“Coalesce” = Grow Together

* Panel moderator: Denny Caneff
e Panelists: Dan Trudell

Francie Rowe

Scott Froehlke







Pleasant Lake

Pleasant Lake,
Waushara County, Wisconsin




Richfield Dairy, LLC
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concerns:

1. Water quantity — Pumping of two new high
capacity wells will bringing down the water
level In Pleasant Lake

2. Water quality
— E. coli contamination to the groundwater

— addition of nitrates and phosphates to the
ground water

3. Air quality
4. Traffic on County Highway CC




@ Agriculiure

High Capacity Wellsjin 2010

Sand Country 2010

High Capacity Wells|In 1960

Sand Country 1960




Central Sands Irrigation




Pleasant Lake, Waushara County

Pleasant Lake W ater Levels
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Waushara County Data




Pleasant Lake Water Levels and Estimated Decline due to Pumping
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High Capacity Wells |

Completed: = pre 2000
2000 - 2009
+ 2010-2012

»  Unknown

Excludes wells:
- documented abandoned
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From: Walking on Water: Essays for the Central Sands, p. 8



Central Sands “missing water”
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Lake Beulah Management District v.
WDNR




Lake Beulah Management Dist. v. DNR

Wisconsin Supreme Court
Ruled

1. “the DNR has the authority and a general duty to
consider whether a proposed high capacity well may
harm waters of the state”

2. “the DNR must consider the environmental impact of a
proposed high capacity well when presented with
sufficient concrete, scientific evidence of potential harm
to waters of the state”




Lake Beulah Management District v.
WDNR

3. Enabled citizens to submit “sufficient concrete, scientific
evidence of potential harm to waters of the state directly to
the DNR decision makers while they are reviewing a well
permit application”.
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Pleasant Lake Management District
v. Wisconsin DNR / Milk Source, LLC
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Pleasant Lake, Waushara County




Contested Case Hearing Granted

December 20, 2011

1. Whether DNR properly considered the environmental impact of the proposed
high capacity wells on the waters of Pleasant Lake and other waters of the state,
including the groundwater aquifer and nearby private wells, when the DNR was
presented with scientific evidence of potential harm to waters of the state.

2. Whether the DNR correctly exercised its expertise in water resource
management, its discretion and its duty as trustee of public trust resources when
DNR determined that the proposed high capacity wells would not cause a
significant adverse impact on the waters of the state and DNR granted the
conditional approval to Milk Source Holdings, LLC.

. When considering whether to condition or deny a proposed high capacity well
approval, does DNR have legal authority to take into account the cumulative
Impacts caused by existing drawdown of groundwater and surface waters, or is
DNR’s legal authority limited to considering only the potential adverse
environmental impacts of the proposed high capacity well or wells for which an
approval is being considered?




Central Sands
Water Action Coalition

d = Central Sands Water
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Central Sands Water Action Coalition (CSWAL) |5 a coalition of groups In Central Wisconsin that
have joined together to protect water in this unigue reglon of the state. We advocate for the

r use of water resources amoeng the diverse interests that lve in the reglon. The mistaken
belief that there is an unlimited supply of water in the Central Sands reglon has led to
l"I'ES;.'I‘J!‘.S'!'J!E wse of the resource, We believe that smart, sclence-driven declsion-making can
Buarantee that there is li!"'L}L:g-" Waler Tor evenyane




CSWAC Goals

Protect Unimpacted Waters —Keep harm from developing!

* Protect surface waters from excessive pumping based on
standards for protection of habitat, navigation, biota, and
recreational use.

New high capacity well permit
requests are reviewed for
environmental impact before
being issued.

Pumpers work together to
share groundwater when a
critical point is reached.




CSWAC Goals

Impacted Waters — Do no more harm !

Surface waters that exhibit actual or likely harm

 ldentify healthy water levels and flow regimes

* No new pumping until permanent management
solutions are implemented
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CSWAC Goals

Impacted Waters — Restore to health!

 ldentify healthy water levels and flow regimes, and use
them to guide restoration

e Pumping amounts are managed to maintain healthy
surface water conditions




Central Sands Water
Action Coalition

@kg CLUB

FOUNDED 1892







2012 Wisconsin Pumping

Wells kept busy in 2012

The drought of 2012
sharply increased
pumping of groundwater,
especially in central
Wisconsin
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Waushara County Property Tax Study

Waushara County Properties adjacent to Lakes
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Waushara County Property Tax Study

Waushara County Properties
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Groundwater

Natural conditions
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