effective

Objective

Based on peer-reviewed science

Promotes animal agriculture

Balances farm economics with protecting natural 
resources and other community interests

Useable by local authorities



Practical and WorkablePractical and Workable



CostCost--EffectiveEffective

Based on limited available data

Subjective by nature

Costs vary between farms

Benefits can vary widely



Procedure for Innovative PracticesProcedure for Innovative Practices

1. Producer or manufacture applies for 
credit

2. DATCP assesses control effectiveness 
using

Performance data
Field observations

3. DATCP assigns odor control credit

(Note: only 1 case to date)



Technical Rule UpdatesTechnical Rule Updates

Mostly to adopt changes in technical standards

But also can be used to “fix” certain problems

Cannot be used for policy changes

Controversial standards require more process



Listening Session Key CommentsListening Session Key Comments

432 431
Speaking in Support

(432 Commenters)

28%

26%

17%

16%

12%

Provides a predictable permitting process

The permitting process is working

Protects the environment

Based on uniform standards

Nutrient Management Plans are working

Speaking Against
 (431 Commenters)

25%

22%

19%

17%

17%

Doesn't protect water resources
Takes away local control
Doesn't protect against odors

Enforcement is inadequate
Fees are too low for proper administration



BMPBMP’’s s –– A Work in ProgressA Work in Progress

Established based upon the best available 
information at the time
Practices may be added or modified with future 
rule updates
Odor control credits will be adjusted to reflect 
increased knowledge base
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