ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSIS AND DECISION ON THE :
NEED FOR AN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT (EIS)

Form 186001 Rev, 2-99

State ol Wisconsin Department of Matural Resourges [DNR}

Region or Bureau: Northern

Type List Designation: MR 150.0383d)1 ¢.

MOTE TC REVIEWERS: Comments should addregs
completeness, accuracy of the EIS dedision. Fer yeur
comments to be considered, they must be received oy
the contact person bafore

#:5::‘;” Auvgast Aas, /999

ime) ()

p—
Contact Person Red Fouks _||

Titla Douglas County Farast Liaison

Address PO Bex BD
Gordon, W 54838

Talephone Murmbsr (71553762299

Applicant: Douglas County Farestry Department

Address: PO Baox 211
Solon Springs, W1 54873

Title of Propasal: Deuglas County Forest Land Withdrawa! and Trade

Location:  County Douglas CityTown/Village Township of Gordon

Township, Range & Section{s) M SENW 3Sec. 20, T44M, R12W (20 acres)
N SWHNE Sec. 20, T44M, R12wW (20 acres)

| PROJECT SUMMARY

|

1. General Description (brief overview)

Ctouglas County proposes to withdraw 40 acres from the County Forest Law, 26.11, W Statutes, trade it for 40 acres
of private land within the county ferest block, and enter the 40 acres of acquired land undar the county forest (aw.
The land to ha acquired by Douglas County is the SENW Sec. 12, T47N, R11W. This withdrawal and exchange will
allow Douglas County to settle a possible adverse possession claim.

2. Furpose and Mead { include history and background as appropriate]

A fence was constructed over fwenty years age on this property. Approximately 14 5 acres of county tand was
encroached upen with this fence. The adjacent land is owned by Mr. Hennessy and he has maintained the fence.
Douglas County Corporate Counsel acknowledges that Mr, Hennessy has a very strong claim of adverse possession
far the 14.5 acres of County land . Mr. Hennessy has agreed to a 40 acre for 40 aore land exchange. This
withdrawal and land exchange of said parcels would satisfy the encroachment and benafit Douglas County

2 Autharities and Approvals {list logal, state and federal permits ar approvals reguired}

Autherity is provided in the Douglas County Forest 10-Year Comprehensive plan, Douglas County Farestry
QOrdinance and Chapter 28.11, Wi Statutes. The Douglas County Board of Supervisers has unammously passed a
resclution to petition the Wisconsin Dapartment of Natural Resources to begin withdrawal of the above dascribed

parce|.
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| AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT {Describe existi_na features that may be affected by proposal)

1t

12,

13.

Infermation Based On {check all that apply):

[ %] Leterature/correspondence (specify major sources)

[x ] Personal Contacts (list in iterm 28}

Field Analysis By. [ ]Auathor [x ] Other (list in item 28)

Past Experience With Site By: [ jauthor [x ] Other {list in ifem 28)
Physical (topography - seils - water - air)

Parcel to be withdrawn:
The parcel has gently ralling topegraphy an the uplands and ievel lowlands. The soils are generally sandy loam an
the uplands and peat ar muck in the lowlands.

Parcel o be acquired:
Tha parcel has moderate to heavy rolling topography on the uplands and level lowlands. The s0ils are generally
sandy loam on the uplands and peat or muck in the [owlands.

Biological [dominant aguatic and terrastrial plant and animal species and hakitats including threatened/endangerad
spedies, wetland amounts, types and hydrautic valug)

Parcel te be withdrawn:

T acres of red pine, jack pine, balsam fir and white spruca polatimber.
T acres of aspen saplings.

9 acres of aspen, balsam fir and white spruce palstimber.

7 acres of cedar and black spruce poletimber.

3 acres of apen Upland grass.

7 acres of a low shrub wetland.

This parcel alsoe has approximately 735 feet of frontage on each side of Lord Creek, a small perennial warm water
tributary to Spring Creek. This stream averages appraximately four feet in width and one to two feet in depth with &
wide smergent flood plain. This stream is only known to contain Frinfows,

Parcel 10 be acquired.

20 acres pf aspen and maple polstimber and maple saplings.
20 acres of black ash sawtimber angd polstimber.

Many common wildlife species inhabit portions of these two parcels. No known threatenedfendangered species are
known to inhabit either of these parcels.

Cultural

a. Land use {dominant features and uses including zoning if applicable)
Both parcels are zoned F-1 Forestry. The use for both of these parcels should remain the same as Mr.
Hennessy 's intanded use is for recreation, hunting, and farest management similar to Douglas County Forest
land.



b. SocialfEcenomic (include ethmc and cultural groups)

The act of withdrawal and change of ownsarship will affect who can use the land by permission of the new
landuawher.

t. ArchaaclogicalfHistarical
Although no on-site survey has bean conducted, Victoria Oirst frorm the Wisconsin Department of Natural

Resources was contacted and has no knowledge of any archaeglogical or histarical sites present on either of
these parcels.

14, Dther Special Resourcas (e.g., State Natural Argas, prime agricultural lands)

Mo special resaurces are Kngwn.

ENVIRONMENTAL CONSEQUENCES {probable adverse and beneficial im

14. Physical {include visual of applicable)

This action causes an equal trade-off of 40 acres of county forest land, Mo physical consequences are anticipated.

16. Siolagical {include impacts to threatenad/endangered species)

Mo biological consequences are anticipated. Potential biological benefits and impacts should remain the samea as
the intended use is for recreation, hunting, and forast management similar to Douglas County Forest [and.

17 Cuitural
g Land Use (include indirect and secondary impacts)

The 40 acra parce! in the Town of Gardan will be in private ownership and the 40 acre parcel in the Tawn of
Maple will become Douglas County Forest land. Mr. Hennessy may pursue his strong claim of adverse
possession of 14,5 acres in the Town of Gordan parcel. |f this oceurs Dauglas County may actually ose 14 5
acres of County Forest |and with no compansation. The result of this trade will be o maintain the County
Forest acreage. Public aceess to 735 feet of Lary Craek may be |ost without permissicn of the landowner,
Douglas County will retan ownership of ovar 1 mile of Lord Craek.

b. SocialfEconamit (include ethmec and cultural groups, and Zoning if applicable)

Mo consequences are foresean at this fime.

. Archaeciogical/Histarical

Mo conseguences are foresaen at this time.

18.  Oiher Special Resources (e.g., State Natural Areas, prime agricultural lands;

Mo conseguences are Tforesean at this time,



15, Summary of Adverse Impacts That Cannot B2 Avoided {more fully discussed in 15 through 18)

1. The difference in appraised values will be offsst by the possible adverse possession ¢laim on 14.5 acres of
Douglas County Forest land.

2. Public acress to 735 fest of Lord Creak may be |ost without permission of the landowner. However, this stream
doas not appear to have a significant fisheries and Douglas County will retain ownership on aver 1 mila of Lord

Creek.
| ALTERNATIVES {no action - enlarge - reduce - madify - other lacations andfor methods) _l
20. ldentify, describe and discuss feasible alternatives to the proposed action and thewr wmpacts. Give particular attention

to alternatives which might avaid some or all adverse environmental effects.

Mo action; Land would remamn as Douglas County Forest land and would be managed with the rest of the Douglas
County Forest. Douglas County Forest would likely lose 14,5 acres of land with an adverse possession clam.

Enlarge. modify of reduga: The withdrawal could be larger or smaller but this size was the one negotiated between
Douglas County and Mr. Hannessy.

Cther lpgghions: This would not be feasible for Mr, Hennessy.

| EVALUATION OF PROJECT SIGHNIFICANGE {Complete each item) I,
21. Sigmficance of Environmental Effects
a. Wauld the propesed project or related activities substantially change the quality of the environment {physical,

biclogical, socio-aconamic)? Explain.

This withdrawal should not substantially change the quality of the emwconment. Mr. Hennessy plans an
managing the parcel the same as Doudlas County would.

b. Discuss the significance of short-tarm and long-term envirenmental effects of the proposed project inchuding
secondary effects; particularly to gengraphicelly scarce resources such as historic of cultural resources,
sceni¢ and recreational resources, prime agricultural lands, theeatened or endangered species ar acologically
sensitive areas. {The reversibility of an action atfects the extent ar degree of impact)

There should not ke significant impacts on histore or eultural respurcas and threatened or endangered
species or ecalagically sensitwe areas since these resources are not currently identified on this parcet.

22, Signifigance of Cumulative Efects.

Clisguss the significance of reasonably anticipated cumulative effects on the environment.  Consider cumulatve
effects fram repeated projects of the sama type. What is the likelihood that similar projects would be repaated?
Would the cumulative effegts be more severe or substantially change the quality of the environment? include other
activities planned or propased in the area that would compound effects on the environment

Thera is the possibility that similar requests may be received. Each request wall be handled an its own merit. The
Douglas County 10 Year Comprehensive plan will guide decisions.



23 Bignificance of Risk
a. Explain the significance of any unknowns which create substantial uncertainty i predicting effects an the
quality of the environment, What additional studies or analyses would eliminate or reduce these unknowns?
Explain why these studies were not done.
Forest management practices or future development on the withdrawn parcel will be at the discretion of the

new landowner. His stated intentions are to manage the pareel for recraation, hunting and forast
management similar t¢ Douglas County Forest land,

b. Explain the environmenta! significance of reasonably anticipatad operating problams such as maifunctions,
spills, fires, or other hazards (particularly those relating to health or safety). Consider reasonable detection
and eMergency response, and discuss the potential far these hazards.

Anticipated land usa practices on beth parcels will remain similar ta each other and zlso to other Douglas
County Farest land.

24, Signifizance of Pracadent

a Would a decision on this proposal influence future decisions or foreclose options that may additionally affect
the quality of the environment? Explain the significance.

This action may set a precedent but each raquest would be handled as explained in #22.

b. Desctibe any conflicts the proposal has with plans or pokcy of local, state or federal agencies that provide for
the protection of the environment. Explan the significance.

There are no known conflicts.
25. Discuss the effects on the quality of the enviranment, including socio-economic effects, that are [or are likely to he)
highly controversial, and summarize the cantroversy.

Theara @re no known controversial effects to the environment.

2G. Explain other factors that should be considered in determining the significance of the proposal.

Al factars have heen previously covered.

I SUMMARY OF ISSUE IDENTIFICATION ACTIVITIES

27. Summariza citizen and agency involvenent activities {completed and propesed).
Douglas County persannel noticed an encroachment by Mr. Hennessy during timier sale establishmentwork
Douglas County Corporation Counsel was contacied about the possibie gdverse possessian.
Douglas County and Mr. Hennessy negotiated a trade to alleviate the pussible adverse possession.

Douglas County Forestry Committee and County Board of Supervisars approved this withdrawal and trade.



28, List agencies, groups and individuals contacted regarding the project {include DNR personnel and title).

Date

218/89

33099

H30/29

&899

Contact

Daglas County
Board of Supervisors

Yictoria Dirst

CNR- Archeglogist

Cavid Heath

CHMR

Endangered Resources Specialist

Todd Maas
DNR
Lake Superior Basin Land Agent

Comment Summary

Resclution#24-89 approved withdrawal

Mo knowen histoncal features.

Mo known endangered or threatensd resources.

Frovided land appraisals for both parcels



Project Mame  Hennessy withdrawal and trade: County Douglas
T44N, R12W, Section 20

| DECISION {This decision is not final until certified by the appropriate authorlty)

In accordance with 5. 1.11, Stats., and Ch. NR 150 Wis. Adm. Code, the Cepartment is authorized and required to
determine whather it has complied with 5. 1,11, Stats., and CTh NR 130, Wis. aAdm. Code.

24, Complete eitner A or B below.
.4 EIS Process Mot Required .. ... ... ... ... ... ... [x]
Analysis of the expected impacts of this propesal is of sufficient scope and detail to conclude that this is not a
major action which waould signifizantly affect the quality of the human environment. In my apinion therefore,
an environmental impact statement is not required prior to final action by the Department on this project.
B. Maior Action Requiring the Full E|S Process. .. ... ... [ 1]
The proposal is of such magnitude and complexity with sueh considerable and ympartant impacts on the

quality of the human envirehment that it constitutes a majar action significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment.

Bl ot —~os fos

Signature of Evaluator ’ Daté Signad

- ‘ gﬁmé-. Fehr/bub 1aam SUpervsor or Bureau Drector 77 Date Sgned

Copy of news relggses or other notice atlached? [ JYes [ [ Mo
Murmber of responses to pubtic rotice

Putdic: response log attached? [ ]Yes [ Mo

| CERTIFED T BE IN COMPLIANCE WITH WEPA

S X 2/2/79

Regional Director or Dirsctar of 155 {or dﬁigﬂaa} " Date Signed

| NOTICE OF APPEAL RIGHTS

If you balieve that you have a right to challenge this decrsbon, you should know that Wis¢obsin stabobes and administrabive fules establish time
periods within which roquests to review Department decisions must be filed

Far judicial review of a decisien pursuant to sectivns 227 52 and 227.53, Stats., yeu have 30 days after the decision is manled, or athenwise served
by the Departmett, ta fike your petition wilh Ihe apprapriate circuil court arg serve the petition on the Departinent. Such a petiion for judicial revew
ghall narme he Department of Natural Resources as the respondent.

To raquest @ contested gase haaring pursuant to sectlon 227 42, Stats., you have 30 days after the decision is malled, or otherwize served by the
Deparlment, to sarye a petition for hearlng an the Secretany of the Cepartment of Matural Resaurces. The filing of @ reques! for 3 conlested case
hearing is not a8 prerequisite for judicial review and doss pot evtend the 30-day perlod for filing & patition for judisial review.

Note: Mot all Departmeant decisions respecling enviranmental impact, such a& hose involving solid waste or hazardous waste Tacilities under
sectiohs 144.43 to 1 44.47 and 144 B0 to 144,74, Skats., are subgect to the contesled case hearing provizicns of section 227 42, Stats.

This notice s provided pursuant to section 227 4801, 3tas



EESPONSE FORM
{for Tvpe II Aclicns)

DaTE: 7 B0 [‘-’1‘ T File Ref, 1600
100 (Rod Fovks ~Go-don County & )ox by
FROM: Wiltian Ganiz / Dan Michels

SUBJECT:  PUBLIC PARTICIPATION - EA — [orroy Withdrecdl=Ca-den

e walgsy pro ety

Attached is 2 copy of 2 news release for the Environmnental Asscssment (EA) you have wrillen You are
named as the spnrce of information on it as well as a rocipient for comments.

Plcase keep a lop, recording telephong, elecironic, written, and in-persim commenls received concerming
the project during the review period.  As soon as possible after the closing dale, complete the check-ofl
seclion, sigraturs and date block, Return this forn, along with a log of auy comments received, Please
send original copics of any wrilten jetters received,

U revisions of the asscssment arc needed, advise us as o necessary changes. When the EA ix certified, we
will send you i1 copy of this form, and comments received, and the EA sign-off page 0 compler your file
record.

¥ EFF X xR ATF
The public teview period for the above proposal has expired. As of this date:
;ﬁ{ Mo commnt on the EA has been received by this office,

{ ) Comment has been received and addressed - sce antached addendym for subject EA, log of
conments, and comrespoudance roceived.

(@riginator of EA) Date)

Leave this sccton blank [or Review Coordinator

P C. Author _ Lovks - G o rdan
I58: Fordes— Ss/6
APB.

Dae: & / =2- /72




NEWS RELEASE

Northerm Region - Spooner

Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
810 W. Maple, Spooner, Wl 54801
715-635-2101 TDD 715-635-4001

WISCONSIN
REPT. OF HATURAL RESOUACES

EDITORS/NEWS DIRECTORS: The Department of Natural Resource's administrative code for the
environmental impact process makes provision for public comment and review of all Environmental Assessments.
This short news release is designed to sketch the proposed action and provide public contact information. Your
usage of this item is vital to public notification. Use of the last three paragraphs n this release in their enfirety
would be appreciated.

Douglas County Forestry Department has made application to the Department of Natural Resources to withdraw
40 acres of County Forest in the Town of Gerdon and exchange it for and egqual amount of private land in the

Town of Maple County to settle a possible adverse possession claim.

The 40 acres that would be withdrawn from the County Forest is located in a portion of Section 20, T44N, R12W
and would be traded for 40 acres of private land in Section 12, T47N, R11W. The 40 acres of acquired land

would be entered under the county forest l[aw. There are no known plans to reshape or develop these lands.

Before the land withdrawal and trade can be approved, an gpportunity for public review and comment must be

provided. This notification ensureg the chance for public input on the proposal.

The praposed project is not anticipated to cause significant adverse environmental effects. The Department has
made a preliminary determination that an Environmental Impact Statément will nat ba required for this action.
This recommendation does not represent approval from other DNR sections which may also reguire review of the
project. Specific information about the proiect propesal can pe obtained fram Rod Fouks, Douglas County Forest

Liaigon, PO Box 80, Gordon, YW 54838, (7 15) 376-2294.

Comments on the proposed project are welcome and should be received by Rod Fouks no later than 4:30 p.m.,

August 20 1359, Cormments may be submitted either verbally or in writien form.

To News Media Staff
Release Date: July 30, 1999

The following counties are in the Northern Region: Ashland, Barron, Bayheld, Bumett, Douglas, Florence, Forest,
Iron, Langlade, Lincoln, Oneida, Polk, Price, Rusk, Sawyer, Taylor, Vilas, Washburn,

For any additional information regarding this release contact:
Rod Fouks, Douglas County Forest Llaison
PO Box 60, Gordon, W| 54838
{T15)376-2299

t
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