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2. Abbreviations and Acronyms
ADA – American with Disabilities Act
BOA – Bureau of Aeronautics
CTH - County Trunk Highway
DATCP – Department of Agriculture Trade and Consumer Protection
DNR – Department of Natural Resources
EJ – Environmental Justice
HMA – Hot Mix Asphalt
ICE – Intersection Control Evaluation
LOS - Level of Service
MAP – Wisconsin State Historical Society - Museum Archeology Program
NEPA – National Environmental Policy Act
NRCS – Natural Resource Conservation Service
NRHP – National Register of Historic Places
ROW - Right-Of-Way
TSS – Total Suspended Solids
USCOE – United States Corps of Engineers
WisDOT - Wisconsin Department of Transportation
USEPA – United States Environmental Protection Agency
WIS – Wisconsin State Highway
USFWS – United States Fish and Wildlife Service
WEPA – Wisconsin Environmental Policy Act
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3. Environmental Document Statement
This environmental document is an essential component of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and Wisconsin
Environmental Policy Act (WEPA) project development process, which supports and complements public involvement and
interagency coordination.
The environmental document is a full-disclosure document which provides a description of the purpose and need for the
proposed project, the existing environment, analysis of the anticipated beneficial or adverse environmental effects
resulting from the proposed action and potential mitigation measures to address identified effects. This document also
allows others the opportunity to provide input and comment on the proposed action, alternatives and environmental
impacts. Finally, it provides the decision maker with appropriate information to make a reasoned choice when identifying
a preferred alternative.
This environmental document must be read entirely so the reader understands the reasons that one alternative is selected
as the preferred alternative over other alternatives considered.

Page 4

ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION OF FACILITIES DEVELOPMENT ACTIONS (continued)

DT2094

BASIC SHEET 3 – PURPOSE AND NEED
1. Purpose and Need
The Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT) is in the process of developing plans for a proposed project
on Wisconsin State Highway (WIS) 69 that is located in Dane County. The project begins near the intersection with
County Trunk Highway (County) D in the Village of Belleville and extends north approximately 8.1 miles to just south of
the intersection with Valley Road in the Town of Verona. WIS 69 serves as a north/south route to connect the smaller
communities of Belleville, Basco, and Paoli with the larger communities of Verona and the Madison area. See
Attachment A: Project Location Map.

Purpose
The purpose of the project is to improve the existing roadway that has exceeded its service life as well as address the
roadway deficiencies, safety and traffic congestion issues.
Need
Roadway Deficiencies
The original concrete pavement that was constructed in 1927 and 1929 is still in place under multiple overlays. Four
overlays have been performed on this section of WIS 69 to rehabilitate the roadway, including one in 2015 that was
an emergency project due to the extreme deterioration of the pavement after the winter. The Pavement Condition
Index (PCI) for this section of roadway prior to the most recent overlay in 2015 was 62 on a scale of 0 to 100
(0=worst, 100=best). While the emergency overlay did increase the PCI, it is expected that the PCI will rapidly
decrease again as both the underlying pavement and overlay continue to deteriorate.

In addition, there are many other substandard geometric roadway features, such as the cross-section, which includes
narrow shoulders and steep side slopes, the horizontal and vertical alignments, as 11 of the 15 horizontal curves and
25 of the 66 vertical curves do not meet current standards as defined in FDM Chapter 11-10. The intersection
geometry is also substandard, as a few of the intersections are at severe angles which reduces visibility and therefore
the safety of the intersection. In addition, there are no turn lanes to accommodate the increasing traffic volumes,
resulting in increased delays and potential conflict between vehicles. The beam guard and end terminals, signing, and
pavement marking are also substandard based on type and current locations.

Safety
Crash data from 2012-2016 was analyzed along the corridor. 118 crashes occurred within the project limits. An
average crash rate was calculated to compare the crashes on this corridor to similar facilities statewide. The average
crash rate along the project corridor was 157 crashes per million vehicle miles traveled, which is much higher than the
5-year statewide average crash rate of 76 for similar two-lane facilities with 2000-7000 AADT.
Of the 118 total crashes, two were fatal crashes, both at areas containing roadway deficiencies described above, and
37 resulted in an injury, over half of which occurred at areas of deficiency. Approximately 35% of the crashes occurred
at the substandard horizontal curves and approximately 15% at the intersections with very poor geometrics. This
results in 50% of the crashes occurring at areas of substandard geometrics. See Attachment B: 2012-2016 Crash Map.
Capacity
While capacity is not an issue throughout the overall corridor, it is an issue at the WIS 69 and County PB intersections.
Existing intersection geometry and traffic control at the intersection continues to result in a delay of approximately one
minute to traffic on County PB during the peak periods. The Level of Service (LOS), which is a measurement of the
ability of the roadway to handle traffic demands on a scale of A to F (A=best, F=worst), is E for this intersection. The
desirable LOS for this intersection based on FDM Chapter 11-5 Table 3.1 is an LOS D. Therefore, the existing
intersection configuration is not handling the traffic flows and does not meet standards. Additional information on the
analysis and LOS of this intersection can be found in Attachment C: Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE) Report.
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2. Summary of Alternatives
Overall Corridor
No Build Alternative: Under this alternative there would be no improvements to the roadway other
than routine maintenance. There would be no disturbance to the adjacent environment and no real
estate would need to be purchased. This alternative is included to serve as a baseline to which the
other alternatives are compared to. This alternative does not address the degradation of deteriorating
pavement, safety, and the geometric deficiencies and therefore does not meet the purpose and need
of the project. This is not the preferred alternative.
Alternative A – Pavement Replacement: Under this alternative, the pavement structure with the
exception of the substructure of WIS 69 would be replaced.
This alternative would extend the life of the pavement by removing the underlying concrete pavement
and adding base course material. There would be minimal disturbance to the adjacent environment
and no real estate would need to be purchased. However, this this alternative does not address the
safety, geometric deficiencies, capacity, and modal interrelationships of the roadway. This alternative
does not meet the purpose and need of the project and is not the preferred alternative.
Alternative B - Reconstruction: Under this alternative, WIS 69 would be reconstructed. This
includes complete removal and replacement of the pavement structure. The reconstruction alternative
addresses the capacity and safety of the traveling public by constructing a transitional section in the
Village of Belleville, road realignment and intersection improvements to correct geometric deficiencies
improving modal interrelationships of the roadway. Therefore, this alternative meets the purpose and
need of the project and has been identified as the Preferred Alternative.
Beam guard, culverts, signing, and pavement marking would also be replaced along the entire project
length. All existing bridge structures on WIS 69 would remain, however bridge B-13-0365 would be
redecked and widened. The existing bridge on County PB in Paoli just south of WIS 69 would be
replaced with a box culvert.
In addition to the evaluation of the overall corridor to select a preferred alternative, alternatives
pertaining to the Transitional Section in the Village of Belleville, Road Realignment, and Intersection
Improvements were also evaluated as part of Alternative B – Reconstruction.
Transitional Section in Village of Belleville
To address the deteriorating roadway, it is proposed to replace the Hot Mix Asphalt (HMA) pavement
throughout the whole corridor. In addition, it is proposed to widen the paved shoulder and to update
pedestrian accommodations to meet Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) compliance.
Within this Preferred Alternative - B for the overall corridor, two options were explored for the
transitional section within the Village of Belleville in order to meet the purpose and need for the project
in the most cost effective way.
Reconstruction Option: Within the limits of the Village of Belleville, the existing rural cross-section
would be removed and replaced with an urban cross section. The pavement structure would be
completely
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reconstructed, including intersection improvements and a 5 foot paved shoulder. The existing ditches
would be removed and curb and gutter would be installed, along with a new storm sewer system. In
addition, the sidewalk would be reinstalled to ADA standards, and the sidewalk would be extended.
This alternative meets the purpose and need of the project, however it is very costly and would
adversely impact adjacent environment. In addition, this section of the Village of Belleville is a
transitional area, and a full urban cross section is not necessary at this time. Therefore, the
Reconstruction Option for the transitional section will not be considered a component of further
Alternative B – Reconstruction evaluations.
Rehabilitation Option: Within the limits of the Village of Belleville, an HMA overlay would be used to
rehabilitate the existing pavement. The paved shoulders would be widened to 5 foot, and the existing
ditch cross-section would remain. Curb ramps would be updated to meet ADA standards and the rest
of the existing sidewalk would remain. This alternative meets the majority of the purpose and need of
the project, while keeping costs and impacts at a minimum. Therefore, the Rehabilitation Option for
the transitional section is preferred will be further evaluated as a component of Alternative B –
Reconstruction.
Road Realignment
To address roadway deficiencies, such as areas of
high crash rates as a result of geometric deficiencies, it
is proposed to move the roadbed off existing alignment
in order to correct deficient horizontal curves. The
majority of these re-alignments are minor in which the
old road bed to be removed will be graded to facilitate
drainage of the new roadway. However, the illustrated
realignment is more substantial, leaving approximately
1 mile of the old roadway.
To minimize impacts to the effected property owners
and the environment, the alternatives of demolishing the existing roadway or jurisdictional tranfer of
the roadway was explored.
Demolishing Existing Roadway: The existing roadway south of Paoli would be demolished. This
alternative would have some minor impacts to the adjacent environment, including a site eligible for
the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). However, after the existing roadway is demolished,
that area would be restored to match the surrounding environment. This alternative would cause
adjacent property owners to have longer driveways with further field severances in order to access
proposed WIS 69, which is a negative effect on the agricultural landowners. This is not the preferred
sub alternative for WIS 69 South of Paoli and will not be considered a component of further Alternative
B – Reconstruction evaluations.
Jurisdictional Transfer of Existing Roadway - Preferred: The existing roadway would remain in place,
and a jurisdictional transfer would take place to pass the ownership of the roadway to the Town of
Montrose. This alternative would cause little to no impacts to the adjacent environment and the
historical site. This jurisdictionally transferred roadway would still connect to the proposed WIS 69 at
the south end at a newly constructed intersection and would cul-de-sac on the north end. This town
road would provide access to the adjacent property owners without extending their driveways or
further severing their farm fields between the jurisdictionally transferred town road and newly realigned
WIS 69. This is the preferred sub alternative for existing WIS 69 South of Paoli and will be further
evaluated as a component of Alternative B – Reconstruction.
Intersection Improvements
Within this preferred alternative for the overall corridor, there were intersection options considered at
WIS 69 and County PB; WIS 69 and Diane Avenue; and WIS 69 and Paoli Road. These intersection
options are described below to be included as part of the Preferred Alternative B – Reconstruction.
WIS 69 and County PB Intersection
(Note: These intersection options are a summary of the results of the ICE report that was completed.
See Attachment C: ICE Report for additional details.)
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Expanded All-Way Stop Control: Under this option the existing intersection control of an all-way
stop would be maintained. However, the intersection would
be expanded to have a left-turn lane and a right-turn/through
lane in each direction. There would be impacts to the
adjacent environment and real estate would need to be
purchased. While this alternative could improve the
operations at the intersection, it still does not provide an
acceptable level of service at certain approaches. It would
also induce additional safety concerns at the intersection
since approach legs would now have 3 potential lanes of
traffic to assess in each direction, increasing the need for
flawless driver coordination and potentially complicated
adherence with existing traffic regulations and turn-taking to
safely negotiate the intersection. This intersection option was not included in the preferred
alternative for WIS 69 and County PB Intersection and will not be considered a component of
further Alternative B – Reconstruction evaluations.
Single-Lane Roundabout - Preferred: Under this option a single-lane roundabout
would replace the existing all-way stop controlled intersection.
This option would cause impacts to the surrounding environment
and would require real estate to be purchased. The roundabout
option would be expected to not only reduce the number of
crashes at the intersection, but it also provide an acceptable
level of service at all approaches throughout the expected
service life of the improved intersection. This intersection option
is included as part of the preferred alternative for WIS 69 and
County PB Intersection and will be further evaluated as a
component of Alternative B – Reconstruction.

WIS 69 and Diane Avenue Intersection
(Note: These options are a summary of the results of the ICE report that was completed. See
Attachment C: ICE Report for additional details.)
Realigned One-way Stop Control - Preferred: Under this option, Diane Avenue would be
realigned slightly to square up the intersection with the proposed
WIS 69. This would improve sight distance and standardize driver
expectancy with a more conventional layout. A right turn bay on
Diane Avenue would also be added. This option would cause
impacts to the surrounding environment and real estate will be
required to accommodate the shift of the roadway. This option is
expected to reduce the number of crashes at this intersection and
would provide an acceptable level of service for the intersection.
The one-way stop controlled intersection has the lower cost of the
two options being considered and provides many of the same
benefits. This is the intersection option is included in the preferred
option for the WIS 69 and Diane Avenue Intersection and will
be further evaluated as a component of Alternative B – Reconstruction.
Single-Lane Roundabout: Under this option, a three-legged single-lane roundabout would
replace the existing intersection. This alternative would have
impacts to the surrounding environment and real estate would be
required. While this alternative is expected to reduce the number
of crashes and provide a very high level of service, it is more
expensive and has greater impacts than the first alternative. This
intersection option was not included as the preferred option for
WIS 69 and Diane Avenue Intersection and will not be
considered a component of further Alternative B –
Reconstruction evaluations.
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WIS 69 and Paoli Road Intersection
(Note: These options are a summary of the results of the ICE report that was completed. See
Attachment C: ICE Report for additional details.)
Cul-de-sac - Preferred: Under this option, Paoli Road would have cul-de-sacs on both sides of
WIS 69, eliminating the intersection. This option would have
minor affects to the surrounding environment and would require
some real estate acquisition. The elimination of the intersection
would also eliminate crashes at this location in the future. This
option would require motorists to reroute to the improved
County PB or Himsel Road intersections in order to access
WIS 69. However, the volumes on Paoli Road are very low and
the alternate routes are very close by. Therefore, the cul-desacs would cause only a short delay to very few motorists. This
intersection option is the preferred option for WIS 69 and Paoli
Road Intersection and will be further
evaluated as a component of Alternative B – Reconstruction.
Realignment: Under this option, Paoli Road would be realigned in order to square up the intersection
with WIS 69. This option would significantly impact the surrounding environment and a large amount
of real estate would be required. Squaring up the intersection would be expected to reduce the
crashes at this location. This option, also allows motorists to continue to use Paoli Road to access
WIS 69. However, there would be greater effects to the surrounding environment relative to the other
options being considered. This intersection option was not included in the preferred options for the
WIS 69 and Paoli Road Intersection and will not be considered a component of further Alternative B
– Reconstruction evaluations.
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3. Description of Proposed Action
Proposed improvements of the Preferred Alternative (Alternative B – Reconstruction):
Overall Corridor
From Gehin Road in the Village of Belleville to the northern project limits, will be a full reconstruction. The reconstruction
consists of laying 5 inches of Hot Mix Asphalt (HMA) over 12 inches of base aggregate dense 1 ¼ inch. Subgrade
improvements will consist of 12 inches of select crushed material over geogrid. The proposed typical section for WIS 69
consists of 12 foot travel lanes in each direction with 8 foot wide shoulders (5 foot paved) on both sides.
The reconstruction of WIS 69 also would:
• Improve vertical curves, super elevations, cross slopes, side slopes, clear zone and cross sections to meet
standards
• Widen the structure over Badger Mill Creek (B-13-0365) to meet horizontal clearance standards.
• Remove the intersection at Morehead Drive due to poor geometrics and low traffic volumes.
• Add or replace signing, pavement marking, culverts, storm sewer, beam guard, etc. as required.
In addition to the proposed improvements of the overall corridor, there are specific improvements at the Transitional
Section in the Village of Belleville, Road Realignment, and Intersections:
Transitional Section in the Village of Belleville
Within the Village of Belleville from the southern project limit to Gehin Road would include a HMA overlay and widening the
paved shoulders to 5 feet. The overlay includes milling 2.5 inches of the existing asphalt and placing 3.5 inches of new
HMA pavement. The existing ditch cross-section would remain and curb ramps would be updated to meet ADA standards
and the rest of the existing sidewalk would remain.

Road Realignment
To address roadway deficiencies, such as areas of high crash
rates as a result of geometric deficiencies South of Paoli, a one
mile segment of roadway between Henry Road and Diane Avenue
will be realigned with the existing roadway abandoned with the
abandoned road jurisdictionally transferred to the Town of
Montrose. This jurisdictionally transferred roadway would still
connect to the proposed WIS 69 at the south end at a newly
constructed intersection and would cul-de-sac on the north end.
This town road then provides access to the adjacent property
owners.

Intersection Improvements
WIS 69 and County PB Intersection

The roundabout option would replace the existing 4-way stop
configuration at the intersection of WIS 69 and County PB. The
roundabout would be shifted south of the existing intersection in
order to minimize impacts the the homes on the north side of the
intersection. Sidewalks around the outside of the roundabout
would also be included to provide connectivity for pedestrians
between the community of Paoli to the north and the church and
business to the south. The roundabout would be expected to not
only reduce the number of severe crashes at the intersection,
but it also provides a desirable LOS at all approaches
throughout the service life of the intersection. See Attachment
C: ICE Report for additional details on how the proposed
roundabout would improve capacity and safety at the
intersection.
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WIS 69 and Diane Avenue Intersection

Diane Avenue would be realigned to square up the intersection with
the proposed WIS 69. The reduction of the intersection angle would
improve sight distance and standardize driver expectancy with a
more conventional layout. A right turn bay on Diane Avenue would
also be added to decrease delays to motorists making that
maneuver. The realignment also forces drivers making a right turn
from northbound WIS 69 to northbound Diane Ave to reduce their
speed, which increases safety for other drivers slowing down to turn
into driveways along Diane Ave. This option is expected to reduce
the number of crashes at this intersection and would provide a
desirable LOS for the intersection. See Attachment C: ICE Report for
additional details on how the realigned intersection would improve
capacity and safety at the intersection.

WIS 69 and Paoli Road Intersection
Paoli Road would have cul-de-sacs on both sides of WIS 69,
eliminating the intersection. Due to the extreme intersection angle
and low traffic volumes, the elimination of the intersection was
determined to have the least amount of negative impacts, and would
eliminate crashes at this location in the future. A bike path w be
installed across WIS 69 between the cul-de-sacs in order to provide a
safe crossing for the bicyclists that use this route often. This option
would require motorists to reroute to the improved County PB or
Himsel Road intersections in order to access WIS 69. See
Attachment C: ICE Report for additional details on the overall traffic
improvements related to the cul-de-sacs.

See Attachment D: Preliminary Plan for additional information on the proposed action and Attachment A: Project
Location Map for the location of the proposed action.
Detour and Traffic Accommodations during Construction
During the construction of the proposed action, the roadway will be closed to through traffic. A posted detour will be
provided. See Attachment E: Detour Route.
Because a high volume of traffic at the County PB and Diane Avenue intersections to access County PB, it will be
required that one of the two intersections is open to traffic at all times. The staging specified in the special provisions will
require the southern half of the roadway through Diane Avenue to be constructed first. Once the first segment is
completed and can be open to traffic, then the northern section of the project can be constructed, including the County PB
intersection. In addition, Paoli Road must remain open until the completion of the County PB intersection to allow for an
additional alternate route for local traffic in the Paoli area.
Access to the roadway will be maintained for local traffic and emergency vehicles at all times. The length of roadway base
or subgrade that can be exposed at one time during construction will be restricted in the special provisions to allow for
easier access for local residents and businesses.
Local pedestrian access within the Village of Belleville will be maintained throughout construction as well. Temporary
crosswalks, sidewalks, and pedestrian detours will be provided when sections of the sidewalk and crosswalks cannot
access. Bicyclists who normally ride on WIS 69 will be required to use the detour route, or another alternate route of their
choice, during construction
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The Badger State Trail and access to it will also be kept open at all times during construction, specifically where the
trail crosses Frenchtown Road and CTH A. This will be done by restricting the work to south of Frenchtown Road and
north of Henry Road during the first part of stage one while the entire southern half of WIS 69 is closed to through
traffic. Work on Frenchtown Road and CTH A will also be allowed at this time. This allows the existing WIS 69
pavement to remain in place from Frenchtown Road to Henry Road so that bicyclists can reroute from the trail onto
WIS 69 to avoid the construction at the trail crossings. Trail detour signage would be installed to direct trail traffic off
of the Badger State Trail at the existing Frenchtown Road and onto WIS 69. Trail traffic would then follow WIS 69 to
Henry Road, where they would then take Henry Road to the east where it meets back up with the Badger State Trail.
Detour signage would also be included for trail traffic travelling in the opposite direction. Once the reconstruction of
Frenchtown Road and CTH A is complete, bicyclists can use the trail again and the remaining stage one construction
on WIS 69 can be completed.
4. Construction and Operational Energy Requirements
The construction energy requirements for the No Build Alternative are the least of the alternatives. However, the No Build
Alternative does not address the deteriorating pavement, safety, or capacity. Additional energy would be required in the
future to continue to maintain and rehabilitate the roadway. These maintenance and rehab activities will become more
frequent due to continuing deterioration. These alternatives could also lead to an increase in operational energy from
drivers and traffic congestion because of the need to drive more slowly due to the poor ride quality that will continue to
reoccur and the deficient geometrics that are not addressed.
Although, in general, the preferred alternatives throughout the corridor require the most energy during initial construction,
they are the alternatives that meet the purpose and need of the project by addressing the deteriorating pavement, poor
geometrics, safety, and capacity of the roadway, while improving modal interrelationships and allowing continued system
linkage. This will reduce both construction and operational energy expenditures in the future by reducing the amount of
maintenance needed and improving the ride quality, maneuverability, operations, safety and connectivity for drivers.

5. Land Use Adjoining the Project and Surrounding Area
The majority of the land use adjacent to and surrounding the project is agricultural, with the domimant type of agricultural
land being fields. There is also some areas of woodland, open land, and single family residential land use scattered
along the length of the project. In addition, the Village of Belleville and the unincorporated areas of Basco and Paoli
include areas of industrial, commericial, institutional/governmental, and multi-family residential land use. There are also
some areas of outdoor recreation around Lake Belleview in the Village of Belleville and the Badger State Trail runs along
the east side of WIS 69 from Belleville to Basco. The land use is not projected to greatly change around the project. See
Attachment F: Land Use Maps for additional details on the surrounding land use.
6. Planning and Zoning
The Village of Belleville, Wisconsin Comprehensive Master Plan (October 2004) and the Dane County Comprehensive
Plan, Volumes 1 and 2 (2007) were reviewed. Specifically, the transportation plan sections of these comprehensive plans
were reviewed and considered during the design process. This project is consistent with these local comprehensive
plans. See Attachment G: Village of Belleville and Dane County Comprehensive Plans.
The project is listed in the 2015 Statewide Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) and is consistent with WisDOT
long range plans.
7. Indirect Effects and Cumulative Effects
If any of the following boxes are checked, the Pre-Screening Worksheet for EA and ER Projects For Determining the

Need to Conduct a Detailed Indirect Effects Analysis found in Appendix A of the WisDOT report titled Guidance for
Conducting an Indirect Effects Analysis must be completed and attached to this environmental document.
An alternative being carried forward for detailed consideration includes;
Economic development as a purpose and need element of the proposed project.
Construction of one or more new or additional through lanes.
Construction of a new interchange or elimination of an existing interchange.
Construction of one or more additional ramps or relocation of a ramp lane to a new quadrant on an existing
interchange.
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Changing an at-grade intersection to a grade-separation with no access or a grade-separation to an at-grade
intersection.
Construction of one or more additional intersections along the mainline created by a new side road access.
One or more new access points along a side road within 500’ of the mainline.
None of the above boxes have been checked, it has therefore been concluded that the proposed action will not result
in indirect effects or cumulative effects.
The proposed action may result in indirect effects or cumulative effects. The Pre-Screening Worksheet for EA and ER
Projects For Determining the Need to Conduct a Detailed Indirect Effects Analysis attached as Attachment H indicates
a detailed indirect effects and cumulative effects analysis is not required.
The proposed action may result in indirect effects or cumulative effects. It has been determined that a detailed indirect
effects and cumulative effects analysis is required. See
for the detailed analysis.
8. Environmental Justice
How was information obtained about the presence of populations covered by EO 12898? (check all that apply)
US Census Data

Survey Questionnaire

Real Estate Company

WisDOT Real Estate

Public Involvement Meeting

Local Government

Official Plan

Windshield Survey*

Human Resources Agency
Identify agency:
Identify plan, approval authority and date of approval:
Other – Identify: US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) EJSCREEN. Viewed the Demographic Indicators
Maps for Minority Population, Low Income Population, and Over Age 64. See Attachment I: US EPA EJSCREEN.

The US Census Data tables used were the "Profile of General Population and Housing Characteristics: 2010" and the
"Selected Economic Charateristics" for the geographic areas of the Village of Belleville and the Town of Montrose.
See Attachment J: US Census Data Tables.
*Conducting only a windshield survey is not sufficient to make a determination regarding whether or not populations are present.

Based on data obtained from the methods above, are populations covered by EO 12898 present in the project area?
a.
No
b.
Yes – Factor Sheet B-4 must be completed.
9. Title VI of the 1964 Civil Rights Act, the Americans with Disabilities Act or the Age Discrimination Act
Indicate whether or not issues have been identified or concerns have been expressed related to Title VI of the 1964
Civil Rights Act, the Americans with Disabilities Act or the Age Discrimination Act.
a.
No – Issues related to the above laws were not identified and concerns were not expressed.
b.
Yes – Issues related to the above laws were identified and/or concerns were expressed. Explain:
10. Public Involvement
A. Public Meetings
Date

Meeting Sponsor

Type of Meeting

(m/d/yyyy)

(WisDOT, RPC, MPO, etc.)

(PIM, Public Hearings, etc.)

4/13/2015
4/14/2015
4/13/2016
5/16/2017

WisDOT

PIM

Location

Belleville Village Hall
Montrose Town Hall
Montrose Town Hall
Montrose Town Hall

Approx. Number
of Attendees

25
43
40
40

B. Other methods such as those identified in the Public Involvement Plan and Environmental Justice Plan (if
applicable):
Property owner/resident notification letters sent November 2014, meetings with affected and/or concerned
property owners, project update postcards sent to property owners in fall 2016. Public Involvement Meetings
(PIM) notifications were advertised through area newspapers, radio media and local municipalities. All project
information was also listed on the project website: http://wisconsindot.gov/Pages/projects/by-region/sw/wis69/
default.aspxSee Attachment K: Property Owner Mailings for the initial notification letter, update postcard, and
property owner mailing list.
C. Identify groups that participated in the public involvement process. Include any organizations and special interest
groups including but not limited to:
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Local officials, Bruce Company, St. Francis of Assisi, Francois Ford, Payne & Dolan, CORRE Inc, Sarbacker
Cattle Company, Paoli snowmobile group, Belleville Sno Cats, bicyclists, property owners
D. Indicate plans for additional public involvement, if applicable:
PIM to be held in fall 2018 and ongoing involvement with concerned property owners
11. Briefly summarize the results of public involvement.
A. Describe the issues, if any, identified by individuals or groups during the public involvement process:
1. General issues included:
 Effects to their property
 The cul-de-sacs at Paoli Road
 Existing drainage and flooding issues
 Location of driveways and field entrances
 Bike access
2. Concerns specific to the historic and archaelogical sites mainly focused around how the investigations and
findings will affect the property owners. Property owners of the archaelogical sites under investigation brought
up concerns about any damage to their property and crops. They also had questions about the overall
process and the procedure if artifacts are found.
3. The property owner of the Boning Farm historic site, which is also an archaelogical site, has expressed many
concerns. One of the main concerns is how far into the field the proposed roadway will go in order to avoid
impacts to the historic site. Another one of the main concerns is damage to the crops and land due to the
archaelogical investigations that will have to take place in that field. The owner has also had many questions
about what owning a historical site will mean as a property owner.
B. Briefly describe how the issues identified above were addressed:
1. All of the general concerns brought up have been considered and/or addressed, or will be during the
remainder of the design phase. Specifically, any existing drainage and flooding issues were considered when
the drainage analysis and proposed drainage design was completed. See Attachment L: Public Involvement
Meetings for a summary of the public comments from each meeting and WisDOT’s responses.
2. WisDOT and staff of the Wisconsin State Historical Society - Museum Archeology Program (MAP) have
worked with the property owners to address these questions and concerns regarding the archaelogical and
historical investigations
3. WisDOT, MAP, and Mead & Hunt have had extensive correspondance with the property owner of the Boning
Farm and that archaeological site in order to attempt to answer the questions and address the concerns that
have been brought forward. Correspondence will be ongoing throughout the remainder of the environmental
process and design phase, and will most likely continue during construction as well. See Attachment M:
Boning Farm and Archaeological Site Property Owner Correspondence for documentation of the
correspondence with this property owner.
12. Local/regional/tribal/federal government coordination
A. Identify units of government contacted and provide the date coordination was initiated.
Unit of Government

Coordination

(MPO, RPC, City, County,
Village, Town, Tribal,
Federal, etc.)

Correspondence
Attached
(Yes/No)

Coordination
Initiation Date

Coordination
Completion Date

(m/d/yyyy)

(m/d/yyyy)
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Comments

Dane County
City of Verona
Town of Montrose
Town of Verona
Village of Belleville

No

9/25/2014

N/A

No

9/25/2014

N/A

No

9/25/2014

N/A

No

9/25/2014

N/A

No

9/25/2014

N/A

Coordination will continue until the
completion of the project.
Coordination will continue until the
completion of the project.
Coordination will continue until the
completion of the project.
Coordination will continue until the
completion of the project.
Coordination will continue until the
completion of the project.
No responses to initial letter were
recieved

American Indian
Yes
11/18/2014
11/18/2014
Tribes
B. Describe the issues, if any, identified by units of government during the public involvement process:

1. Special events that we should consider during the construction schedule were brought to WisDOT’s attention.
2. Areas of concern, such as traffic congestion and drainage issues, were brought to WisDOT’s attention.
3. Town of Verona brought up the potential of creating a new road across from Manhattan Drive on the west
side of WIS 69 to allow new access to the Payne & Dolan quarry if it gets relocated, along with some
residences.
4. The Town of Verona would like to vacate Oak Grove Road.
5. The Town of Verona brought up the potential of combining Sunset Drive and Locust Drive and said they
would provide WisDOT with maps showing this new geometry.
6. The Village of Belleville had concerns about the increase in Total Suspended Solids (TSS) into Lake Belle
View.
7. The Town of Montrose wants the vacated portion of the existing WIS 69 south of Paoli to be in good shape
when it is turned over to the township as a town road.
C. Briefly describe how the issues identified above were addressed:
1. 4th of July and Belleville Fireman’s Picnic events were noted and will be considered when determining the
construction time and schedule.
2. The areas of concern (Paoli and current flooding of agricultural fields) were noted and will be considered
during design to determine if there is a viable solution. Follow-up is ongoing as the design moves forward.
3. WisDOT informed the Town of Verona that they would have to discuss creating a new road for that purpose
with the access department first, and that it was most likely out of the scope of the project. The Town of Verona
was given contact information for the access department.
4. WisDOT will just replace Oak Grove Road as a driveway.
5. WisDOT was never provided maps of the proposed geometry from the Town of Verona and decided this work
was outside of the project scope.
6. The proposed action in the Village of Belleville is now only a rehabilitation. Therefore, the storm sewer will not
be replaced and there will be no change in the TSS
7. WisDOT will mill and overlay the existing highway during the construction project.
D. Indicate any unresolved issues or ongoing discussions:
None
13. Public Hearing Requirement
This document is an Environmental Assessment.
A Notice of Opportunity to Request a Public Hearing will be published, or,
A Public Hearing will be held.
This document is a Type 2c Categorical Exclusion / Environmental Report.
A substantial amount of right-of-way will be acquired.
The proposed action will substantially change the layout or functions of connecting roadways
or of the facility being improved.
The proposed action will have a substantial adverse impact on abutting property.
The proposed action will have other substantial social, economic, environmental effects.
The department has made a determination that a public hearing is in the public interest.
None of the above boxes have been checked, it has therefore been concluded that a Notice of Opportunity to
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Request a Public Hearing will not be published and a Public Hearing is not required, or,
A Notice of Opportunity to Request a Public Hearing will be published, or,
A Public Hearing will be held.
Note: For federally-funded projects, FHWA signature of this environmental document indicates concurrence with the
department’s Public Hearing requirement determination.
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BASIC SHEET 4 – TRAFFIC SUMMARY MATRIX
ALTERNATIVES/SECTIONS
B
C

No Build

A

5800

5800

5800

6700

6700

6700

7600

7600

7600

8450

8450

8450

845

845

845

10%

10%

10%

%

%

%

D (%)

60%

60%

60%

%

%

%

Design Year
T (% of AADT)

5.5%

5.5%

5.5%

%

%

%

4.6%
See table
below

4.6%
See table
below

4.6%
See table
below

%

%

%

30-55
30-55

30-55
30-55

30-55
30-55

30-55

30-55

30-55

12.4%
N/A%

12.4%
N/A%

12.4%
N/A%

%
%

%
%

%
%

TRAFFIC VOLUMES
Base Yr. AADT
Yr. 2009
Const. Yr. AADT
Yr. 2021
Const. Plus 10 Yr. AADT
Yr. 2031
Design Yr. AADT
Yr. 2039
DHV
Yr. 2039

Preferred

D

E

TRAFFIC FACTORS
K[

30 /

100/

250]

T (% of DHV)
Level of Service

(%)

SPEEDS
Existing Posted
Future Posted
Design Year
Project Design Speed
OTHER (specify)
P (% of AADT)
K8 (% OF AADT)
Other
AADT = Annual Average Daily Traffic
DHV = Design Hourly Volume
K [30/100/200 ] : K30 = Interstate, K100 = Rural, K250 = Urban, % = AADT in DHV
D = % DHV in predominate direction of travel
T = Trucks
P = % AADT in peak hour
K8 = % AADT occurring in the average of the 8 highest consecutive hours of traffic on an average day (required only if CO analysis is required).

1. Identify the agency that generated the data included in the Traffic Summary Matrix.
WisDOT
2. Identify the date (month/year) that the traffic forecast data included in the Traffic Summary Matrix was developed.
10/2014
3. Identify the methodology and/or computer program(s) used to develop the data included in the Traffic Summary Matrix.
Dane Travel Demand Model, Version #1
4. If a metric other than Annual Average Daily Traffic (AADT) is used for describing traffic volumes such as Average
Annual Weekday Traffic (AWDT), explain why a different metric was used and how it compares to AADT.
N/A
See Attachment N: Traffic Forecast Report
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Level of Service (LOS) Table:
Location
Overall Corridor
Diane Ave Intersection
CTH PB Intersection
Paoli Rd/Himsel Rd Intersections

No Build
D
B
E
B (Paoli Rd)

LOS(1)
Alternative A
D
B
E
B (Paoli Rd)

Alternative B
D(2)
B
A
A (Himsel Rd)

(1)The LOS for both the AM and PM peak periods were evaluated in the ICE report for each intersection. Only the best
LOS for each intersection and alternative is shown in this table. See Attachment C: ICE Report for the additional LOS
information.
(2)The addition of right turn lanes and left turn bypass lanes at most intersections and the geometric improvements
throughout the corridor should improve operations and traffic flow. However, the main purpose of the proposed
geometric improvements is to enhance safety and bring the roadway to current standards. Any increase in LOS due to
the improvements is a secondary benefit. To improve the peak hour LOS of this roadway to a value greater than LOS
D, the capacity of the roadway would have to be enhanced, likely through the inclusion of additional travel lanes. Such
an expansion is not within the scope of this project and is incompatible with the surrounding topography and
environment.
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ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION OF FACILITIES DEVELOPMENT ACTIONS (continued)
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BASIC SHEET 5 – AGENCY AND TRIBAL COORDINATION
Agency

Coordination
Required?

Correspondence
Attached?

Comments

WisDOT

No
Region Real
Estate Section

Yes

No

N/A

Yes

No

Coordination is not required. The project is not located within 5 miles
of a public or military use airport.

N/A

Bureau of
Aeronautics

Yes

Railroads and
Harbors Section

No
Yes

Yes

No

N/A
Yes

Coordination is not required because there will be no Fee, PLE or
TLE acquisitions.
Coordination has been completed. Project effects and relocation
assistance have been addressed. A Conceptual Stage Relocation
Plan is attached as
. Evidence of coordination is not required
when no inhabited houses or active businesses will be acquired.

No

Coordination has been completed and project effects have been
addressed. Explain: Initial coordination letter sent on November 18,
2014 (See Attachment O: BOA Coordination) No response was
received.
Coordination is not required because no railways or harbors are in or
planned for the project area.
Coordination has been completed and project effects have been
addressed. Explain:

STATE AGENCY
Natural
Resources
(DNR)

Yes

Yes

No

Initial coordination letter was sent on November 18, 2014 and a
response was received. Wetland impacts to exceed 7 acres.
Coordination with DNR and United States Corps of Engineers
(USCOE) to take place June 2017 and will continue through Final
Design. (See Attachment P: DNR Coordination)
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Archaeological and historical investigations were performed and the
Section 106 was approved on February 5, 2018 with the conditions
that the following Commitments are aheared to:.
Sites 47DA778 (Spillway IV), 47DA1501 (Lollipop Bridge), 47DA599
(Badger Mill Creek), 47DA1498 (Shady River), 47DA1086
(Moorehead I). 47DA1497 (Rocky Ridge), 47DA1090 (Schaller):
Prior to construction, temporary protective fencing will be placed
along the edge of the site boundaries to prevent disturbance to the
sites. These areas also should not be used for borrow or waste
disposal, or the staging of personnel, equipment, and/or
supplies. The construction engineer will assure fulfillment.
Site 47DA1452 (Sugar River Bridge): Prior to construction, temporary
protective fencing will be placed along the edge of the site
boundaries to prevent disturbance to the site. A qualified
archaeologist (per 48 FR 44738) must also be present to monitor
construction-related ground disturbing activities. In addition, this area
also should not be used for borrow or wasted disposal, or the staging
of personnel, equipment, and/or supplies. The construction engineer
will assure fulfillment.

State Historic
Preservation
Office (SHPO)

Yes

Yes

No

Sites 47DA790/BDA-0598 (Lake Burial), BDA-0006 (Belleville
Cemetary): These are uncatalogued burial sites that are protected
under Wis. Stat. 157.70. WisDOT will petition to work within the
boudaries of the burial sites. A qualified archaeologist (per 48 FR
44738) will also be present to monitor construction-related ground
disturbing activities. In addition, these areas should not be used for
borrow or waste disposal, or the staging of personnel, equipment,
and/or supplies. The construction engineer will assure fulfillment.
Site 47DA358/BDA-0468 (Jaggi): This is a burial site (partially
uncatalogued, partially catalogued) that is protected under Wis. Stat.
157.70. WisDOT must petition to work within the boundaries of the
burial site. This area should not be used for borrow or waste
disposal, or the staging of personnel, equipment, and/or supplies.
The construction engineer will assure fulfillment.
Two archaeological sites, Sites 47DA1096 (Marty) and 47DA1503
(Zimmerman), still require Phase II evaluations to determine
eligibility. These sites could not be accessed during the survey and
evaluation phase of the Section 106 process due to owner objection.
These parcels will be acquired by WisDOT as part of the
reconstruction process and Phase II evaluations will be undertaken
at that time. After the completion of the Phase II evaluations,
amended Section 106 documentation will be submitted to WisDOT,
CRT and SHPO for review and concurrence. If the results indicate
these sites are eligible and the current design will have an adverse
effect on the resources, the project team will prepare Documentation
for Consultation and a Memorandum of Agreement. Coordination
with BTS-EPDS and FHWA will occur to determine if the
Environmental Report will need to be re-evaluated. The designer,
construction engineer and the Region Environmental Coordinator will
assure fulfillment.
(See Attachment Q: Section 106)

Agriculture
(DATCP)
Other (identify)

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Initial coordination letter was sent on April 28, 2016 and a response
was received. (See Attachment R: DATCP Coordination)

FEDERAL AGENCY
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U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers
(USACE)

Yes

No

Yes

No

U.S. Fish and
Wildlife Service
(USFWS)

Yes

No

Yes

No

Natural
Resources
Conservation
Service (NRCS)

Yes

No

Yes

No

U.S. National
Park Service
(NPS)

Yes

No

Yes

No

U.S. Coast
Guard (USCG)

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

U.S.
Environmental
Protection
Agency (EPA)
Advisory Council
on Historic
Preservation
(ACHP)
Other (identify)

Wetland impacts to exceed 7 acres. Coordination with the USCOE
beginning June 2017 and will be on-going through Final Design.
(See Attachment S: USCOE Coordination).
Initial coordination letter was sent on November 18, 2014 and a
response was received. In addition, Section 7 consultation has been
completed with a No Effect Determination. (See Attachment T:
USFWS Coordination)
Initial coordination letter was sent on February 3, 2017 and a
response was received on March 2, 2017 in which the CPA 106 was
completed. No additional coordination required.
(See Attachment U: NRCS Coordination)

SOVEREIGN NATIONS

American Indian
Tribes

Initial coordination letters were sent on November 18, 2014 (See
Attachment V: Tribal Coordination). No responses were received.
Yes

Yes

NOTE: We will need to document CRTs coordination with the HoChunk tribe in regards to the Spirit Tree.
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BASIC SHEET 6 – ALTERNATIVES COMPARISON MATRIX
All estimates including costs are based on conditions described in this document at the time of preparation in the year of expenditure
(YOE). Additional agency or public involvement may change these estimates in the future. * = Preferred Alternative
Unit of Measure No Build1

PROJECT PARAMETERS
Project Length

Alternatives/Sections
B
C

A

Miles

8.1

8.1

8.1*

Million $

Million $

1
0
1

2.9
0
2.9

12.6*
1*
13.6*

Acres

0

0

60*

Number

0
0

0
0

21*
50*

D

E

PRELIMINARY COST ESTIMATE (YOE)
Construction
Real Estate

Million $
TOTAL

LAND CONVERSIONS
Total Area Converted to ROW
REAL ESTATE
Number of Farms Affected
Total Area Required From Farm Operations

Acres

AIS Required

Yes

Farmland Rating

Score

Total Buildings Required

Number

Housing Units Required

Number

Commercial Units Required

Number

Other Buildings or Structures Required

Number & Type

No

N/A
0
0
0
0

Yes

No

N/A
0
0
0
0

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

75*
0*
0*
0*
0*

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS
Indirect Effects

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Cumulative Effects

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Environmental Justice Populations

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

National Register Eligible Historic Structures in
the Area of Potential Effect
National Register Eligible Archeological Sites in
the Area of Potential Effect

Number

0

0

1*

Number

0

0

4*

Burial Site Protection (authorization required)

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

106 MOA Required

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Section 4(f) Evaluation Required

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Section 6(f) Land Conversion Required

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Flood Plain

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Unique Upland Habitat Identified

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Total Wetlands Filled

Acres

Stream Crossings

Number

0
3

0
3

7.1*
3*

Threatened/Endangered Species

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Noise Analysis Required

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Yes

No

Receptors Impacted

Number

0

0

0*

Contaminated Sites
Number
0
0
0*
1
The estimated cost of routine maintenance through the design year should be included in the “Construction” box for the No Build alternative.
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ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION OF FACILITIES DEVELOPMENT ACTIONS (continued)

DT2094

BASIC SHEET 7 – EIS SIGNIFICANCE CRITERIA
In determining whether a proposed action is a “major action significantly affecting the quality of the human environment,” the proposed
action must be assessed in light of the following criteria (1) if significant impact(s) will result, the preparation of an environmental impact
statement (EIS) should commence immediately. Indicate whether the issue listed below is a concern for the proposed action or alternative
and (2) if the issue is a concern, explain how it is to be addressed or where it is addressed in the environmental document.

1. Will the proposed action stimulate substantial indirect environmental effects?
No
Yes – Explain or indicate where addressed.
2. Will the proposed action contribute to cumulative effects of repeated actions?
No
Yes – Explain or indicate where addressed.
3. Will the creation of a new environmental effect result from this proposed action?
No
Yes – Explain or indicate where addressed.
4. Will the proposed action impact geographically scarce resources?
No
Yes – Explain or indicate where addressed.
5. Will the proposed action have a precedent-setting nature?
No
Yes – Explain or indicate where addressed.
6. Is the degree of controversy associated with the proposed action high?
No
Yes – Explain or indicate where addressed.
7. Will the proposed action be in conflict with official agency plans or local, state, tribal, or national policies,
including conflicts resulting from potential effects of transportation on land use and transportation demand?
No
Yes – Explain or indicate where addressed.
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ENVIRONMENTAL EVALUATION OF FACILITIES DEVELOPMENT ACTIONS (continued)

DT2094

BASIC SHEET 8 – ENVIRONMENTAL COMMITMENTS
Attach a copy of this page to the design study report and the PS&E submittal package.
Factor Sheet

A-1 General Economics

A-2 Business

A-3 Agriculture

Commitment (If none, include “No special or supplemental commitments required.”)

The road will remain open to local traffic during construction to allow access
to local businesses, driveways and emergency vehicles as well as ADA
accessibility. This includes the use of temporary lanes and staged
construction methods. Any closures due to construction will be coordinated
with property owners. Construction Engineer will assure fulfillment.
Access to businesses, local residences, and emergency vehicles will be
maintained by the contractor during construction as well as ADA accessibility.
Any closures due to construction will be coordinated with specific owners.
WisDOT has offered to provide assistance to the City through WisDOT's "In
This Together" program. This program includes information and sample
materials on how businesses and communities have successfully managed
changes in traffic patterns as a result of highway construction. Construction
Engineer will assure fulfillment.
The cattle pass at Station 314+25 will be replaced during construction to
allow continued use by the property owner. The designer and construction
engineer will assure fulfillment by coordinating with the property owner before
and during construction.
The road will remain open to local traffic during construction to allow access
to field entrances and farms. The construction engineer will assure fulfillment.

B-1 Community or Residential

The road will remain open to local traffic during construction to allow access
to local residents and emergency services. The construction engineer will
assure fulfillment.

B-2 Indirect Effects

No special or supplemental commitments required

B-3 Cumulative Effects

No special or supplemental commitments required

B-4 Environmental Justice

No special or supplemental commitments required

B-5 Historic Resources

No special or supplemental commitments required
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Sites 47DA778 (Spillway IV), 47DA1501 (Lollipop Bridge), 47DA599 (Badger
Mill Creek), 47DA1498 (Shady River), 47DA1086 (Moorehead I). 47DA1497
(Rocky Ridge), 47DA1090 (Schaller): Prior to construction, temporary
protective fencing will be placed along the edge of the site boundaries to
prevent disturbance to the sites. These areas also should not be used for
borrow or waste disposal, or the staging of personnel, equipment, and/or
supplies. The construction engineer will assure fulfillment.
Site 47DA1452 (Sugar River Bridge): Prior to construction, temporary
protective fencing will be placed along the edge of the site boundaries to
prevent disturbance to the site. A qualified archaeologist (per 48 FR 44738)
must also be present to monitor construction-related ground disturbing
activities. In addition, this area also should not be used for borrow or wasted
disposal, or the staging of personnel, equipment, and/or supplies. The
construction engineer will assure fulfillment.

B-6 Archaeological/Burial Sites

Sites 47DA790/BDA-0598 (Lake Burial), BDA-0006 (Belleville Cemetary):
These are uncatalogued burial sites that are protected under Wis. Stat.
157.70. WisDOT will petition to work within the boudaries of the burial sites. A
qualified archaeologist (per 48 FR 44738) will also be present to monitor
construction-related ground disturbing activities. In addition, these areas
should not be used for borrow or waste disposal, or the staging of personnel,
equipment, and/or supplies. The construction engineer will assure fulfillment.
Site 47DA358/BDA-0468 (Jaggi): This is a burial site (partially uncatalogued, partially
catalogued) that is protected under Wis. Stat. 157.70. WisDOT must petition to work
within the boundaries of the burial site. This area should not be used for borrow or
waste disposal, or the staging of personnel, equipment, and/or supplies. The
construction engineer will assure fulfillment
Two archaeological sites, Sites 47DA1096 (Marty) and 47DA1503
(Zimmerman), still require Phase II evaluations to determine eligibility. These sites
could not be accessed during the survey and evaluation phase of the Section 106
process due to owner objection. These parcels will be acquired by WisDOT as part of
the reconstruction process and Phase II evaluations will be undertaken at that time.
After the completion of the Phase II evaluations, amended Section 106 documentation
will be submitted to WisDOT, CRT and SHPO for review and concurrence. If the
results indicate these sites are eligible and the current design will have an adverse
effect on the resources, the project team will prepare Documentation for Consultation
and a Memorandum of Agreement. Coordination with BTS-EPDS and FHWA will
occur to determine if the Environmental Report will need to be re-evaluated. The
designer, construction engineer and the Region Environmental Coordinator will assure
fulfillment.

B-7 Tribal Coordination/Consultation

No special or supplemental commitments required

B-8 Section 4(f) and 6(f) or Other Unique Areas

WisDOT will purchase 2.9 acres of land between WIS 69 and the
Neperud property to mitigate impacts to the Neprud property. The design
engineer will assure the commitment is fulfilled.

B-9 Aesthetics

No Special or Supplemental Commitments Required

C-1 Wetlands

The project will result in the filling of approximately 7 acres of wetlands. The
impacts will be debited through the WisDOT Wetland Mitigation Bank.
Section 401 and 404 permits will be obtained prior any wetland fills. The
project and construction engineer will assure this commitment is fulfilled.
Page 25

Work on the Badger Mill Creek bridge will be performed between May 15
and September 15 in order to protect developing fish eggs and substrate for
aquatic organisms in the stream below. Any removals performed on the
structure will be done in a manner that prevents debris from falling into the
stream.
WDNR will work with WisDOT project managers and contractors to help
identify specific locations of problem areas across the project site and to
recommend preventive measures. The following Best Management Practices
(BMPs) for rights-of-way provide a series of measures that will ensure
reasonable precautions are taken throughout the stages of construction

C-2 Rivers, Streams and Floodplains

The contractor will ensure equipment is properly cleaned and disinfected
after mobilizing in-water equipment in the Sugar River, Badger Mill Creek,
Lake Belle View, or the associated floodplains in order to prevent the spread
of invasive species and viruses. The special provisions will include STSP
107-055 Environmental Protection – Aquatic Exotic Species Control.
The project and construction engineer will assure these commitments are
fulfilled.

Commitments will mirror those stated above in Commitment C-2.

C-3 Lakes or other Open Water

The requirement of 40% TSS removal in the storm water will be met through
the construction of ditches in the rural portion.
The project and construction engineer will assure these commitments are
fulfiled.

C-4 Groundwater, Wells and Springs

No special or supplemental commitments required

C-5 Upland Wildlife and Habitat

No special or supplemental commitments required

C-6 Coastal Zones

No special or supplemental commitments required

C-7 Threatened and Endangered Species

Bridges will be inspected for migratory bird nests 1 year prior to construction
to determine if netting is required. The design engineer will assure fulfillment.

D-1 Air Quality

No special or supplemental commitments required

D-2 Construction Stage Sound Quality

WisDOT Standard Specification 107.8(6) and 108.7.1 will apply.

D-3 Traffic Noise

No special or supplemental commitments required

D-4 Hazardous Substances or Contamination

No special or supplemental commitments required
The requirement of 40% TSS removal in the storm water will be met through
the construction of ditches in the rural portion.

D-5 Storm Water

The project and construction engineer will assure these commitments are
fulfiled.
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Erosion control measures will be implemented as required by Trans 401 Wis.
Admin. Code, the current WisDOT Standard Specifications and the
WisDOT/WDNR Cooperative Agreement. Best Management Practices will be
implemented for erosion control management.
D-6 Erosion Control

An erosion control implementation plan (ECIP) and must be developed by the
contractor and submitted to the WisDOT region office 14 days prior to the
preconstruction conference.
A Wisconsin Pollution Discharge Elimination System (WPDES) permit will be
submitted to WDNR at the time of Final Concurrence. The WisDOT project
manager will assure these commitments are fulfilled.

E-

Other
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DT2094

Factor Sheet
Attached

None Identified

Benefit

Factors

Adverse

BASIC SHEET 9 – ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS MATRIX (check all that apply)
Note: If the effects on the environmental factor can’t be adequately summarized in several
sentences, the Factor Sheet for the environmental factor must be included.

Effects

A. ECONOMIC FACTORS Factor Sheet A-1, General Economics, must be included if Factor Sheet A-2 or A-3 is completed.
A-1 General Economics

A-2 Business

A-3 Agriculture

Temporary adverse economic impacts during construction. See Factor
Sheet A-1.
Temporary adverse impacts to businesses along the route during
construction because of the need to close the road to through traffic and
create a detour. This project will benefit area businesses in the future by
allowing the highway to continue to serve as a major north-south route.
There will be adverse impacts to agriculture along the route as some
agricultural land will be converted to right-of-way. See Factor Sheet A-3.

B. SOCIAL/CULTURAL FACTORS
B-1 Community or
Residential

Construction will cause temporary adverse effects to residents because of
the potential for construction noise, poor aesthetics, and access difficulties.
However, it will allow for an improved highway for residents to travel on
once completed.

B-2 Indirect Effects

No indirect effects are expected

B-3 Cumulative Effects

No cumulative effects are expected.

B-4 Environmental Justice

No environmental justice populations were identified.

For B-5 through B-8, if any of these resources are present on the project, involve the REC early because of possible project schedule implications.
B-5 Historic Resources

No effects to any historic resources
No effects to any archeaological or burial sites. However, WisDOT will
adhere to the following Commitments:
Sites 47DA778 (Spillway IV), 47DA1501 (Lollipop Bridge), 47DA599
(Badger Mill Creek), 47DA1498 (Shady River), 47DA1086 (Moorehead I).
47DA1497 (Rocky Ridge), 47DA1090 (Schaller): Prior to construction,
temporary protective fencing will be placed along the edge of the Area of
Potential Effect (APE) to prevent disturbance to the sites. These areas also
should not be used for borrow or waste disposal, or the staging of
personnel, equipment, and/or supplies. The construction engineer will
assure fulfillment.

B-6 Archaeological/Burial
Sites

Site 47DA1452 (Sugar River Bridge): Prior to construction, temporary
protective fencing will be placed along the edge of the APE to prevent
disturbance to the site. A qualified archaeologist (per 48 FR 44738) must
also be present to montior construction-related ground disturbing activities.
In addition, this area also should not be used for borrow or wasted
disposal, or the staging of personnel, equipment, and/or supplies. The
construction engineer will assure fulfillment.
Sites 47DA790/BDA-0598 (Lake Burial), BDA-0006 (Belleville Cemetary):
These are uncatalogued burial sites that are protected under Wis. Stat.
157.70. WisDOT must petition to work within the boudaries of the burial
sites. A qualified archaeologist (per 48 FR 44738) must also be present to
monitor construction-related ground disturbing activities. In addition, these
areas should not be used for borrow or waste disposal, or the staging of
personnel, equipment, and/or supplies. The construction engineer will
assure fulfillment.
Site 47DA358/BDA-0468 (Jaggi): This is a burial site (partially
uncatalogued, partially catalogued) that is protected under Wis. Stat.
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157.70. WisDOT must petition to work within the boundaries of the burial
site. This area should not be used for borrow or waste disposal, or the
staging of personnel, equipment, and/or supplies. The construction
engineer will assure fulfillment
Two archaeological sites, Sites 47DA1096 (Marty) and 47DA1503
(Zimmerman), still require Phase II evaluations to determine eligibility.
These sites could not be accessed during the survey and evaluation phase
of the Section 106 process due to owner objection. These parcels will be
acquired by WisDOT as part of the reconstruction process and Phase II
evaluations will be undertaken at that time. After the completion of the
Phase II evaluations, amended Section 106 documentation will be
submitted to WisDOT and SHPO for review and concurrence. If the results
indicate these sites are eligible and the current design will have an adverse
effect on the resources, the project team will prepare Documentation for
Consultation and a Memorandum of Agreement. The designer,
construction engineer and the Region Environmental Coordinator will
assure fulfillment.

B-7 Tribal Coordination
/Consultation
B-8 Section 4(f) and 6(f)
or Other Unique
Areas
B-9 Aesthetics

American Indian Tribes were contacted on November 18, 2014 and no
responses were received.
See Attachment V: Tribal Coordination
There will be ROW purchased from Dane County Park land. However, a de
minimus determination was agreed upon. See Factor Sheet B-8. and
Attachment W: Dane County Parks Coordination and Signed Section 4(f).
The aesthetics will temporarily be impacted during construction, but will
return to being aesthetically pleasing once completed.

C. NATURAL RESOURCE FACTORS
C-1 Wetlands
C-2 Rivers, Streams and
Floodplains
C-3 Lakes or Other Open
Water

There will be approximately 7 acres of wetlands filled as part of this project.
See Factor Sheet C-1.
Two waterways Badger Mill Creek and Sugar River are within the project
limits
WisDOT will meet the required TSS reduction through the construction of
ditches. Therefore, this no Effects to Lakes or Other Open Water

C-4 Groundwater, Wells,
and Springs
C-5 Upland Wildlife and
Habitat

No effects to groundwater, wells, or springs are expected.

C-6 Coastal Zones

This project is not near a coastal zone.

C-7 Threatened and
Endangered Species

The project will not have an effect on any threatened or endangered
species.

No effects to upland wildlife and habitat are expected.

D. PHYSICAL FACTORS
D-1 Air Quality

No change in air quality is expected.

D-2 Construction Stage
Sound Quality

See Factor Sheet D-2

D-3 Traffic Noise

No change in traffic noise is expected.

D-4 Hazardous
Substances or
Contamination

There are contaminated sites in the area of the project. However, there are
no anticipated affects to these sites during construction.

D-5 Stormwater
D-6 Erosion Control and
Sediment Control

Stormwater system will be replaced during this project and 40% of the
additional TSS created will be removed.
The Wis. Adm. Code Trans 401 and DNR/DOT Cooperative process will be
followed during construction. This ensures proper erosion control
techniques will be maintained in order to minimize offsite sedimentation.

E. OTHER FACTORS
E-1
E-2
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GENERAL ECONOMICS EVALUATION

Wisconsin Department of Transportation

Factor Sheet A -1
Alternative
B - Reconstruction
Preferred
Yes
No

Total Length of Center Line of Existing Roadway 8.1
Length of This Alternative 8.1
None Identified

1. Briefly describe the existing economic characteristics of the area around the project:
Economic Activity
a. Agriculture
b. Retail business

c. Wholesale business
d. Heavy industry
e. Light industry

f. Tourism
g. Recreation

h. Forestry

Description
The agriculture of the surrounding area is dairy, beef, and crop farming
The retail business in the project area consists of Burreson’s Foods,
Subway, Family Dollar, Duluth Trading Company, Citgo Gas Station, and
other small retail businesses (banks, restaurants, etc.) in the Village of
Belleville and some small businesses in Paoli.
None
The heavy industry includes Payne & Dolan mineral extraction site at north
end of project.
The light industry in the area includes Federal Industries and Landmark
Services Cooperative in the Village of Belleville and Kelsch Machine
Corporation in Paoli.
None
The recreation of the surrounding area includes Belleville Community Park,
which is just south of the project location, the Badger State Bike Trail that
runs along the east side of the STH 69 from Belleville to Basco, Falk Wells
Sugar River Wildlife Area near the north end of the project, and the recently
purchased Dane County Park land near Basco, which was formerly the
Neperud property.
None

2. Discuss the economic advantages and disadvantages of the proposed action and whether advantages would
outweigh disadvantages. Indicate how the project would affect the characteristics described in item 1 above:
The economic disadvantage of the proposed project will occur during the construction process because of the need to
detour the route. This could cause difficulty in accessing businesses and could delay motorists. Another disadvantage
is that the project will also have some effect on adjacent agricultural lands because of the need to purchase ROW for
the new roadway alignment. However, these effects will be minimized during design as much as possible, and old
ROW may be sold to help replace land that was acquired.
The proposed project will have future economic advantages by improving the ride quality and geometrics of the
roadway so that it can continue to serve as a major north-south route. Therefore, the long-term advantages do
outweigh the short-term disadvantages.
The purpose of this project is to address existing pavement condition, deficiencies, safety, and Capacity issuess, not to
improve the economics of the surrounding area and it should not greatly affect the economic characteristics described
above.
3. What effect will the proposed action have on the potential for economic development in the project area?
The proposed project will have no effect on economic development.
The proposed project will have an effect on economic development.
Increase, describe: _______________________
Decrease, describe: _______________________
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AGRICULTURE EVALUATION

Wisconsin Department of Transportation

Factor Sheet A-3
Alternative
B - Reconstruction
Preferred
Yes
No

Total Length of Center Line of Existing Roadway 8.1
Length of This Alternative 8.1
None identified

1. Total acquisition interest, by type of agricultural land use:
Type of Acquisition (acres)
Type of Land
Acquired From Farm Operations
Fee Simple
Easement
Crop land and pasture
46.0
12.9
Woodland
2.0
.6
1.8
2.7
Land of undetermined or other use
(e.g., wetlands, yards, roads, etc.)
Totals

49.8

16.2

Total Area
Acquired (acres)
58.9
2.6
4.5
66

2. Indicate number of farm operations from which land will be acquired:
Acreage to be Acquired
Number of Farm Operations
Less than I acre
7
1 acre to 5 acres
9
More than 5 acres
5
Note: While the acquisitions from 6 farm operations are greater than 5 acres, these farm operations
include multiple parcels. The acquisitions from each individual parcel are all less than 5 acres.
3. Is land to be converted to highway use covered by the Farmland Protection Policy Act?
No
The land was purchased prior to August 6, 1984 for the purpose of conversion.
The acquisition does not directly or indirectly convert farmland.
The land is clearly not farmland
The land is already in, or committed to urban use or water storage.
Yes (This determination is made by the Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) via the completion
of the Farmland Impact Conversion Rating Form, NRCS Form AD-1006)
The land is prime farmland which is not already committed to urban development or water storage.
The land is unique farmland.
The land is farmland which is of statewide or local importance as determined by the appropriate state
or local government agency.
4. Has the Farmland Impact Conversion Rating Form (AD-1006) been submitted to NRCS?
No - Explain.
Yes (Form CPA-106 was used because this is a corridor type project)
The Site Assessment Criteria Score (Part VI of the form) is less than 60 points for this project
alternative.
Date Form AD-1006 completed. _____________
The Site Assessment Criteria Score is 60 points or greater.
Date Form CPA-106 completed: March 15, 2017. See Attachment U: NRCS Coordination
5. Is an Agricultural Impact Statement (AIS) Required?
No
Eminent Domain will not be used for this acquisition
The project is a “Town Highway” project
The acquisition is less than 1 acre
The acquisition is 1-5 acres and DATCP chooses not to do an AIS.
Other. Describe ___________________
Yes
Eminent Domain may be used for this acquisition.
The project is not a “Town Highway” project
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The acquisition is 1-5 acres and DATCP chooses to do an AIS.
The acquisition is greater than 5 acres
6. Is an Agricultural Impact Notice (AIN) Required?
No, the project is not a State Trunk Highway Project - AIN not required but complete questions 7-16.
Yes, the project is a State Trunk Highway Project - AIN may be required.
Is the land acquired "non-significant”?
Yes - (All must be checked) An AIN is not required but complete questions 7-16.
Less than 1 acre in size
Results in no severances
Does not significantly alter or restrict access
Does not involve moving or demolishing any improvements necessary
to the operation of the farm
Does not involve a high value crop
No
Acquisition 1 to 5 acres - AIN required. Complete Pages 1 and 2, Form DT1999,
(Pages 1 and 2, Figure 1, Procedure 21-25-30.)
Acquisition over 5 acres - AIN required. Complete Pages 1, 3 and 4,
Form DT1999. (Pages 1, 3 and 4, Figure 1, Procedure 21-25-30)
If an AIN is completed, do not complete the following questions 7-16. See Attachment R: DATCP
Coordination for the AIN.
7. Identify and describe effects to farm operations because of land lost due to the project:
Does Not Apply.
Applies – Discuss.
Farm land converted into right-of-way due to this project will affect farm operations by reducing the amount of land
available for crops and pasture.

8. Describe changes in access to farm operations caused by the proposed action:
Does Not Apply.
Applies – Discuss.
Access to farm operations will be adjusted and moved in order to accommodate the new geometry of the roadway.
However, access to all farm operations will be maintained during and after construction.

9. Indicate whether a farm operation will be severed because of the project and describe the severance (include
area of original farm and size of any remnant parcels):
Does Not Apply.
Applies – Discuss.
Three farm operations will be severed by the new alignment of the roadway. The size of the original farm operations
and remnants are summarized below. In general, over 80% of these 3 farm operations are kept intact, and the
majority of the remnants are still large enough to be used for farm operations:
• Original: 23 acres, Remnants: 19 acres and 1 acre
• Original: 38 acres, Remnants: 32 acres and 3 acres
• Original: 116 acres, Remnants: 95 acres and 16 acres

10. Identify and describe effects generated by the acquisition or relocation of farm operation buildings,
structures or improvements (e.g., barns, silos, stock watering ponds, irrigation wells, etc.). Address the
location, type, condition and importance to the farm operation as appropriate:
Does Not Apply.
Applies – Discuss.

11. Describe effects caused by the elimination or relocation of a cattle/equipment pass or crossing. Attach
plans, sketches, or other graphics as needed to clearly illustrate existing and proposed location of any
cattle/equipment pass or crossing:
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Does Not Apply.
Replacement of an existing cattle/equipment pass or crossing is not planned. Explain.
Cattle/equipment pass or crossing will be replaced.
Replacement will occur at same location.
Cattle/equipment pass or crossing will be relocated. Describe.

12. Describe the effects generated by the obliteration of the old roadway:
Does Not Apply.
Applies – Discuss.
The areas of obliteration will be graded and finished to match the surrounding land. Therefore, should this excess land
ever be sold through surplus land sales, the obliterated area could be used for farm operations.

13. Identify and describe any proposed changes in land use or indirect development that will affect farm
operations and are related to the development of this project:
Does Not Apply.
Applies – Discuss.
14. Describe any other project-related effects identified by a farm operator or owner that may be adverse,
beneficial or controversial:
No effects indicated by farm operator or owner.
Applies – Discuss.
The proposed cross-section of the roadway will include a wider shoulder (5’ paved and 3’ aggregate). This is
considered by many as a beneficial effect because it allows more room for large farm equipment travelling on the
roadway.

15. Indicate whether minority or low-income population farm owners, operators, or workers will be affected by
the proposal: (Include migrant workers, if appropriate.)
No
Applies – Discuss.

16. Describe measures to minimize adverse effects or enhance benefits to agricultural operations:
The proposed roadway was kept on the existing alignment as much as possible while still meeting standards and the
purpose and need of the project. This helped to minimize the impacts to the surrounding area, including the taking of
land from farm operations.
South of Paoli, where the proposed alignment pulls away from the existing alignment, it was decided to keep the
existing highway intact and convert it to a town road. This allowed the access to the farm operations along existing
STH 69 to remain at the current location, and prevents the need for new, long driveways that would further sever the
farm fields.
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SECTION 4(f) AND 6(f) OR OTHER UNIQUE AREAS

Wisconsin Department of Transportation

Factor Sheet B-8
Alternative
B - Reconstruction
Preferred
Yes
No

Total Length of Center Line of Existing Roadway: 8.1 miles
Length of This Alternative: 8.1 miles
None identified

1. Property Name: Dane County Park Land (Former Neperud Property)
2. Location:

1065 Wisconsin 69, Belleville, WI

3. Ownership or Administration: Dane County
4. Type of Resource:
Public Park.
Recreational lands.
Ice Age National Scenic Trail.
NRCS Wetland Reserve Program.
Wildlife Refuge.
Waterfowl Refuge.
Historic/Archaeological Site eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP).
Other – Identify:
5.

Do FHWA requirements for section 4(f) apply to the project's use of the property?
No - Check all that apply:
Project is not federally funded.
No land will be acquired in fee or PLE and the alternative will not affect the use.
Property is not on or eligible for the NRHP.
Property is on or eligible for the NRHP however includes a de minimus effect finding.
Interstate Highway System Exemption.
Other - Explain: Property is designated as park land however includes a de minimus effect
finding
Yes - Check all that apply:
Indicate which of the Programmatic/Negative Declaration 4(f) Evaluation(s) applies.
Historic Bridge.
Park minor involvement.
Historic site minor involvement.
Independent bikeway or walkway.
Great River Road.
Net Benefit to Section 4(f) Property. Explain: _________________________
Full 4(f) evaluation approved on
.

6.

Was special funding used to acquire the land or to make improvements on the property?
No - Special funding was not used for the acquisition of this property.
Yes:
s.6(f) LWCF (Formerly LAWCON).
Dingell-Johnson (D/J funds).
Pittman-Robertson (P/R funds).
Other – Describe: Knowles-Nelson Stewardship
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7.

Describe the significance of the property:
For other unique areas, include or attach statements of significance from officials having jurisdiction

This property was purchased in 2015 by Dane County using Knowles-Nelson Stewardship funding. This property
is classified as a Dane County Park and appears on the Dane County Master Plan as multi recreational use.

8. Describe the proposed alternative's effects on this property:
a. Describe any effects on or uses of land from the property. For other areas, include or attach statements from
officials having jurisdiction over the property which discusses the alternative’s effects on the property: (A map,
sketch, plan, or other graphic which clearly illustrates use of the property and the project's use and effects
on the property must be included.)
The proposed reconstruction alternative will require purchasing approximately 1 acre for right of way and 1 acre of
temporary limited easement from this property. However, it has been determined that the acquisitions will have no
adverse effects on the activities, features or attributes that qualify the park for protection under Section 4(f).
FHWA has made a finding of de minimus impact. See Attachment D: Preliminary Plan, which shows the land to be
acquired from the property as part of the project.
b. Discuss the following alternatives and describe whether they are feasible and prudent and why:
1. Do nothing alternative.
The do nothing alternative would eliminate and acquisition from the park land. However, the deteriorated roadway,
substandard geometry, and safety issues would not be addressed. This does not meet the purpose and need of
the project and would have negative effects on the roadway and travelling public in the long run.
2. Improvement without using the 4(f) lands.
Doing the proposed improvement without using the 4(f) lands would require the sideslopes of the road along this
property to be graded at a steep slope and/or the elimination of the proposed ditching. Grading at a steep slope
causes a hazard for drivers and the slope would have to be protected with beam guard, which can also be
considered a hazard. Because one of the purposes of this project is to improve the safety of the roadway, creating
these hazards is not the preferred alternative. Removing the proposed ditching would result in inadequate water
storage along the roadway, which could cause flooding of both the roadway and adjacent lands, which is also not
preferred.
3. Alternatives on new location.
Moving or shifting the roadway to a new location under the proposed alternative is not feasible. Doing so would
have greater impacts to the surrounding environment, including possible relocations, increased filling of wetlands,
and extensive grading. These greater impacts to other properties are not preferred over the minimal impacts to the
park land.

9. Indicate which measures will be used to minimize adverse effects, mitigate for unavoidable adverse effects or
enhance beneficial effects:
Replacement of lands used with lands of reasonably equivalent usefulness and location, and of at least
comparable value.
The Small Conversion Policy for Lands Subject to Section 6(f) will be used.
Replacement of facilities impacted by the project including sidewalks, paths, lights, trees, and other facilities.
Restoration and landscaping of disturbed areas.
Incorporation of design features and habitat features where necessary to reduce or minimize impacts to the section
4(f) property.
Payment of the fair market value of the land and improvement taken.
Improvements to the remaining 4(f) site equal to the fair market value of the land and improvements taken.
Such additional or alternative mitigation measures determined necessary based on consultation with officials
having jurisdiction. The additional or alternative mitigation measures are listed or summarized below:
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WisDOT will purchase approximately 2.9 acres of land from the property immediately south of the former Neperud
property. This property will serve as mitigation for the park land acquisition and it will further the goal of Dane
County Parks to protect the banks of the Sugar River.

Property is a historic property or an archeological site. The conditions or mitigation stipulations are listed or
summarized below:

Other – Describe:

10. Briefly summarize the results of coordination with other agencies that were consulted about the project and
its effects on the property:
(For historic and archeological sites, refer to Factor Sheet B-5 and/or B-6 for documentation. For other unique areas,
attach correspondence from officials having jurisdiction that documents concurrence with impacts and mitigation
measures.)
WisDOT coordinated with Dane County Parks and agreed the project will have no effects on the activities, features or
attributes that qualify the project for protection under Section 4(f). FHWA has made a finding of de minimus impact.
See Attachment W: Dane County Parks Coordination and Signed Section 4(f) for the signed letter to Dane County
Parks that documents the agreement.
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WETLANDS EVALUATION

Wisconsin Department of Transportation

(9/2013)

Factor Sheet C-1
Alternative
B - Reconstruction
Preferred
Yes
No

Total Length of Center Line of Existing Roadway: 8.1 miles
Length of This Alternative: 8.1 miles
None identified

1. Describe Wetlands: (table cont’d at the end of this Factor Sheet)
Name (if known) or wetland number1
County
Location (Section-Township-Range)
Location (Latitude)
Location (Longitude)
Location Map
Wetland Type(s)2
Wetland Loss
Wetland is: (Check all that apply)3
• Isolated from stream, lake or
other surface water body
• Not contiguous (in contact with) a
stream, lake, or other water body,
but within 100-year floodplain
• If adjacent or contiguous, identify
stream, lake or water body

Wetland 1
18c
Dane County
Section 27-T5N-R8E
42.882230
-89.530350
See Attachment X
M
Acres: 0.01
Yes
No

Wetland 2
18b
Dane County
Section 27-T5N-R8E
42.882230
-89.530350
See Attachment X
M
Acres: 0.17
Yes
No

Wetland 3
18a
Dane County
Section 23-T5N-R8E
42.882000
-89.530450
See Attachment X
AB
Acres: 0.01
Yes
No

X

X

X

X

X

X

Unnamed tributary to
the Sugar River

Unnamed tributary to
the Sugar River

Unnamed tributary to
the Sugar River

1Use

wetland numbering from the project wetland delineation report.
wetland types as specified in the “WisDOT FDM 24-5 Attachment 10.2 Wetland Type Correspondence Table”
3If wetland is contiguous to a stream, complete Factor Sheet C-2, Rivers, Streams and Floodplains Impact Evaluation. If
wetland is contiguous to a lake or other water body, complete Factor Sheet C-3, Lake or Water Body Impact Evaluation.
2Use

2. Are any impacted wetlands considered “wetlands of special status” per WisDOT Wetland Mitigation Banking
Technical Guideline, page 10 (6 categories)?
No
Yes:
Advanced Identification Program (ADID) Wetlands
Public or private expenditure has been made to restore, protect, or ecologically manage the wetland on
either public or private land
Other – Describe: _____________________
3. Describe proposed work in the wetland(s), e.g., excavation, fill, marsh disposal, other:
The work in the wetlands will include excavation in some areas to create the new road bed and new ditching. It other
areas, the work will include fill for the road bed and grading of sideslopes.
4. List any observed or expected waterfowl and wildlife inhabiting or dependent upon the wetland: (List should
include permanent, migratory and seasonal residents).
Possible waterfowl and wildlife within the wetlands include mink, otter, beaver, muskrats, sandhill cranes, ducks,
eagles, herons, hawks, owls, and geese.
5. Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Wetland Policy:
Not Applicable - Explain
Individual Wetland Finding Required - Summarize why there are no practicable alternatives to the use of the
wetland.
Statewide Wetland Finding: NOTE: All three boxes below must be checked for the Statewide
Wetland Finding to apply.
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Project is either a bridge replacement or other reconstruction within 0.3 mile of the existing location.
The project requires the use of 7.4 acres or less of wetlands.
The project has been coordinated with the DNR and there have been no significant concerns expressed over
the proposed use of the wetlands.
6. Erosion control or storm water management practices which will be used to protect the wetland are indicated
on form: (Check all that apply)
Factor Sheet D-6, Erosion Control Evaluation.
Factor Sheet D-5, Stormwater Evaluation.
Neither Factor Sheet - Briefly describe measures to be used
Erosion control measures will be implemented as required by Trans 401 Wis. Admin. Code, the current WisDOT
Standard Specifications and the WisDOT/WDNR Cooperative Agreement. Best Management Practices will be
implemented for erosion control management.
As requested by the DNR, this project is designed to remove at least 40% of the Total Suspended Solids (TSS)
from the stormwater along the entire corridor.
7. U S Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Jurisdiction - Section 404 Permit (Clean Water Act)
Not Applicable - No fill to be placed in wetlands or wetlands are not under USACE jurisdiction.
Applicable - Fill will be placed in wetlands indicated in the wetland delineation report to be under USACE
jurisdiction
Indicate area of wetlands under USACE jurisdiction to be filled: Acres: 4.88
Type of 404 permit anticipated:
Individual Section 404 Permit required.
General Permit (GP) or Letter Of Permission (LOP) required to satisfy Section 404 Compliance.
Indicate which GP or LOP is required:
Non-Reporting GP [GP-002-WI (expires 5/31/16) or GP-004-WI (expires 12/31/17)]
Reporting GP [GP-002-WI, GP-003-WI (expires12/31/17), or GP-004-WI]
Letter of Permission [LOP-06-WI (in effect 4/17/06, no expiration date)]
Programmatic GP [Applies to projects not covered under the DOT/DNR Cooperative Agreement]
8. Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources Coordination - Section 401 Water Quality Certification
DNR has provided concurrence on the project wetland delineation. Received on: 1/17/18
Other- Explain

9. Section 10 Waters (Rivers and Harbors Act). For navigable waters of the United States (Section 10) indicate
which 404 permit is required:
No Section 10 Waters
Section 10 Waters
Reporting GP [GP-003-WI (expires12/31/17)]
Reporting GP [GP-004-WI (expires 12/31/17)]
Indicate whether Pre-Construction Notification (PCN) to the USACE is:
Not applicable.
Required:
Submitted on:
(Date)
Status of PCN
USACE has made the following determination on:

(Date)

USACE is in the process of review, anticipated date of determination is:

(Date)

10. Wetland Avoidance and Impact Minimization: [Note: Required before compensation is acceptable]
A. Wetland Avoidance:
1. Describe methods used to avoid the use of wetlands, such as using a lower level of improvement or placing
the roadway on new location, etc.:
Beam guard will be installed along Lake Belle View and another pond along the roadway to avoid having to
grade the side slopes and place fill in the waterbody. The proposed alignment of the roadway was also pulled
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away from the Sugar River in multiple areas in order to grade to standards without placing fill in the river. The
realignment of Frenchtown Road was designed in order to avoid impacts to wetlands to the north of the
existing Frenchtown Road.
2. Indicate the total area of wetlands avoided:
Acres: 0.75
B. Minimize the amount of wetlands affected:
1. Describe methods used to minimize the use of wetlands, such as increasing side slopes or use of retaining
walls or beam guard, equalizer pipes, upland disposal of hydric soils, etc.:
Installing a cul de sac on Morehead Road rather than realigning side road and the intersection minimized
the use of the wetland running along Morehead Road and WIS 69. In multiple areas the proposed
alignment for WIS 69 was either kept as close to the existing alignment as possible or pulled away from
the existing alignment which minimized impacts to wetlands surrounding the roadway.
2. Indicate the total area of wetlands saved through minimization:
Acres: 0.45
11. Compensation for Unavoidable Wetland Loss:
According to Section 404(b)(1), of the Clean Water Act, wetland compensatory mitigation procedures and
sequencing will conform to the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) and U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency (EPA) joint rule on Compensatory Mitigation for Losses of Aquatic Resources (33 CFR Parts 325 and
332; and 40 CFR Part 230 - dated April 10, 2008). Compensatory mitigation will be consistent with amendments
to the Cooperative Agreement between DNR and WisDOT on compensatory mitigation for unavoidable wetland
losses (July 2012), and the WisDOT Interagency Coordination Agreement and Wetland Mitigation Banking
Technical Guidelines with DNR, USACE, EPA, USFWS and FHWA (March 2002).

Type
Riparian wetland (wooded)
Degraded riparian wetland
(wooded)
Riparian wetland (emergent)
RPE(N)
Degraded riparian wetland
RPE(D)
(emergent)
Wet and sedge meadows, wet
M(N)
prairie, vernal pools, fens
Degraded meadow
M(D)
Shallow marsh
SM
Deep marsh
DM
Aquatic bed
AB(N)
Degraded aquatic bed
AB(D)
Shrub Swamp, shrub carr, alder
SS
thicket
Wooded swamp
WS(N)
Degraded wooded swamp
WS(D)
Open and forested bogs
Bog
D = Degraded
N = Non-degraded

RPF(N)
RPF(D)

Acre(s)
Loss

Ratio

Compensation Type and Acreage
On-site
DOT Mitigation Bank site

.04

1:1

WS - Patrick (Vale Credit)

2.3

1:1

SM - Patrick (Vale Credit)

4.41
.10

1:1
1:1

WS - Patrick (Vale Credit)
SM - Patrick (Vale Credit)

.17

1:1

SM - Patrick (Vale Credit)

0.2

1:1

SS – Patrick (Vale Credit)

.04

1:1

WS - Patrick (Vale Credit)

12. If compensation is not possible within the drainage area and floristic province thru the use of the DOT
mitigation bank, explain why and describe how a search for an on-site compensation site was conducted:
Not Applicable
13. Summarize the coordination with other agencies regarding the compensation for unavoidable wetland
losses. Attach appropriate correspondence.
Wetland delineation report was provided to WDNR and COE for review and comment. A field review was conducted
in June 2017 with WDNR and COE to discuss the project and discuss changes in design to reduce impacts.
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Name (if known) or wetland number1
County
Location (Section-Township-Range)
Location (Latitude)
Location (Longitude)
Location Map
Wetland Type(s)2
Wetland Loss
Wetland is: (Check all that apply)3
• Isolated from stream, lake or
other surface water body
• Not contiguous (in contact with) a
stream, lake, or other water body,
but within 100-year floodplain
• If adjacent or contiguous, identify
stream, lake or water body

Wetland 16b
187
Dane County
Section 23-T5N-R8E
42.896280
-89.521320
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.02
Yes
No

Wetland 16a
190
Dane County
Section 14-T5N-R8E
42.896280
-89.521320
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.07
Yes
No

Wetland 15l
163
Dane County
Section 14-T5N-R8E
42.903290
-89.516070
See Attachment X
M
Acres: 0.69
Yes
No

Wetland 15k
158
Dane County
Section 14-T5N-R8E
42.903290
-89.516070
See Attachment X
AB
Acres: 0.01
Yes
No

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

Unnamed tributary to
the Sugar River

Sugar River

Unnamed tributary
to the Sugar River

Unnamed tributary
to the Sugar River

Wetland 15j
169
Dane County
Section 14-T5N-R8E
42.903220
-89.515710
See Attachment X
SM
Acres: 0.10
Yes
No
X
X
N/A

1Use

wetland numbering from the project wetland delineation report.
wetland types as specified in the “WisDOT FDM 24-5 Attachment 10.2 Wetland Type Correspondence Table”
3If wetland is contiguous to a stream, complete Factor Sheet C-2, Rivers, Streams and Floodplains Impact Evaluation. If wetland is contiguous to a lake or other water
body, complete Factor Sheet C-3, Lake or Water Body Impact Evaluation.

2Use

Name (if known) or wetland number1
County
Location (Section-Township-Range)
Location (Latitude)
Location (Longitude)
Location Map
Wetland Type(s)2
Wetland Loss
Wetland is: (Check all that apply)3
• Isolated from stream, lake or
other surface water body
• Not contiguous (in contact with) a
stream, lake, or other water body,
but within 100-year floodplain
• If adjacent or contiguous, identify
stream, lake or water body

Wetland 15i
166,170
Dane County
Section 14-T5N-R8E
42.903220
-89.515710
See Attachment X
M, M(D), AB, SS, WS
Acres: 0.57
Yes
No

Wetland 15h
173
Dane County
Section 14-T5N-R8E
42.903640
-89.514960
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.04
Yes
No

Wetland 15g
175
Dane County
Section 14-T5N-R8E
42.903810
-89.514890
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.02
Yes
No

Wetland 15f
176
Dane County
Section 14-T5N-R8E
42.905190
-89.515830
See Attachment X
AB
Acres: 0.01
Yes
No

Wetland 15e
183
Dane County
Section 14-T5N-R8E
42.905190
-89.515830
See Attachment X
M
Acres: 0.30
Yes
No

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

Unnamed tributary to
the Sugar River

N/A

1Use

Sugar River

Sugar River

Henry Creek &
unnamed tributary to
Sugar River

wetland numbering from the project wetland delineation report.
wetland types as specified in the “WisDOT FDM 24-5 Attachment 10.2 Wetland Type Correspondence Table”
3If wetland is contiguous to a stream, complete Factor Sheet C-2, Rivers, Streams and Floodplains Impact Evaluation. If wetland is contiguous to a lake or other water
body, complete Factor Sheet C-3, Lake or Water Body Impact Evaluation.
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Name (if known) or wetland number1
County
Location (Section-Township-Range)
Location (Latitude)
Location (Longitude)
Location Map
Wetland Type(s)2
Wetland Loss
Wetland is: (Check all that apply)3
• Isolated from stream, lake or
other surface water body
• Not contiguous (in contact with) a
stream, lake, or other water body,
but within 100-year floodplain
• If adjacent or contiguous, identify
stream, lake or water body

Wetland 15d
178
Dane County
Sections 11/14-T5N-R8E
42.905190
-89.515830
See Attachment X
WS
Acres: 0.02
Yes
No

Wetland 15c
182
Dane County
Section 11-T5N-R8E
42.905190
-89.515830
See Attachment X
SS
Acres: 0.20
Yes
No

X

X

X

X

Henry Creek & Sugar
River

Wetland 15b
154
Dane County
Section 11-T5N-R8E
42.904600
-89.516020
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.02
Yes
No

Wetland 15a
152
Dane County
Section 11-T5N-R8E
42.904600
-89.516020
See Attachment X
M
Acres: 0.17
Yes
No

X

X
X

Sugar River

X
Unnamed tributary
to the Sugar River

N/A

1Use

wetland numbering from the project wetland delineation report.
wetland types as specified in the “WisDOT FDM 24-5 Attachment 10.2 Wetland Type Correspondence Table”
3If wetland is contiguous to a stream, complete Factor Sheet C-2, Rivers, Streams and Floodplains Impact Evaluation. If wetland is contiguous to
a lake or other water body, complete Factor Sheet C-3, Lake or Water Body Impact Evaluation.

2Use

Name (if known) or wetland number1
County
Location (Section-Township-Range)
Location (Latitude)
Location (Longitude)
Location Map
Wetland Type(s)2
Wetland Loss
Wetland is: (Check all that apply)3
• Isolated from stream, lake or
other surface water body
• Not contiguous (in contact with) a
stream, lake, or other water body,
but within 100-year floodplain
• If adjacent or contiguous, identify
stream, lake or water body

Wetland 14b
148
Dane County
Sections 10/11-T5N-R8E
42.907520
-89.516640
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.37
Yes
No

Sugar River

Wetland 14a
145
Dane County
Section 10-T5N-R8E
42.908550
-89.516540
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.26
Yes
No

Wetland 13d
128
Dane County
Section 10-T5N-R8E
42.914060
-89.517550
See Attachment X
AB
Acres: 0.01
Yes
No

Wetland 13c
126
Dane County
Section 10-T5N-R8E
42.914060
-89.517550
See Attachment X
M
Acres: 0.63
Yes
No

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

Sugar River

Unnamed tributary
to the Sugar River

Unnamed tributary
to the Sugar River

1Use

wetland numbering from the project wetland delineation report.
wetland types as specified in the “WisDOT FDM 24-5 Attachment 10.2 Wetland Type Correspondence Table”
3If wetland is contiguous to a stream, complete Factor Sheet C-2, Rivers, Streams and Floodplains Impact Evaluation. If wetland is contiguous to
a lake or other water body, complete Factor Sheet C-3, Lake or Water Body Impact Evaluation.

2Use

Wetland 13b

Wetland 13a
Page 41

Wetland 12a

Wetland 11c

Wetland 11b

Name (if known) or wetland number1
County
Location (Section-Township-Range)
Location (Latitude)
Location (Longitude)
Location Map
Wetland Type(s)2
Wetland Loss
Wetland is: (Check all that apply)3
• Isolated from stream, lake or
other surface water body
• Not contiguous (in contact with) a
stream, lake, or other water body,
but within 100-year floodplain
• If adjacent or contiguous, identify
stream, lake or water body

117,120
Dane County
Section 3-T5N-R8E
42.914450
-89.517990
See Attachment X
AB
Acres: 0.01
Yes
No
X

114,118
Dane County
Section 3-T5N-R8E
42.914450
89.517990
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.30
Yes
No
X

X

X

N/A

N/A

111
Dane County
Section 3-T5N-R8E
42.919740
-89.518250
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.04
Yes
No

105
Dane County
Section 3-T5N-R8E
42.926360
-89.521550
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.41
Yes
No

102
Dane County
Section 3-T5N-R8E
42.927480
-89.521990
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.01
Yes
No

X

X

X

X

X

X

N/A

N/A

Sugar River

1Use

wetland numbering from the project wetland delineation report.
wetland types as specified in the “WisDOT FDM 24-5 Attachment 10.2 Wetland Type Correspondence Table”
3If wetland is contiguous to a stream, complete Factor Sheet C-2, Rivers, Streams and Floodplains Impact Evaluation. If wetland is contiguous to a lake or other
water body, complete Factor Sheet C-3, Lake or Water Body Impact Evaluation.

2Use

Name (if known) or wetland number1
County
Location (Section-Township-Range)
Location (Latitude)
Location (Longitude)
Location Map
Wetland Type(s)2
Wetland Loss
Wetland is: (Check all that apply)3
• Isolated from stream, lake or
other surface water body
• Not contiguous (in contact with) a
stream, lake, or other water body,
but within 100-year floodplain
• If adjacent or contiguous, identify
stream, lake or water body

Wetland 11a
99
Dane County
Section 4-T5N-R8E
42.927190
-89.523830
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.09
Yes
No
X
X
N/A

Wetland 10b
83
Dane County
Section 4-T5N-R8E
42.927540
-89.527690
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.53
Yes
No

Wetland 10a
79
Dane County
Section 4-T5N-R8E
42.927960
-89.528380
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.06
Yes
No

Wetland 9c
73
Dane County
Section 3-T5N-R8E
42.929990
-89.536080
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.21
Yes
No

Wetland 9b
67
Dane County
Section 33-T6N-R8E
42.947780
-89.544450
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.17
Yes
No

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

N/A

Unnamed tributary
to the Sugar River

Sugar River

N/A

1Use

wetland numbering from the project wetland delineation report.
wetland types as specified in the “WisDOT FDM 24-5 Attachment 10.2 Wetland Type Correspondence Table”
3If wetland is contiguous to a stream, complete Factor Sheet C-2, Rivers, Streams and Floodplains Impact Evaluation. If wetland is contiguous to a lake or other
water body, complete Factor Sheet C-3, Lake or Water Body Impact Evaluation.

2Use

Wetland 9a

Wetland 8a
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Wetland 7b

Wetland 7a

Wetland 6e

Name (if known) or wetland number1
County
Location (Section-Township-Range)
Location (Latitude)
Location (Longitude)
Location Map
Wetland Type(s)2
Wetland Loss
Wetland is: (Check all that apply)3
• Isolated from stream, lake or
other surface water body
• Not contiguous (in contact with) a
stream, lake, or other water body,
but within 100-year floodplain
• If adjacent or contiguous, identify
stream, lake or water body

63
Dane County
Section 33-T6N-R8E
42.930420
-89.536620
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.19
Yes
No

60
Dane County
Section 34-T6N-R8E
42.932550
-89.539880
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.04
Yes
No

53
Dane County
Section 33-T6N-R8E
42.936650
-89.542760
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.03
Yes
No

51
Dane County
Section 34-T6N-R8E
42.936930
-89.544250
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.26
Yes
No

42
Dane County
Section 28-T6N-R8E
42.941880
-89.543780
See Attachment X
AB
Acres: 0.09
Yes
No

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

Sugar River

Sugar River

Unnamed tributary
to the Sugar River

Unnamed tributary
to the Sugar River

Badger Mill Creek

1Use

wetland numbering from the project wetland delineation report.
wetland types as specified in the “WisDOT FDM 24-5 Attachment 10.2 Wetland Type Correspondence Table”
3If wetland is contiguous to a stream, complete Factor Sheet C-2, Rivers, Streams and Floodplains Impact Evaluation. If wetland is contiguous to a lake or other water
body, complete Factor Sheet C-3, Lake or Water Body Impact Evaluation.

2Use

Name (if known) or wetland number1
County
Location (Section-Township-Range)
Location (Latitude)
Location (Longitude)
Location Map
Wetland Type(s)2
Wetland Loss
Wetland is: (Check all that apply)3
• Isolated from stream, lake or
other surface water body
• Not contiguous (in contact with) a
stream, lake, or other water body,
but within 100-year floodplain
• If adjacent or contiguous, identify
stream, lake or water body

Wetland 6d

Wetland 6c

Wetland 6b

Wetland 6a

Wetland 5a

47
Dane County
Section 28-T6N-R8E
42.940960
-89.543720
See Attachment X
M(D)
Acres: 0.76
Yes
No

44
Dane County
Section 28-T6N-R8E
42.941780
-89.543450
See Attachment X
RPE(D)
0.02
Yes
No

39
Dane County
Section 28-T6N-R8E
42.941780
-89.543450
See Attachment X
AB
0.01
Yes
No

38
Dane County
Section 28-T6N-R8E
42.941780
-89.543450
See Attachment X
M(D)
0.01
Yes
No

33
Dane County
Section 28-T6N-R8E
42.947780
-89.544450
See Attachment X
M(D)
.17
Yes
No

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

Badger Mill Creek

1Use

wetland numbering from the project wetland delineation report.
wetland types as specified in the “WisDOT FDM 24-5 Attachment 10.2 Wetland Type Correspondence Table”
3If wetland is contiguous to a stream, complete Factor Sheet C-2, Rivers, Streams and Floodplains Impact Evaluation. If wetland is contiguous to a lake or other water
body, complete Factor Sheet C-3, Lake or Water Body Impact Evaluation.

2Use
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Name (if known) or wetland number1
County
Location (Section-Township-Range)
Location (Latitude)
Location (Longitude)
Location Map
Wetland Type(s)2
Wetland Loss
Wetland is: (Check all that apply)3
• Isolated from stream, lake or
other surface water body
• Not contiguous (in contact with) a
stream, lake, or other water body,
but within 100-year floodplain
• If adjacent or contiguous, identify
stream, lake or water body

Wetland 4b

Wetland 4a

Wetland 3c

Wetland 3b

Wetland 3a

28
Dane County
Section 28-T6N-R8E
42.949120
-89.544390
See Attachment X
RPE(D)
Acres: 0.01
Yes
No

21
Dane County
Section 28-T6N-R8E
42.950200
-89.543980
See Attachment X
M(D)
0.02
Yes
No

21
Dane County
Section 28-T6N-R8E
42.950200
-89.543980
See Attachment X
M(D)
0.19
Yes
No

18
Dane County
Section 28-T6N-R8E
42.951110
-89.544360
See Attachment X
M(D)
0.10
Yes
No

14,15
Dane County
Section 28-T6N-R8E
42.951660
-89.543990
See Attachment X
M(D)
0.05
Yes
No

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

Badger Mill Creek

1Use

wetland numbering from the project wetland delineation report.
wetland types as specified in the “WisDOT FDM 24-5 Attachment 10.2 Wetland Type Correspondence Table”
3If wetland is contiguous to a stream, complete Factor Sheet C-2, Rivers, Streams and Floodplains Impact Evaluation. If wetland is contiguous to a lake or other water
body, complete Factor Sheet C-3, Lake or Water Body Impact Evaluation.

2Use

Name (if known) or wetland number1
County
Location (Section-Township-Range)
Location (Latitude)
Location (Longitude)
Location Map
Wetland Type(s)2
Wetland Loss
Wetland is: (Check all that apply)3
• Isolated from stream, lake or
other surface water body
• Not contiguous (in contact with) a
stream, lake, or other water body,
but within 100-year floodplain
• If adjacent or contiguous, identify
stream, lake or water body

Wetland 2d

Wetland 2c

Wetland 2b

Wetland 2a

11
Dane County
Section 28-T6N-R8E
42.964580
-89.548330
See Attachment X
RPE(D)
Acres: 0.01
Yes
No

6
Dane County
Section 28-T6N-R8E
42.964580
-89.548330
See Attachment X
WS
0.02
Yes
No

7,11
Dane County
Section 28-T6N-R8E
42.950200
-89.543980
See Attachment X
M(D)
0.19
Yes
No

5,10
Dane County
Section 28-T6N-R8E
42.964580
-89.548330
See Attachment X
M(D)
0.03
Yes
No

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

X

Badger Mill Creek

1Use

wetland numbering from the project wetland delineation report.
wetland types as specified in the “WisDOT FDM 24-5 Attachment 10.2 Wetland Type Correspondence Table”
3If wetland is contiguous to a stream, complete Factor Sheet C-2, Rivers, Streams and Floodplains Impact Evaluation. If wetland is contiguous to a lake or other water
body, complete Factor Sheet C-3, Lake or Water Body Impact Evaluation.

2Use
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RIVERS, STREAMS AND FLOODPLAINS EVALUATION

Wisconsin Department of Transportation

Factor Sheet C-2
Alternative
B - Reconstruction

Total Length of Center Line of Existing Roadway: 8.1 miles
Length of This Alternative: 8.1 miles

Preferred

Yes

No

None identified

1. Stream Name: Badger Mill Creek
2. Stream Type: (Indicate Trout Stream Class, if known)
Unknown
Warm water
Cold water
If trout stream, identify trout stream classification: Class II
Wild and Scenic River
3. Size of Upstream Watershed Area: (Square miles or acres)
32 sq. mi.
4. Stream flow characteristics:
Permanent Flow (year-round)
Temporary Flow (dry part of year)
5. Stream Characteristics:
A. Substrate:
1.
Sand
2.
Silt
3.
Clay
4.
Cobbles
5.
Other-describe:
B. Average Water Depth: 5 feet
C. Vegetation in Stream
Absent
Present - If known describe:
D. Identify Aquatic Species Present:
Both warm-water and cold-water species, including trout, walleye, bass, catfish, mussels, turtles, snakes
and frogs.
E. If water quality data is available, include this information:
According WNDR Impaired Waters Detail, while there have been water quality issues in the past relating
to TSS, the water quality currently meets criteria.
F. Is this river or stream on the WDNR’s “Impaired Waters” list?
No
Yes - List: ______________
6. If bridge or box culvert replacement, are migratory bird nests present?
Not Applicable
None identified –
Yes – At this time, migratory bird nests have not been identified on the bridge over Badger Mill Creek that will be widened as
part of the project. A site visit during field season prior to construction will be required to verify whether or not migratory bird
nests are present. However, given the high probability. WisDOT is anticipating netting the bridge.
7. Is a Fish & Wildlife Depredation Permit required to remove swallow nests?
Not Applicable – If it is determined that migratory bird nests are present during the site visit, then the appropriate
mitigation or removal measures will be taken.
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Yes
No - Describe mitigation measures:
8. Describe land adjacent to stream:
The majority of the land adjacent to the stream near the project is rural farmland, woodlands, and wetlands.
.
9. Identify upstream or downstream dischargers or receivers (if any) within 0.8 kilometers (1/2 mile) of the
project site:
The Sugar River is a receiver of the Badger Mill Creek near the project site.
10. Describe proposed work in, over, or adjacent to stream. Indicate whether the work is within the 100-year
floodplain and whether it is a crossing or a longitudinal encroachment: [Note: Coast Guard must be notified
when Section 10 waters are affected by a proposal. Also see Wetland Evaluation, Factor Sheet C-1, Question 8.]
WIS 69 crosses Badger Mill Creek at one location. The work on the roadway is a complete reconstruction, which
includes removing and replacing the pavement, realigning the roadway and intersections in certain areas, grading
the ditches and side slopes, and replacing culverts, signs, beam guard, and pavement marking. The bridge over
the Badger Mill Creek will be widened. There will be both longitudinal and crossing encroachments to the 100year floodplain.
11. Discuss the effects of any backwater which would be created by the proposed action. Indicate whether the
proposed activities would be in compliance with NR 116 by creating 0.01 ft. backwater or less:
A drainage analysis was performed for this project, and all culverts are being replaced in order to prevent the
creation of any additional backwater.
12. Describe and provide the results of coordination with any floodplain zoning authority:
Initial coordination with the DNR was completed in December 2014 (see Attachment P: DNR Coordination).
Coordination will continue throughout the project, and final concurrence will be received during the final design phase.
13. Would the proposal or any changes in the design flood, or backwater cause any of the following impacts?
No impacts would occur.
Significant interruption or termination of emergency vehicle service or a community's only evacuation route.
Significant flooding with a potential for property loss and a hazard to life.
Significant impacts on natural floodplain values such as flood storage, fish or wildlife habitat, open space,
aesthetics, etc.
14. Discuss existing or planned floodplain use and briefly summarize the project's effects on that use:
The existing floodplain use is mostly farmland and open land, including wetlands and woodlands. The project will
not greatly affect the existing use, with the exception of converting some areas to right-of-way.
15. Discuss probable direct impacts to water quality within the floodplain, both during and after construction.
Include the probable effects on plants, animals, and fish inhabiting or dependent upon the stream:
During construction, the water quality within the areas of the floodplain where work is being performed could be
negatively impacted, including any plants, animals, and fish inhabiting the area. However, proper erosion control
measures will be implemented during construction to prevent negative impacts to the water quality outside of the
project site. Therefore, any plants or animals outside of the construction area should not be negatively impacted.
After construction, water quality within the floodplain is likely to improve due to the predicted reduction in TSS in
the stormwater runoff.
16. Are measures proposed to enhance beneficial effects?
No
Yes. Describe: _______________
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RIVERS, STREAMS AND FLOODPLAINS EVALUATION

Wisconsin Department of Transportation

Factor Sheet C-2
Alternative
B - Reconstruction

Total Length of Center Line of Existing Roadway: 8.1 miles
Length of This Alternative: 8.1 miles

Preferred

Yes

No

None identified

1. Stream Name: Sugar River
2. Stream Type: (Indicate Trout Stream Class, if known)
Unknown
Warm water
Cold water
If trout stream, identify trout stream classification: Class II
Wild and Scenic River
3. Size of Upstream Watershed Area: (Square miles or acres)
170 sq. mi.
4. Stream flow characteristics:
Permanent Flow (year-round)
Temporary Flow (dry part of year)
5. Stream Characteristics:
A. Substrate:
1.
Sand
2.
Silt
3.
Clay
4.
Cobbles
5.
Other-describe:
B. Average Water Depth: 4 feet
C. Vegetation in Stream
Absent
Present - If known describe:
D. Identify Aquatic Species Present:
Both warm-water and cold-water species, including trout, walleye, bass, catfish, mussels, turtles, snakes
and frogs.
E. If water quality data is available, include this information:
According to the WDNR Impaired Waters Detail, the phosphorus levels exceed criteria, however
the water shows no signs of biological impairment. The river continues to be monitored for any
changes.
F. Is this river or stream on the WDNR’s “Impaired Waters” list?
No
Yes - List: 303d
6. If bridge or box culvert replacement, are migratory bird nests present?
Not Applicable
None identified
Yes – Identify Bird Species present
Estimated number of nests is:
7. Is a Fish & Wildlife Depredation Permit required to remove swallow nests?
Not Applicable
Yes
No - Describe mitigation measures:
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8. Describe land adjacent to stream:
The majority of the land adjacent to the stream near the project is rural farmland, woodlands, and wetlands. The
Sugar River also flows through the small communities of Paoli and Belleville.
9. Identify upstream or downstream dischargers or receivers (if any) within 0.8 kilometers (1/2 mile) of the
project site:
Badger Mill Creek, Henry Creek, and many other unnamed tributaries discharge into the Sugar River.
10. Describe proposed work in, over, or adjacent to stream. Indicate whether the work is within the 100-year
floodplain and whether it is a crossing or a longitudinal encroachment: [Note: Coast Guard must be notified
when Section 10 waters are affected by a proposal. Also see Wetland Evaluation, Factor Sheet C-1, Question 8.
WIS 69 runs adjacent to or near the Sugar River throughout the length of the project, with two crossing locations.
The work on the roadway is a complete reconstruction, which includes removing and replacing the pavement,
realigning the roadway and intersections in certain areas, grading the ditches and side slopes, and replacing
culverts, signs, beam guard, and pavement marking. There will be no work done on the two bridges crossing the
river. There will be both longitudinal and crossing encroachments to the 100-year floodplain.
11. Discuss the effects of any backwater which would be created by the proposed action. Indicate whether the
proposed activities would be in compliance with NR 116 by creating 0.01 ft. backwater or less:
A drainage analysis was performed for this project, and all culverts are being replaced in order to prevent the
creation of any additional backwater.
12. Describe and provide the results of coordination with any floodplain zoning authority:
Initial coordination with the DNR was completed in December 2014 (see Attachment P: DNR Coordination).
Coordination will continue throughout the project, and final concurrence will be received during the final design phase.
13. Would the proposal or any changes in the design flood, or backwater cause any of the following impacts?
No impacts would occur.
Significant interruption or termination of emergency vehicle service or a community's only evacuation route.
Significant flooding with a potential for property loss and a hazard to life.
Significant impacts on natural floodplain values such as flood storage, fish or wildlife habitat, open space,
aesthetics, etc.
14. Discuss existing or planned floodplain use and briefly summarize the project's effects on that use:
The existing floodplain use is mostly farmland and open land, including wetlands and woodlands. The project will
not greatly affect the existing use, with the exception of converting some areas to right-of-way.
15. Discuss probable direct impacts to water quality within the floodplain, both during and after construction.
Include the probable effects on plants, animals, and fish inhabiting or dependent upon the stream:
During construction, the water quality within the areas of the floodplain where work is being performed could be
negatively impacted, including any plants, animals, and fish inhabiting the area. However, proper erosion control
measures will be implemented during construction to prevent negative impacts to the water quality outside of the
project site. Therefore, any plants or animals outside of the construction area should not be negatively impacted.
After construction, water quality within the floodplain is likely to improve due to the predicted reduction in TSS in
the stormwater runoff.
16. Are measures proposed to enhance beneficial effects?
No
Yes. Describe:

Project ID# 1693-05-02/72
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CONSTRUCTION STAGE SOUND QUALITY EVALUATION

Wisconsin Department of Transportation

Factor Sheet D-2
Alternative
B - Reconstruction
Preferred
Yes
No

Total Length of Center Line of Existing Roadway 8.56
Length of This Alternative 8.56
None Identified

1. Identify and describe residences, schools, libraries, or other noise sensitive areas near the proposed action
and which will be in use during construction of the proposed action. Include the number of persons
potentially affected:
There are approximately 35 one-family residences, 4 two-family residences, and 3 multi-family residences adjacent to the
proposed project that could potentially be affected by construction noise. One of the multi-family residences is an assisted
living facility. There are also many residences in the surrounding area that could also be affected, but not as much as the
residences located directly along the project. These residences result in approximately 200 people that could potentially
be affected by construction noise during the project.

2. Describe the types of construction equipment to be used on the project. Discuss the expected severity of
noise levels including the frequency and duration of any anticipated high noise levels:
The noise generated by construction equipment will vary greatly, depending on equipment type/model/make, duration
of operation and specific type of work effort. However, typical noise levels may occur in the 67 to 107 dBA range at a
distance of 50 feet.
3. Describe the construction stage noise abatement measures to minimize identified adverse noise effects.
Check all that apply:
WisDOT Standard Specifications 107.8(6) and 108.7.1 will apply.
WisDOT Standard Specifications 107.8(6) and 108.7.1 will apply with the exception that the hours of operation
requiring the engineer’s written approval for operations will be changed to _______ P.M. until _______A.M.
Special construction stage noise abatement measures will be required. Describe:

Project ID# 1693-05-02/72
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STORMWATER EVALUATION

Wisconsin Department of Transportation

Factor Sheet D-5
Alternative
Alternative B - Reconstruction

Preferred
Yes

No

None Identified

Project ID:
1693-05-02

1. Indicate whether the proposed action may cause a discharge or will discharge to the waters of the state
(Trans 401.03).
There will be a slight increase to the impervious area due to this project, which will result in a discharge to the waters
of the state. As a reconstruction project, stormwater quality measures are required to reduce the total suspended
solids (TSS) generated by the new impervious area by 40 percent compared to no controls. The overall results of the
stormwater drainage analysis indicates that approximately 49.07 percent of TSS will be removed from stormwater
from this site, on an average annual basis, using filter strips as the primary best management practice.
2. Special consideration should be given to areas that are sensitive to water quality degradation. Indicate
whether or not a sensitive area is present and provide specific recommendations on the level of protection
needed.
No water special natural resources are affected by the alternative.
Yes – Water special natural resources exist in the project area.
River/stream
Wetland
Lake
Endangered species habitat
Other – Describe:
Describe protection recommendations: The primary best management practice that will be utilized throughout the
project limits are filter strips. The vegetated highway embankments, from the toe of the aggregate shoulder to 3 feet
from the ditch centerline may be counted as a filter strip for water quality purposes. Ditches, or vegetated swales, will
also be constructed along the majority of the roadway, which will help to increase the reduction in TSS beyond the
49.07% reduction resulting from the filter strips. In addition, proper erosion control measures will be implemented until
vegetation meets cover requirements.
3. Indicate whether circumstances exist in the project vicinity that require additional or special consideration,
such as an increase in peak flow, total suspended solids (TSS) or water volume.
No additional or special circumstances are present.
Yes – Additional or special circumstances exist. Indicate all that are present.
Areas of groundwater discharge
Areas of groundwater recharge
Stream relocations
Overland flow/runoff
Long or steep cut or fill slopes
High velocity flows
Cold water stream
Impaired waterway
Large quantity flows
Exceptional/outstanding resource waters
Increased backwater
Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL)
Other – Describe any unique, innovative, or atypical stormwater management measures to be used to
manage additional or special circumstances:
4. Describe the overall stormwater management strategy to minimize adverse and enhance beneficial effects.
The primary best management practice that will be utilized throughout the project limits are filter strips. The vegetated
highway embankments, from the toe of the aggregate shoulder to 3 feet from the ditch centerline may be counted as a
filter strip for water quality purposes. Ditches, or vegetated swales, will also be constructed along the majority of the
roadway, which will help to increase the reduction in TSS beyond the primary reduction resulting from the filter strips.
5. Indicate how the stormwater management plan will be compatible with fulfilling Trans 401 requirements.
The overall results of the stormwater drainage analysis indicates that approximately 49.07 percent of TSS will be
removed from stormwater from this site, on an average annual basis, using filter strips as the best management
practice meeting Trans 401 requirements. Ditches, or vegetated swales, will also provide some additional TSS
reduction, however, the amount of reduction resulting from the swales was not calcuated because the filter strips
alone already met requirements.
Page 50

Page 1 of 2

6. Identify the stormwater management measures to be utilized.
Swale treatment (parallel to flow)
Trans 401.106(10)
Vegetated filter strips
(perpendicular to flow)
Constructed storm water wetlands
Buffer areas – Trans 401.106(6)

In-line storm sewer treatment, such as catch basins,
non-mechanical treatment systems.
Detention/retention basins – Trans 401.106(6)(3)
Distancing outfalls from waterway edge
Infiltration – Trans 401.106(5)
Other – Describe:

7. Indicate whether any Drainage District may be affected by the project.
No – None identified
Yes
Has initial coordination with a drainage board been completed?
No – Explain why:
Yes – Discuss results:
8. Indicate whether the project is within WisDOT’s Phase I or Phase II stormwater management areas.
Note: See Procedure 20-30-1, Figure 1, Attachment A4, the Cooperative Agreement between WisDOT and WisDNR.
Contact Regional Stormwater/erosion Control Engineer if assistance in needed to complete the following:
No – The project is outside of WisDOT’s stormwater management area.
Yes – The project affects one of the following and is regulated by a WPDES stormwater discharge permit,
issued by the WisDNR:
A WisDOT storm sewer system, located within a municipality with a population greater than 100,000.
A WisDOT storm sewer system located within the area of a notified owner of a municipal separate
storm sewer system.
An urbanized area, as defined by the U.S. Census Bureau, NR216.02(3).
A municipal separate storm sewer system serving a population less than 10,000.
9. Has the effect on downstream properties been considered?
No – Explain why:
Yes – Coordination has been completed or is in process, describe: Coordination with surrounding property owners
took place at public involvement meetings and individual meetings in order to address runoff and stormwater issues
on surrounding properties. In addition, coordination took place with the Village of Belleville regarding the quality of the
stormwater discharging into Lake Belleview.
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ATTACHMENT A
Project Location Map

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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1693-05-02
STH 69
New Glarus – Verona
CTH D to Valley Road
Dane County

End Project

Begin Project
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ATTACHMENT B
2012-2016 Crash Map

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02

Page 54

Page 55

ATTACHMENT C
ICE Report

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM
To:

Mahesh Shrestha, P.E.
Wisconsin Department of Transportation-Southwest Region

From:

Kyle Henderson, P.E., Strand Associates, Inc.®
Luke Holman, P.E., Strand Associates, Inc.®

Date:

June 5, 2015

Re:

WisDOT ID 1693-05-02
New Glarus–Verona
CTH D to Valley Road
STH 69, Dane County

Dear Mahesh,
Enclosed for your review are three Intersection Control Evaluations (ICE) reports for WIS 69 near the
Paoli area in the Town of Montrose. The study evaluates existing stop-control intersections, proposed
improved stop-controlled intersections, and proposed roundabout-controlled intersections.
Background
Strand Associates, Inc.® (Strand) has completed three ICE reports for the WIS 69 corridor between
Belleville and Verona. The ICE analysis area is shown in Figure 1.

Figure 1 Project Location Map–WIS 69 ICE Analysis
KRH:plh\S:\MAD\1000--1099\1089\416\Wrd\Intersection Control Evalaution\2015-06-05 WIS 69 ICE Analysis Summary.docx\060515
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Mahesh Shrestha, P.E.
Wisconsin Department of Transportation, SW Region
ID 1693-05-02
Page 2
June 5, 2015
Study Intersections
The following intersections were studied and are shown in Figure 2:
1.
2.
3.

WIS 69 and Diane Avenue (two-way stop-control)
WIS 69 and County PB (all-way stop-control)
WIS 69 and Paoli Road (two-way stop-control)

In addition to the three intersections along WIS 69 that were analyzed, traffic data was collected for the
intersection of County PB/Diane Avenue/Sun Valley Parkway. This information was needed to review
the impacts of changes to traffic routing through the Paoli area that may result from improvements to
the intersections along WIS 69.
WIS 69 is currently a 2-lane undivided cross section with a speed limit of 55 miles per hour (mph)
through the study area. County PB is currently a 2-lane undivided cross section with a speed limit of
55 mph south of WIS 69 and 25 mph north of WIS 69 in Paoli. Diane Avenue is currently a 2-lane
undivided cross section with a speed limit of 25 mph. Paoli Road is currently a 2-lane undivided cross
section with a speed limit of 45 mph west of the intersection and 25 mph east of the intersection. All
roadways have a rural cross section with ditches, and curb and gutter is only present on a median island
at the intersection of WIS 69 and Diane Avenue.
There are two bridge structures in the project area. The first is located on County PB south of WIS 69.
The second is located on WIS 69 between Diane Avenue and County PB.
Analysis Methodology
A.

Traffic Forecasts

Traffic volume forecasts were developed by the WisDOT Central Office Traffic Forecasting Unit for
the four intersections based on 6-hour intersection turning-movement counts and 24-hour average daily
traffic (ADT) counts taken in August 2014. The Dane County Regional Travel Demand Model
(Demand Model) was used in developing the traffic forecasts.
B.

Traffic Analysis Software

The two-way stop-control, all-way stop-control, and traffic signal alternatives were analyzed using
Synchro 8 software reporting Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) 2010 reports. The roundabout
alternatives were analyzed using Sidra Intersection Analysis software in US HCM mode.
C.

Traffic Signal Warrants

The only intersection with traffic volumes high enough to evaluate traffic signal warrants was WIS 69
and County PB. This intersection is currently an all-way stop-controlled intersection with flashing red
beacons on all four approaches.
Traffic signal warrants 1 (8-hour), 2 (4-hour), and 3 (peak hour) were evaluated using existing (2014)
traffic volumes. The intersection was analyzed with both WIS 69 and County PB considered as the
major approach.
KRH: plh\S:\MAD\1000--1099\1089\416\Wrd\Intersection Control Evalaution\2015-06-05 WIS 69 ICE Analysis Summary.docx\060515
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Mahesh Shrestha, P.E.
Wisconsin Department of Transportation, SW Region
ID 1693-05-02
Page 3
June 5, 2015
D.

Crash Analysis

Strand performed a crash analysis using the most recent 5 years of crash data available (2009-2013). A
listing of the crashes that occurred at each intersection was provided by WisDOT. Strand reviewed the
listing and police reports provided by the University of Wisconsin Madison Traffic Operations and
Safety Laboratory (UW TOPS) to determine intersection crash rates at the five study intersections.
Intersection crash diagrams were prepared at the three intersections along WIS 69.
E.

Preliminary Designs and Cost Estimates

The preliminary designs of the improved stop-controlled and single-lane roundabout alternatives were
completed following WisDOT Facilities Development Manual (FDM) standards. The stop-controlled
intersection turn-bay lengths and turning movements at the roundabouts are designed to accommodate
projected 2039 horizon year 95th percentile queues.
Reconstruction costs at each intersection assume 5-inch asphaltic pavement over a 12-inch base
aggregate with 16 inches of select crushed material fill. The pavement thicknesses are based on the
pavement design completed by WisDOT for the overall WIS 69 corridor project.
The right of way costs per acre are based on costs that are being used for the entire WIS 69 corridor
reconstruction.
Recommendations
Following is a summary of the recommendations section from each ICE Report. Additional information
is detailed in each intersection’s respective ICE Report.
A.

County PB

A single-lane roundabout is recommended for the WIS 69 and County PB intersection. The roundabout
provided acceptable operations at the intersection for all traffic volume scenarios that were investigated
for traffic in the Paoli area. This alternative relocates the intersection to the southwest. This increases
the total right of way needed, but it allows the intersection to avoid any relocations of residential
properties on the north side of WIS 69.
The estimate of probable construction costs for the single-lane roundabout alternative is $1.6 to $1.9
million.
B.

Diane Avenue

A realigned two-way stop-controlled alternative is recommended for the WIS 69 and Diane Avenue
intersection. The stop-controlled alternative provided acceptable operations at the intersection for all
traffic volume scenarios that were investigated for traffic in the Paoli area. This alternative has slightly
lower costs and impacts than the single-lane roundabout alternative at the intersection.
The estimate of probable construction costs for the realigned two-way stop-controlled alternative is
$800,000 to $900,000.

KRH: plh\S:\MAD\1000--1099\1089\416\Wrd\Intersection Control Evalaution\2015-06-05 WIS 69 ICE Analysis Summary.docx\060515
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Wisconsin Department of Transportation, SW Region
ID 1693-05-02
Page 4
June 5, 2015
C.

Paoli Road

A cul-de-sac alternative is recommended for the WIS 69 and Paoli Road intersection. The existing
intersection is severely skewed and near a curve on a posted 55 mph facility. Traffic volumes on Paoli
Road are currently very low (< 30 vehicles per hour) during the AM and PM peaks. Alternatives to
improve the intersection skew angle and maintain connection between Paoli Road and WIS 69 have
significantly higher impacts and costs because of the right of way required for the new roadways. The
indirection caused by the cul-de-sacs will be minimal. Traffic on the west of WIS 69 will use Himsel
Road, which will need to be repaved as part of this alternative. Traffic on the east of WIS 69 will use
County PB to access the Paoli area.
The estimate of probable construction costs for the cul-de-sac alternative is $1.3 to 1.6 million.

KRH: plh\S:\MAD\1000--1099\1089\416\Wrd\Intersection Control Evalaution\2015-06-05 WIS 69 ICE Analysis Summary.docx\060515
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WIS 69 ICE OPINION OF PROBABLE COST ASSUMPTIONS AND NOTES
1693-05-02
New Glarus - Verona
CTH D to Valley Road
STH 69, Dane County
March 30, 2015
Assumptions/Notes
1. Quantities are based on preliminary 20 percent horizontal design and are in 2015 dollars. No vertical design has been
completed.

2. An allowance of 20 to 25 percent was added to the overall cost to account for unmeasured/unknown items.
3. Unit costs were taken from Estimator when available. BidX was used to determine unit costs not available from
Estimator.

4. Asphalt unit prices were determined using the asphalt spreadsheet available in the estimating resources page of the
WisDOT extranet.

5. Unit prices are based on these intersections being reconstructed as part of the larger WIS 69 reconstruction project. If
individual intersections are constructed separate from the corridor project the unit prices will need to be reevaluated.

6. Earthwork was estimated by assuming an excavation depth of 33-inches underneath WIS 69 mainline and the
sideroads.

7. The pavement strucutre was assumed to be 5-inch HMA pavement over 12" base aggregate dense 1 1/4-inch over 16inch select crushed subgrade improvement.

8. The range of percentages shown on lines 7 through 15 in the opinion of probable costs were established based on an
analysis of similar projects.

9. The assumed strucutre removal costs were based on similar size strucutres and were as follows. Bridge on County PB
south of WIS 69: $30,000; bridge on WIS 69 between County PB and Diane Avenue: $60,000
10. The bridge on County PB was assumed to be replaced with box culvert. The cost of the box culvert was assumed to
be $2,000/lineal foot based data from the Bureau of Strucutres webside on cost per lineal foot of recently constructed
box culverts.
11. The assumed cost per square foot of new bridge deck for the WIS 69 strucutre was $120/square foot. This cost
estimate assumed full removal and reconstruction of this alternative. If the struture is able to be expanded the
strucutre costs of the all-way stop-controlled alterntive would be less.
12. Overall WIS 69 right of way cost assumptions of $2/square foot were used to determine costs for right of way.
Relocation costs were based on property values from DCIMap.
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ATTACHMENT D
Preliminary Plan

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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ATTACHMENT E
Detour Route

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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ATTACHMENT F
Land Use Maps

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
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ATTACHMENT G
Village of Belleville and Dane County Comprehensive Plans

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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Village of Belleville, Wisconsin
Comprehensive Master Plan
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ATTACHMENT H
Pre-Screening Worksheet for EA and ER Projects for Determining the
Need to Conduct a Detailed Indirect Effects Analysis

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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WisDOT’s Pre-Screening Worksheet for EA and ER Projects for Determining the
Need to Conduct a Detailed Indirect Effects Analysis
Prepared by Environmental Documents Section
Bureau of Technical Services
Division of Transportation System Development
Wisconsin Department of Transportation
NEPA requires the assessment of indirect effects of all projects under CEQ regulations. All EIS
documents require a detailed indirect effects analysis. However, not all, non- EIS environmental
reviews for transportation projects will warrant a detailed analysis of indirect effects. This pre-screening
guidance will assist the Study Team in determining whether a more detailed analysis is necessary in
order to comply with NEPA requirements. Refer to the complete indirect effects analysis guidance
document and FDM (chapter 25-5-17) for further information.
This prescreening worksheet may be helpful in scoping for the analysis. If the Study Team is uncertain
what level of analysis the project will need, do not make an assumption that the project doesn’t require
the analysis. Contact the Region Environmental Coordinator for more assistance.
The factors listed below are not in any order of importance. Each EA and ER project needs to be
examined individually to understand whether a particular factor or combination factors requires
detailed analysis for indirect effects.
Factors to Consider
1. Project Design Concepts and Scope
2. Project Purpose and Need
3. Project Type (Categorical Exclusions, etc.)
4. Facility Function (Current and Planned—principal arterial, rural arterial, etc.)
5. Project Location
6. Improved Travel Times to an Area
7. Local Land Use and Planning Considerations
8. Population and Demographic Considerations
9. Rate of Urbanization
10. Public Concerns
1. Project Design Concepts and Scope
Do the project design concepts include any one of the following?
• Additional thru travel lanes (expansion)
No
• New alignment
While the proposed alignment goes off existing in some areas, the general location of
the alignment is the same.
• New and/or improved interchanges and access
There will be one new intersection created with a town road that services three single
family homes/farms.
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• Bypass alternatives
None
2. Project Purpose and Need
Does the project purpose and need include:
• Economic development –in part or full (i.e. improved access to a planned industrial park, new
interchange for a new warehouse operation).
No
3. Project Type
• What is the project document “type”?
Environmental Report
• EIS project—a detailed indirect effects analysis is warranted.
• Many EAs will require a detailed indirect effects analysis however, it also depends on the project
design concepts and other factors noted here.
• If a Categorical Exclusion applies, a detailed assessment is not generally warranted, however
documentation must be provided that addresses this determination including basic sheet
information.
4. Facility Function
What is the primary function of the existing facility? What is the proposed facility?
• Urban arterial
• Rural arterial
The function of the proposed facility will be the same as existing, which is rural
major collector.
5. Project Location (Location can be a combination.)
• Urban (within an Metropolitan Planning Area)
• Suburban (part of larger metropolitan/regional area, may or may not be part of a metropolitan
planning area)
• Small community (population under 5000)
• Rural with scattered development
• Rural, primarily farming/agricultural area
6. Improved travel times to an area or region
• Will the proposed project provide an improvement of 5 or more minutes? (Based on research,
improvements in travel time can impact the attractiveness of an area for new development.)
No
7. Land Use and Planning
• What are the existing land use types in project area?
Mainly agricultural, with some areas of woodland, open land, residential,
industrial, commercial, institutional/educational, and outdoor recreation.
• What do the local plans, neighborhood plans, and regional plans, indicate for future changes in land
use?
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The only planned changes in the project area are some residential development in the
Village of Belleville and creation of more park/recreational land along the Sugar River.
• What types of permitted uses are indicated in the local zoning?
Mostly agricultural, along with some residential, commercial, and business uses.
• Would the project potentially conflict with plans in the project area? (e.g., capacity expansion in areas
in which agricultural preservation is important to local government(s)?)
The project does not conflict with plans in the area.
8. Population/Demographic Changes
• Have the population changes over past 5, 10 and 20 years been high, medium, low growth rate vs.
state average over same period? (i.e. USDA defines high growth in rural areas as greater than annual
population growth of 1.4 %.)
In the small urban area of the Village of Belleville, the population growth rate has been
similar to the average population growth of the state (<1%). In the rural area of the Town of
Montrose, the population has fallen over recent years.
• What are the projections for the future for population? (Use Wisconsin DOA projections.)
The future population in the Village of Belleville is projected to continue to increase at a
similar rate, and the population in the Town of Montrose is projected to continue to
fall.
• Have there been considerable changes for population demographics and employment over the past
10-20 or more years?
No
9. Rate of Urbanization
• Does the project study area contain proposed new developments? past 5, 10 and 20 years?
There is some planned housing development in the Village of Belleville.
• Have there been significant conversions of agricultural land uses to other land use types, such as
residential or industrial?
No
10. Public, State and/or Federal Agency Concerns
• Have local officials, federal and/or state agencies, property owners, stakeholders or others raised
concerns related to potential indirect effects from the project? (e.g., land use changes, “sprawl”,
increase traffic, loss of farmland, etc.)
No
11. Conclusion
Identify whether or not the results of this prescreening of potential indirect effects indicates a detailed
indirect effects analysis is required.
a. No – Through screening analysis using WisDOT’s pre-screening for indirect effects procedure and
FDM guidance on indirect effects, it is concluded that the factors of the project, its location and other
conditions do not warrant further detailed analysis of the potential for indirect effects. The project
will not have the likelihood to result in significant indirect effects as defined by NEPA. This conclusion
was based on the evaluation of the preceding 10 pre-screening factors including project design
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concepts and scope; project purpose and need; project type; facility function (current and planned);
project location; improved travel times to an area; local land use and planning considerations;
population and demographic considerations; rate of urbanization; and public/agency concerns.
Therefore, further evaluation of indirect effects in a detailed analysis is not warranted. If changes are
made to the project design and alternatives, this screening will be re-examined for sufficiency.
b. Yes – Through screening analysis using WisDOT’s pre-screening for indirect effects procedure and
FDM guidance on indirect effects, it is concluded that the factors of the project, its location and other
conditions warrant further detailed analysis of the potential for indirect effects.
Documenting Prescreening
The results of prescreening require documentation both in the project file and within the document
itself. In the documentation, it is important to include various data sources used and summarize the
rationale for determining level of analysis required.
Some projects, especially EAs may need additional analysis, but will not reach the level required in an EIS
project. The analysis should be catered to the level of project indirect impacts anticipated.
If the Study Team is uncertain what level of analysis the project will need or if the results of the
screening are appropriate, the Study Team should not make an assumption. Contact the region
environmental coordinator for more assistance.
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ATTACHMENT I
US EPA EJSCREEN

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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Subject
Other Pacific Islander [2]
Some Other Race
Two or More Races
White; American Indian and Alaska Native [3]
White; Asian [3]
White; Black or African American [3]
White; Some Other Race [3]

Number

Percent
0
41
25
5
4
6
9

0.0
1.7
1.0
0.2
0.2
0.3
0.4

Race alone or in combination with one or more other
races: [4]
White
Black or African American
American Indian and Alaska Native
Asian
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander
Some Other Race

2,315
13
9
22
1
50

97.1
0.5
0.4
0.9
0.0
2.1

HISPANIC OR LATINO
Total population
Hispanic or Latino (of any race)
Mexican
Puerto Rican
Cuban
Other Hispanic or Latino [5]
Not Hispanic or Latino

2,385
90
54
9
0
27
2,295

100.0
3.8
2.3
0.4
0.0
1.1
96.2

HISPANIC OR LATINO AND RACE
Total population
Hispanic or Latino
White alone
Black or African American alone
American Indian and Alaska Native alone
Asian alone
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone
Some Other Race alone
Two or More Races
Not Hispanic or Latino
White alone
Black or African American alone
American Indian and Alaska Native alone
Asian alone
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone
Some Other Race alone
Two or More Races

2,385
90
38
3
0
1
0
37
11
2,295
2,252
4
4
17
0
4
14

100.0
3.8
1.6
0.1
0.0
0.0
0.0
1.6
0.5
96.2
94.4
0.2
0.2
0.7
0.0
0.2
0.6

RELATIONSHIP
Total population
In households
Householder
Spouse [6]
Child
Own child under 18 years
Other relatives
Under 18 years
65 years and over
Nonrelatives
Under 18 years
65 years and over

2,385
2,385
986
514
729
609
47
20
5
109
13
1

100.0
100.0
41.3
21.6
30.6
25.5
2.0
0.8
0.2
4.6
0.5
0.0

69
0

2.9
0.0

Unmarried partner
In group quarters
3 of 5
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Subject
Institutionalized population
Male
Female
Noninstitutionalized population
Male
Female

Number

Percent
0
0
0
0
0
0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

986
658
340

100.0
66.7
34.5

Husband-wife family
With own children under 18 years
Male householder, no wife present
With own children under 18 years
Female householder, no husband present
With own children under 18 years
Nonfamily households [7]
Householder living alone
Male
65 years and over
Female
65 years and over

514
243
52
30
92
67
328
265
113
27
152
74

52.1
24.6
5.3
3.0
9.3
6.8
33.3
26.9
11.5
2.7
15.4
7.5

Households with individuals under 18 years
Households with individuals 65 years and over

358
185

36.3
18.8

Average household size
Average family size [7]

2.42
2.96

(X)
(X)

1,030
986
44
13
0
16
1
1
13

100.0
95.7
4.3
1.3
0.0
1.6
0.1
0.1
1.3

2.2
4.8

(X)
(X)

HOUSING TENURE
Occupied housing units
Owner-occupied housing units
Population in owner-occupied housing units
Average household size of owner-occupied units

986
726
1,855
2.56

100.0
73.6
(X)
(X)

Renter-occupied housing units
Population in renter-occupied housing units
Average household size of renter-occupied units

260
530
2.04

26.4
(X)
(X)

HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE
Total households
Family households (families) [7]
With own children under 18 years

HOUSING OCCUPANCY
Total housing units
Occupied housing units
Vacant housing units
For rent
Rented, not occupied
For sale only
Sold, not occupied
For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use
All other vacants
Homeowner vacancy rate (percent) [8]
Rental vacancy rate (percent) [9]

X Not applicable.
[1] Other Asian alone, or two or more Asian categories.
[2] Other Pacific Islander alone, or two or more Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander categories.
[3] One of the four most commonly reported multiple-race combinations nationwide in Census 2000.
[4] In combination with one or more of the other races listed. The six numbers may add to more than the total population, and the six
4 of 5
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Subject
Other Pacific Islander [2]
Some Other Race
Two or More Races
White; American Indian and Alaska Native [3]
White; Asian [3]
White; Black or African American [3]
White; Some Other Race [3]

Number

Percent
0
20
7
5
1
1
0

0.0
1.9
0.6
0.5
0.1
0.1
0.0

Race alone or in combination with one or more other
races: [4]
White
Black or African American
American Indian and Alaska Native
Asian
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander
Some Other Race

1,055
4
5
4
0
20

97.6
0.4
0.5
0.4
0.0
1.9

HISPANIC OR LATINO
Total population
Hispanic or Latino (of any race)
Mexican
Puerto Rican
Cuban
Other Hispanic or Latino [5]
Not Hispanic or Latino

1,081
28
28
0
0
0
1,053

100.0
2.6
2.6
0.0
0.0
0.0
97.4

HISPANIC OR LATINO AND RACE
Total population
Hispanic or Latino
White alone
Black or African American alone
American Indian and Alaska Native alone
Asian alone
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone
Some Other Race alone
Two or More Races
Not Hispanic or Latino
White alone
Black or African American alone
American Indian and Alaska Native alone
Asian alone
Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander alone
Some Other Race alone
Two or More Races

1,081
28
8
0
0
0
0
20
0
1,053
1,040
3
0
3
0
0
7

100.0
2.6
0.7
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
1.9
0.0
97.4
96.2
0.3
0.0
0.3
0.0
0.0
0.6

RELATIONSHIP
Total population
In households
Householder
Spouse [6]
Child
Own child under 18 years
Other relatives
Under 18 years
65 years and over
Nonrelatives
Under 18 years
65 years and over

1,081
1,081
434
277
269
187
49
23
3
52
5
1

100.0
100.0
40.1
25.6
24.9
17.3
4.5
2.1
0.3
4.8
0.5
0.1

30
0

2.8
0.0

Unmarried partner
In group quarters
3 of 5
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Subject
Institutionalized population
Male
Female
Noninstitutionalized population
Male
Female

Number

Percent
0
0
0
0
0
0

0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

434
321
103

100.0
74.0
23.7

Husband-wife family
With own children under 18 years
Male householder, no wife present
With own children under 18 years
Female householder, no husband present
With own children under 18 years
Nonfamily households [7]
Householder living alone
Male
65 years and over
Female
65 years and over

277
83
20
10
24
10
113
87
51
11
36
19

63.8
19.1
4.6
2.3
5.5
2.3
26.0
20.0
11.8
2.5
8.3
4.4

Households with individuals under 18 years
Households with individuals 65 years and over

116
101

26.7
23.3

Average household size
Average family size [7]

2.49
2.85

(X)
(X)

453
434
19
3
0
3
1
4
8

100.0
95.8
4.2
0.7
0.0
0.7
0.2
0.9
1.8

0.8
4.4

(X)
(X)

HOUSING TENURE
Occupied housing units
Owner-occupied housing units
Population in owner-occupied housing units
Average household size of owner-occupied units

434
369
927
2.51

100.0
85.0
(X)
(X)

Renter-occupied housing units
Population in renter-occupied housing units
Average household size of renter-occupied units

65
154
2.37

15.0
(X)
(X)

HOUSEHOLDS BY TYPE
Total households
Family households (families) [7]
With own children under 18 years

HOUSING OCCUPANCY
Total housing units
Occupied housing units
Vacant housing units
For rent
Rented, not occupied
For sale only
Sold, not occupied
For seasonal, recreational, or occasional use
All other vacants
Homeowner vacancy rate (percent) [8]
Rental vacancy rate (percent) [9]

X Not applicable.
[1] Other Asian alone, or two or more Asian categories.
[2] Other Pacific Islander alone, or two or more Native Hawaiian and Other Pacific Islander categories.
[3] One of the four most commonly reported multiple-race combinations nationwide in Census 2000.
[4] In combination with one or more of the other races listed. The six numbers may add to more than the total population, and the six
4 of 5
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DP03

SELECTED ECONOMIC CHARACTERISTICS
2012-2016 American Community Survey 5-Year Estimates

Supporting documentation on code lists, subject definitions, data accuracy, and statistical testing can be found on the American Community Survey
website in the Data and Documentation section.
Sample size and data quality measures (including coverage rates, allocation rates, and response rates) can be found on the American Community
Survey website in the Methodology section.

Tell us what you think. Provide feedback to help make American Community Survey data more useful for you.
Although the American Community Survey (ACS) produces population, demographic and housing unit estimates, it is the Census Bureau's Population
Estimates Program that produces and disseminates the official estimates of the population for the nation, states, counties, cities and towns and
estimates of housing units for states and counties.

Subject

Belleville village, Wisconsin
Margin of Error
Percent

Estimate
EMPLOYMENT STATUS
Population 16 years and over
In labor force
Civilian labor force
Employed
Unemployed
Armed Forces
Not in labor force

Percent Margin of
Error

1,866
1,550
1,550
1,499
51
0
316

+/-157
+/-146
+/-146
+/-143
+/-28
+/-9
+/-62

1,866
83.1%
83.1%
80.3%
2.7%
0.0%
16.9%

(X)
+/-3.1
+/-3.1
+/-3.2
+/-1.5
+/-0.9
+/-3.1

1,550
(X)

+/-146
(X)

1,550
3.3%

(X)
+/-1.7

Females 16 years and over
In labor force
Civilian labor force
Employed

938
754
754
733

+/-96
+/-82
+/-82
+/-83

938
80.4%
80.4%
78.1%

(X)
+/-4.8
+/-4.8
+/-5.2

Own children of the householder under 6 years
All parents in family in labor force

314
295

+/-84
+/-86

314
93.9%

(X)
+/-5.1

Own children of the householder 6 to 17 years
All parents in family in labor force

401
375

+/-95
+/-94

401
93.5%

(X)
+/-6.2

1,443
1,249
117
0
5
5
67

+/-145
+/-144
+/-46
+/-9
+/-6
+/-8
+/-37

1,443
86.6%
8.1%
0.0%
0.3%
0.3%
4.6%

(X)
+/-3.9
+/-3.1
+/-1.2
+/-0.4
+/-0.5
+/-2.6

Civilian labor force
Unemployment Rate

COMMUTING TO WORK
Workers 16 years and over
Car, truck, or van -- drove alone
Car, truck, or van -- carpooled
Public transportation (excluding taxicab)
Walked
Other means
Worked at home

1 of 5
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Subject

Belleville village, Wisconsin
Margin of Error
Percent

Estimate
Mean travel time to work (minutes)
OCCUPATION
Civilian employed population 16 years and over
Management, business, science, and arts
occupations
Service occupations
Sales and office occupations
Natural resources, construction, and maintenance
occupations
Production, transportation, and material moving
occupations
INDUSTRY
Civilian employed population 16 years and over
Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting, and mining
Construction
Manufacturing
Wholesale trade
Retail trade
Transportation and warehousing, and utilities
Information
Finance and insurance, and real estate and rental
and leasing
Professional, scientific, and management, and
administrative and waste management services
Educational services, and health care and social
assistance
Arts, entertainment, and recreation, and
accommodation and food services
Other services, except public administration
Public administration
CLASS OF WORKER
Civilian employed population 16 years and over
Private wage and salary workers
Government workers
Self-employed in own not incorporated business
workers
Unpaid family workers
INCOME AND BENEFITS (IN 2016 INFLATIONADJUSTED DOLLARS)
Total households
Less than $10,000
$10,000 to $14,999
$15,000 to $24,999
$25,000 to $34,999
$35,000 to $49,999
$50,000 to $74,999
$75,000 to $99,999
$100,000 to $149,999
$150,000 to $199,999
$200,000 or more
Median household income (dollars)
Mean household income (dollars)
With earnings
Mean earnings (dollars)
With Social Security
Mean Social Security income (dollars)
With retirement income
Mean retirement income (dollars)
2 of 5

Percent Margin of
Error
(X)
(X)

24.4

+/-1.5

1,499
578

+/-143
+/-76

1,499
38.6%

(X)
+/-3.7

167
306
146

+/-50
+/-62
+/-64

11.1%
20.4%
9.7%

+/-3.4
+/-3.9
+/-3.8

302

+/-79

20.1%

+/-4.9

1,499
18

+/-143
+/-22

1,499
1.2%

(X)
+/-1.4

111
217
61
182
47
46
131

+/-38
+/-62
+/-29
+/-63
+/-31
+/-27
+/-60

7.4%
14.5%
4.1%
12.1%
3.1%
3.1%
8.7%

+/-2.4
+/-4.2
+/-1.9
+/-3.8
+/-2.1
+/-1.8
+/-3.8

173

+/-48

11.5%

+/-3.3

316

+/-77

21.1%

+/-4.8

77

+/-39

5.1%

+/-2.5

57
63

+/-25
+/-28

3.8%
4.2%

+/-1.6
+/-1.9

1,499
1,183
223
93

+/-143
+/-133
+/-52
+/-44

1,499
78.9%
14.9%
6.2%

(X)
+/-4.1
+/-3.3
+/-2.9

0

+/-9

0.0%

+/-1.2

957
22
33
25
67
97
264
203
187
40
19
71,382
78,737

+/-63
+/-16
+/-17
+/-17
+/-34
+/-34
+/-64
+/-49
+/-45
+/-29
+/-24
+/-5,941
+/-6,249

957
2.3%
3.4%
2.6%
7.0%
10.1%
27.6%
21.2%
19.5%
4.2%
2.0%
(X)
(X)

(X)
+/-1.7
+/-1.8
+/-1.8
+/-3.6
+/-3.6
+/-5.9
+/-5.0
+/-4.7
+/-3.0
+/-2.6
(X)
(X)

853
78,526
183
16,595
114
23,772

+/-70
+/-7,097
+/-33
+/-2,223
+/-33
+/-5,636

89.1%
(X)
19.1%
(X)
11.9%
(X)

+/-3.1
(X)
+/-3.5
(X)
+/-3.5
(X)
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Subject

Belleville village, Wisconsin
Margin of Error
Percent

Estimate

With Supplemental Security Income
Mean Supplemental Security Income (dollars)
With cash public assistance income
Mean cash public assistance income (dollars)
With Food Stamp/SNAP benefits in the past 12
months
Families
Less than $10,000
$10,000 to $14,999
$15,000 to $24,999
$25,000 to $34,999
$35,000 to $49,999
$50,000 to $74,999
$75,000 to $99,999
$100,000 to $149,999
$150,000 to $199,999
$200,000 or more
Median family income (dollars)
Mean family income (dollars)
Per capita income (dollars)
Nonfamily households
Median nonfamily income (dollars)
Mean nonfamily income (dollars)
Median earnings for workers (dollars)
Median earnings for male full-time, year-round workers
(dollars)
Median earnings for female full-time, year-round
workers (dollars)
HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE
Civilian noninstitutionalized population
With health insurance coverage
With private health insurance
With public coverage
No health insurance coverage
Civilian noninstitutionalized population under 18
years
No health insurance coverage
Civilian noninstitutionalized population 18 to 64 years
In labor force:
Employed:
With health insurance coverage
With private health insurance
With public coverage
No health insurance coverage
Unemployed:
With health insurance coverage
With private health insurance
With public coverage
No health insurance coverage
Not in labor force:
With health insurance coverage
With private health insurance

3 of 5

Percent Margin of
Error

20
6,550
9
N
72

+/-16
+/-3,363
+/-9
N
+/-30

2.1%
(X)
0.9%
N
7.5%

+/-1.7
(X)
+/-1.0
N
+/-3.1

728
4
0
6
28
67
202
189
173
40
19
86,691
89,640

+/-69
+/-6
+/-9
+/-8
+/-16
+/-30
+/-61
+/-46
+/-43
+/-29
+/-24
+/-6,143
+/-7,017

728
0.5%
0.0%
0.8%
3.8%
9.2%
27.7%
26.0%
23.8%
5.5%
2.6%
(X)
(X)

(X)
+/-0.8
+/-2.4
+/-1.1
+/-2.2
+/-4.1
+/-7.1
+/-6.4
+/-5.8
+/-3.9
+/-3.4
(X)
(X)

30,634

+/-2,880

(X)

(X)

229
36,964
42,724

+/-44
+/-14,612
+/-6,527

229
(X)
(X)

(X)
(X)
(X)

40,763
50,116

+/-3,177
+/-3,105

(X)
(X)

(X)
(X)

44,868

+/-3,762

(X)

(X)

2,515
2,373
2,120
550
142

+/-246
+/-246
+/-211
+/-146
+/-94

2,515
94.4%
84.3%
21.9%
5.6%

(X)
+/-3.7
+/-5.1
+/-5.2
+/-3.7

727

+/-140

727

(X)

0

+/-9

0.0%

+/-2.4

1,570

+/-155

1,570

(X)

1,455
1,404
1,294
1,226
125
110
51
42
42
0
9
115
92
63

+/-141
+/-137
+/-142
+/-128
+/-68
+/-64
+/-28
+/-25
+/-25
+/-9
+/-13
+/-48
+/-32
+/-26

1,455
1,404
92.2%
87.3%
8.9%
7.8%
51
82.4%
82.4%
0.0%
17.6%
115
80.0%
54.8%

(X)
(X)
+/-4.5
+/-4.8
+/-4.6
+/-4.5
(X)
+/-23.5
+/-23.5
+/-28.3
+/-23.5
(X)
+/-26.3
+/-22.7
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Subject

Belleville village, Wisconsin
Margin of Error
Percent

Estimate
With public coverage
No health insurance coverage

Percent Margin of
Error
33.0%
+/-18.1
20.0%
+/-26.3

38
23

+/-20
+/-35

(X)
(X)

(X)
(X)

1.4%
2.6%

+/-1.3
+/-2.6

(X)

(X)

0.0%

+/-21.1

(X)
(X)

(X)
(X)

1.1%
2.2%

+/-1.4
+/-2.9

(X)

(X)

0.0%

+/-22.7

(X)

(X)

4.2%

+/-5.7

(X)

(X)

6.1%

+/-8.5

(X)

(X)

0.0%

+/-88.8

All people
Under 18 years
Related children of the householder under 18 years

(X)
(X)
(X)

(X)
(X)
(X)

3.2%
3.4%
3.4%

+/-1.8
+/-3.5
+/-3.5

Related children of the householder under 5 years

(X)

(X)

2.3%

+/-3.4

Related children of the householder 5 to 17 years

(X)

(X)

4.1%

+/-3.9

(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)

(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)

3.1%
2.8%
5.5%
1.8%
13.7%

+/-1.4
+/-1.3
+/-5.5
+/-1.9
+/-6.0

PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES AND PEOPLE WHOSE
INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS IS BELOW THE
POVERTY LEVEL
All families
With related children of the householder under 18
years
With related children of the householder under 5
years only
Married couple families
With related children of the householder under 18
years
With related children of the householder under 5
years only
Families with female householder, no husband present
With related children of the householder under 18
years
With related children of the householder under 5
years only

18 years and over
18 to 64 years
65 years and over
People in families
Unrelated individuals 15 years and over

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

Employment and unemployment estimates may vary from the official labor force data released by the Bureau of Labor Statistics because of
differences in survey design and data collection. For guidance on differences in employment and unemployment estimates from different sources go
to Labor Force Guidance.
Workers include members of the Armed Forces and civilians who were at work last week.
Occupation codes are 4-digit codes and are based on Standard Occupational Classification 2010.
Industry codes are 4-digit codes and are based on the North American Industry Classification System (NAICS). The Census industry codes for 2013
and later years are based on the 2012 revision of the NAICS. To allow for the creation of 2012-2016 tables, industry data in the multiyear files (20122016) were recoded to 2013 Census industry codes. We recommend using caution when comparing data coded using 2013 Census industry codes
with data coded using Census industry codes prior to 2013. For more information on the Census industry code changes, please visit our website at
https://www.census.gov/people/io/methodology/.

Logical coverage edits applying a rules-based assignment of Medicaid, Medicare and military health coverage were added as of 2009 -- please see
https://www.census.gov/library/working-papers/2010/demo/coverage_edits_final.html for more details. The 2008 data table in American FactFinder
does not incorporate these edits. Therefore, the estimates that appear in these tables are not comparable to the estimates in the 2009 and later
tables. Select geographies of 2008 data comparable to the 2009 and later tables are available at https://www.census.gov/data/tables/timeseries/acs/1-year-re-run-health-insurance.html. The health insurance coverage category names were modified in 2010. See
https://www.census.gov/topics/health/health-insurance/about/glossary.html#par_textimage_18 for a list of the insurance type definitions.
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Subject
Estimate
Mean travel time to work (minutes)
OCCUPATION
Civilian employed population 16 years and over
Management, business, science, and arts
occupations
Service occupations
Sales and office occupations
Natural resources, construction, and maintenance
occupations
Production, transportation, and material moving
occupations
INDUSTRY
Civilian employed population 16 years and over
Agriculture, forestry, fishing and hunting, and mining
Construction
Manufacturing
Wholesale trade
Retail trade
Transportation and warehousing, and utilities
Information
Finance and insurance, and real estate and rental
and leasing
Professional, scientific, and management, and
administrative and waste management services
Educational services, and health care and social
assistance
Arts, entertainment, and recreation, and
accommodation and food services
Other services, except public administration
Public administration
CLASS OF WORKER
Civilian employed population 16 years and over
Private wage and salary workers
Government workers
Self-employed in own not incorporated business
workers
Unpaid family workers
INCOME AND BENEFITS (IN 2016 INFLATIONADJUSTED DOLLARS)
Total households
Less than $10,000
$10,000 to $14,999
$15,000 to $24,999
$25,000 to $34,999
$35,000 to $49,999
$50,000 to $74,999
$75,000 to $99,999
$100,000 to $149,999
$150,000 to $199,999
$200,000 or more
Median household income (dollars)
Mean household income (dollars)
With earnings
Mean earnings (dollars)
With Social Security
Mean Social Security income (dollars)
With retirement income
Mean retirement income (dollars)
2 of 5

Montrose town, Dane County, Wisconsin
Percent Margin of
Margin of Error
Percent
Error
23.1
+/-2.4
(X)
(X)

600
285

+/-94
+/-46

600
47.5%

(X)
+/-5.2

50
137
81

+/-27
+/-40
+/-37

8.3%
22.8%
13.5%

+/-3.8
+/-5.1
+/-5.5

47

+/-21

7.8%

+/-3.7

600
80

+/-94
+/-31

600
13.3%

(X)
+/-4.6

31
67
15
64
26
9
19

+/-21
+/-18
+/-12
+/-27
+/-17
+/-7
+/-11

5.2%
11.2%
2.5%
10.7%
4.3%
1.5%
3.2%

+/-3.1
+/-3.5
+/-1.9
+/-4.1
+/-2.9
+/-1.2
+/-1.8

65

+/-29

10.8%

+/-4.4

123

+/-28

20.5%

+/-4.2

16

+/-17

2.7%

+/-2.7

37
48

+/-17
+/-27

6.2%
8.0%

+/-2.6
+/-3.8

600
413
119
62

+/-94
+/-69
+/-33
+/-23

600
68.8%
19.8%
10.3%

(X)
+/-5.1
+/-4.1
+/-3.7

6

+/-7

1.0%

+/-1.1

449
15
22
16
43
69
71
48
104
33
28
71,641
96,355

+/-50
+/-9
+/-31
+/-15
+/-22
+/-24
+/-20
+/-16
+/-32
+/-15
+/-15
+/-8,304
+/-15,222

449
3.3%
4.9%
3.6%
9.6%
15.4%
15.8%
10.7%
23.2%
7.3%
6.2%
(X)
(X)

(X)
+/-2.0
+/-6.6
+/-3.2
+/-4.6
+/-5.3
+/-4.3
+/-3.7
+/-6.3
+/-3.4
+/-3.3
(X)
(X)

368
93,224
125
24,548
120
29,477

+/-51
+/-17,048
+/-24
+/-2,535
+/-32
+/-6,006

82.0%
(X)
27.8%
(X)
26.7%
(X)

+/-5.9
(X)
+/-5.5
(X)
+/-6.8
(X)

Page 123

01/16/2018

Subject
Estimate

With Supplemental Security Income
Mean Supplemental Security Income (dollars)
With cash public assistance income
Mean cash public assistance income (dollars)
With Food Stamp/SNAP benefits in the past 12
months
Families
Less than $10,000
$10,000 to $14,999
$15,000 to $24,999
$25,000 to $34,999
$35,000 to $49,999
$50,000 to $74,999
$75,000 to $99,999
$100,000 to $149,999
$150,000 to $199,999
$200,000 or more
Median family income (dollars)
Mean family income (dollars)
Per capita income (dollars)
Nonfamily households
Median nonfamily income (dollars)
Mean nonfamily income (dollars)
Median earnings for workers (dollars)
Median earnings for male full-time, year-round workers
(dollars)
Median earnings for female full-time, year-round
workers (dollars)
HEALTH INSURANCE COVERAGE
Civilian noninstitutionalized population
With health insurance coverage
With private health insurance
With public coverage
No health insurance coverage
Civilian noninstitutionalized population under 18
years
No health insurance coverage
Civilian noninstitutionalized population 18 to 64 years
In labor force:
Employed:
With health insurance coverage
With private health insurance
With public coverage
No health insurance coverage
Unemployed:
With health insurance coverage
With private health insurance
With public coverage
No health insurance coverage
Not in labor force:
With health insurance coverage
With private health insurance

3 of 5

Montrose town, Dane County, Wisconsin
Percent Margin of
Margin of Error
Percent
Error

16
12,700
3
N
19

+/-15
+/-4,557
+/-4
N
+/-16

3.6%
(X)
0.7%
N
4.2%

+/-3.1
(X)
+/-1.0
N
+/-3.5

326
7
19
3
18
38
54
36
90
33
28
91,250
113,170

+/-45
+/-7
+/-31
+/-4
+/-10
+/-19
+/-19
+/-15
+/-31
+/-15
+/-15
+/-21,266
+/-19,218

326
2.1%
5.8%
0.9%
5.5%
11.7%
16.6%
11.0%
27.6%
10.1%
8.6%
(X)
(X)

(X)
+/-2.0
+/-9.0
+/-1.4
+/-3.1
+/-5.9
+/-5.6
+/-4.6
+/-8.0
+/-4.8
+/-4.5
(X)
(X)

40,528

+/-6,074

(X)

(X)

123
36,979
49,236

+/-33
+/-3,926
+/-12,604

123
(X)
(X)

(X)
(X)
(X)

35,705
54,500

+/-3,616
+/-10,139

(X)
(X)

(X)
(X)

37,583

+/-2,256

(X)

(X)

1,073
1,004
859
305
69

+/-142
+/-124
+/-122
+/-56
+/-53

1,073
93.6%
80.1%
28.4%
6.4%

(X)
+/-4.5
+/-6.8
+/-5.4
+/-4.5

206

+/-62

206

(X)

5

+/-6

2.4%

+/-2.9

676

+/-102

676

(X)

566
556
517
479
41
39
10
4
4
0
6
110
91
69

+/-90
+/-90
+/-86
+/-87
+/-21
+/-27
+/-8
+/-5
+/-5
+/-9
+/-6
+/-40
+/-23
+/-20

566
556
93.0%
86.2%
7.4%
7.0%
10
40.0%
40.0%
0.0%
60.0%
110
82.7%
62.7%

(X)
(X)
+/-4.7
+/-5.4
+/-3.9
+/-4.7
(X)
+/-47.0
+/-47.0
+/-68.8
+/-47.0
(X)
+/-23.3
+/-21.8
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Subject
Estimate
With public coverage
No health insurance coverage
PERCENTAGE OF FAMILIES AND PEOPLE WHOSE
INCOME IN THE PAST 12 MONTHS IS BELOW THE
POVERTY LEVEL
All families
With related children of the householder under 18
years
With related children of the householder under 5
years only
Married couple families
With related children of the householder under 18
years
With related children of the householder under 5
years only
Families with female householder, no husband present

Montrose town, Dane County, Wisconsin
Percent Margin of
Margin of Error
Percent
Error
25
+/-16
22.7%
+/-14.2
19
+/-31
17.3%
+/-23.3

(X)
(X)

(X)
(X)

8.0%
18.5%

+/-9.0
+/-20.9

(X)

(X)

0.0%

+/-46.4

(X)
(X)

(X)
(X)

8.5%
20.7%

+/-9.4
+/-22.5

(X)

(X)

0.0%

+/-46.4

(X)

(X)

0.0%

+/-68.8

(X)

(X)

0.0%

+/-68.8

(X)

(X)

-

**

All people
Under 18 years
Related children of the householder under 18 years

(X)
(X)
(X)

(X)
(X)
(X)

7.5%
9.7%
8.8%

+/-6.9
+/-10.1
+/-10.2

Related children of the householder under 5 years

(X)

(X)

0.0%

+/-32.1

Related children of the householder 5 to 17 years

(X)

(X)

11.2%

+/-12.7

(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)

(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)
(X)

7.0%
8.1%
3.1%
7.3%
8.9%

+/-6.3
+/-8.1
+/-3.1
+/-8.1
+/-6.4

With related children of the householder under 18
years
With related children of the householder under 5
years only

18 years and over
18 to 64 years
65 years and over
People in families
Unrelated individuals 15 years and over

Data are based on a sample and are subject to sampling variability. The degree of uncertainty for an estimate arising from sampling variability is
represented through the use of a margin of error. The value shown here is the 90 percent margin of error. The margin of error can be interpreted
roughly as providing a 90 percent probability that the interval defined by the estimate minus the margin of error and the estimate plus the margin of
error (the lower and upper confidence bounds) contains the true value. In addition to sampling variability, the ACS estimates are subject to
nonsampling error (for a discussion of nonsampling variability, see Accuracy of the Data). The effect of nonsampling error is not represented in these
tables.

Employment and unemployment estimates may vary from the official labor force data released by the Bureau of Labor Statistics because of
differences in survey design and data collection. For guidance on differences in employment and unemployment estimates from different sources go
to Labor Force Guidance.
Workers include members of the Armed Forces and civilians who were at work last week.
Occupation codes are 4-digit codes and are based on Standard Occupational Classification 2010.
Industry codes are 4-digit codes and are based on the North American Industry Classification System (NAICS). The Census industry codes for 2013
and later years are based on the 2012 revision of the NAICS. To allow for the creation of 2012-2016 tables, industry data in the multiyear files (20122016) were recoded to 2013 Census industry codes. We recommend using caution when comparing data coded using 2013 Census industry codes
with data coded using Census industry codes prior to 2013. For more information on the Census industry code changes, please visit our website at
https://www.census.gov/people/io/methodology/.

Logical coverage edits applying a rules-based assignment of Medicaid, Medicare and military health coverage were added as of 2009 -- please see
https://www.census.gov/library/working-papers/2010/demo/coverage_edits_final.html for more details. The 2008 data table in American FactFinder
does not incorporate these edits. Therefore, the estimates that appear in these tables are not comparable to the estimates in the 2009 and later
tables. Select geographies of 2008 data comparable to the 2009 and later tables are available at https://www.census.gov/data/tables/timeseries/acs/1-year-re-run-health-insurance.html. The health insurance coverage category names were modified in 2010. See
https://www.census.gov/topics/health/health-insurance/about/glossary.html#par_textimage_18 for a list of the insurance type definitions.
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Property Owner Mailings

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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Division of Transportation System Development
Southwest Region
2101 Wright St
Madison, WI 53704-2583

Scott Walker, Governor
Mark Gottlieb, P.E., Secretary
Internet: www.dot.wisconsin.gov
Telephone: 608-246-3800
Facsimile (FAX): 608-246-7996
E-mail: swr.dtsd@dot.wi.gov

November 11, 2014
BLASER REV TR, HERBERT & LUANE
143 Third Ave.
Belleville, WI 53508

SUBJECT:

Construction Improvements for Highway 69
Project ID
Title
Limits
Highway
County

1693-05-02
New Glarus - Verona
CTH D to Valley Road
STH 69
Dane County

Dear Property Owner or Resident:
The Wisconsin Department of Transportation is in the process of developing plans for a reconstruction project
on STH 69 between New Glarus and Verona. The project is intended to address poor soils underneath the
pavement, narrow roadway and substandard horizontal and vertical curves. The project will involve
reconstructing approximately 8.5 miles of roadway from CTH D in Belleville to Valley Road in Verona. The
current roadway has substandard shoulders widths and slopes. The proposed roadway will have 12 foot
lanes with 8 foot (5 foot paved) shoulders. Work will improve safety and including: grading, paving, curb and
gutter, beam guard, signing, storm sewer, box culverts and the widening an existing bridges over Badger Mill
Creek. New right of way will be purchased along the entire length of the project and a traffic detour will be
utilized during construction. Construction is currently planned for 2019 and public informational meetings will
be held in the future.
In the upcoming months, various surveys will be conducted in the project area so that an assessment can be
made about the project's effect upon the environment. The information obtained from these surveys will be
used when an evaluation is made about the possible improvement for this highway. The information will
provide data on topography, property lines, drainage, wetlands, soils, archaeological sites, historic buildings,
endangered species, etc., which may be located in the area. Some of this work may require crew members
to enter your property to conduct their work or to take photographs of buildings on your land. A crew member
will contact you prior to coming upon your land with an approximate time that these surveys will be performed.
Every effort will be made to cause you as little inconvenience as possible, to perform the work in a timely
manner, and to answer any questions about the work being done. In all cases, the work site areas will be
restored to their previous condition.
We will be happy to answer any questions you may have regarding the proposed project. Please feel free to
contact Mahesh Shrestha or Jim Simpson by mail at WisDOT Southwest Region, 2101 Wright Street,
Madison, WI 53704, by phone or by email listed below.
Sincerely,

Mahesh Shrestha

Jim Simpson

Mahesh Shrestha, P.E.
Project Manager
(608) 245-2674
Mahesh.Shrestha@dot.wi.gov

Jim Simpson, P.E., P.L.S.
Project Leader
(608) 246-5628
Jim.Simpson@dot.wi.gov
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WIS 69 Reconstruction Project - Fall 2016 Update
Dear Stakeholder:
Considerable progress has been made in the design of the Highway 69 reconstruction
project. The DOT project team has been refining the roadway alignment and assessing
potential impacts to safety, right of way needs, and the environment. Numerous meetings
have been held with stakeholders to review the preferred alternative and examine
potential issues on a location-by-location basis. The required archaeological
investigations have also been proceeding and should be completed by the end of 2016.
The current project schedule is as follows:
• Public Involvement Meeting #3 – Spring 2017
• Environmental Document Submittal – Spring 2017
• Plat Approval/Real Estate Acquisition Begins – Summer 2017
• Final Plans – May 2019
• Construction – Spring-Fall 2020
Do you have questions about how this project will impact you or your property? Is
there something unique about your property that the design team needs to be made aware
of? We want to hear from you! Persons with any questions or concerns are encouraged to
contact WisDOT Project Manager Mahesh Shrestha, 2101 Wright Street, Madison, WI
53704; mahesh.shrestha@dot.wi.gov; (608) 245-2674.
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WISDOT SW REGION
2101 WRIGHT STREET
MADISON, WI 53704

BLASER REV TR, HERBERT & LUANE
143 Third Ave.
Belleville, WI 53508

WIS 69 RECONSTRUCTION PROJECT
PROJECT UPDATES
FALL 2016
WEBSITE: http://wisconsindot.gov/Pages/projects/by-region/sw/wis69
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ATTACHMENT L
Public Involvement Meetings

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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Number
--

Comment/Issue
Buses need to turn around in Cul-de-sac. What about tractors?

17

Great Idea

18

Consider small turn off lane on Schaller for traffic heading south. rush hour people lined
right up at your bumber. Have to slow turn quick.

Source
PIM #1
4/13/2015
PIM #1
4/13/2015
PIM #1
4/13/2015

Follow Up
Design standards for town roads will be followed

PIM #1
4/13/2015
PIM #1
4/13/2015
PIM #1
4/13/2015

Alignment will be reanalyzed between 30% and 60%
design
We will look into adding a bypass lane for himsel rd

Thanks
Intersection will meet design standards and also add
a bypass lane for through traffic. Whole area will be
flattened out with less severe of hills.

26

Someone else's sticker.....but due to down hill going south the turn lane needs to be longer
than indicated---clear to the top of the hill
Eliminate Cul-de-sac. Keep Paoli rd a through for E and W but encourage southbound traffic
to go to Paoli to shop as easy as possible
Will there be a passing lane for left turn on Himsel?

27

A lot of good cropland could do something different to disturb less land

28

Paoli rd. - Himsel Rd. that area of paoli rd has a lot of larger farm equipment that needs area
to pull over for on coming traffic. Will there be a passing lane for left turn on Himsel?

PIM #1
4/13/2015

We will look into adding a bypass lane for himsel rd

45

Fence along road to keep from going into pond.

PIM #1
4/13/2015

Will likely propose beamguard in this locsation

46

Semi's go into here rather than go thru town like they do now.

PIM #1
4/13/2015

Intersection will be appropriate for semi traffic. We
will have a bypass lane for through traffic.

47

Visibility issues thru bridge. Driveway accessibility?

PIM #1
4/13/2015

Driveway will be moved

48

Parking or something for cars/trucks for fishing. Now they are on the shoulder and
dangerous.

PIM #1
4/13/2015

Contact Dane County so they are aware of concerns

57

Bike path across @ Paoli This will need to be a highly visible bike crossing due to the straight
incoming and outgoing traffic - bad example at ice age trail and D - Better at ice age and M,
but still dangerous
A and 69 - Please invest more time in options to increase safety at this location. The
sweeping curve leaves people waiting to turn in blind locations.

PIM #1
4/13/2015

There will be advanced warning signs and a highly
visible bike path

PIM #1
4/13/2015

Our improvements are expected to increase safety

Paoli - I'm concerned about semi traffic through this location traveling on CTH PB but
through these intersections. Is the combo of intersections compatible with semi traffic?
Please continue to investigate

PIM #1
4/13/2015

the proposed intersections are compatible with semitraffic

19

58

59
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Alignment will still be assessed but it's current
location improves safety

60

Paoli - I'm concerned about semi traffic through this location traveling on CTH PB but
through these intersections. Is the combo of intersections compatible with semi traffic?
Please continue to investigate
Please eliminate frontage rd for bowling alley. Bowling alley should have access to 69 speed
limit reduced from 45 to 30
Who pays for bike crossing? Gas tax or bike tax? Close Himsel - keep Paoli rd open
Someone else's sticker....
Paoli Rd - There is a new county park just east of this corner - keep the intersection - a lot of
traffic from the west use this access to paoli and on to PB north and east to oregon.

PIM #1
4/13/2015

the proposed intersections are compatible with semitraffic

PIM #1
4/13/2015
PIM #1
4/13/2015

Follow up with Scott Hinkel about access

76

People park along road and go fishing. not safe for anyone.

PIM #1
4/13/2015

Contact Dane County so they are aware of concerns

--

Concerns about big Oak trees near 355+00

improve safety of roadway

--

Rep from Payne and Dolan stated he gave Payne and Dolan's plan's about moving
their quarry to the west side of STH 69 to Jim Romanowski to review.

PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015

--

Is information available online?

PIM #2
4/14/2015

We will put information online in future, coordinate
with Bureau of Information Technology

--

Will snowmobile's also use bike trail at Paoli Cul-de-sac location? There is a snowmobile
group in Paoli
Please check and see if Diane ave entrance/road can be moved to save flag poles and
marque

PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015

contact snowmobile group in Paoli

Concern about high water. some of this is in flood plain. at time the water is high. what
happens in flood times if the bridge is out?
This triangle is partly zoned commercial. Will there be access to this property?
By the
map there is no access to this commercial zoned property.
entrance hard to understand
Mailbox on opposite side of road from our home. 528 St. road 69. would like mailbox
moved to our side - traffic flows pretty fast past our home even though they should be
slowing on the S curve

PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015

Will complete a drainage analysis

PIM #2
4/14/2015

Recommended Coordinattion with USPS

Due to fast traffic coming north - and its down hill into the intersection - There needs to be a
left turn lane so fast traffic can continue north. add street light.

PIM #2
4/14/2015

A bypass will be added

69
75

77

87
88

93

97
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It comes out of transportation improvement funds.
Alignment will be reanalyzed between 30% and 60%
design

Contact Jim Romanowski about plans

If flag pole is impacted they will be compensated
and it can be moved - contact is town clerk

there will be access along Paoli rd, work with town

98

104

With new school going in north up Locust this intersection need much more major
treatment with turn lanes both ways and long ones
Add roundabout at 69 and diane Ave, similar to PB would allow north bound PB to T right
onto 69 and then off north bound to PB by passing paoli and vice versa.
Owner of property (septic system)

PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015

Still proposing new Locust Dr. alignment. Bypass
lane will be added
Roundabout at PB and T intersection at Diane will be
compatible with traffic and semi's
We will avoid his property with improved
Frenchtown Rd and inform property

105

You moved my driveway? I can't afford to have that done.

PIM #2
4/14/2015

106

Are you going to leave my berm alone?

PIM #2
4/14/2015

109

Driveway width needs to be able to accomodate semi turns into buildings or into the field.
24' is not wide enough to make the swing without being in the opposite lane

PIM #2
4/14/2015

Met with property owners on 4/15/15 and agreed
upon new driveway location. State will take care of
costs
Met with property owners on 4/15/15 and
they were told we would likely not impact their
berm
Talk to owner about permit process and state
statutes about driveway width

110
111

Property to west side of highway may be public. county owned. move your sliver to west
rather than into my field.
Field is completely tiled. We may need a culvert under road to address drainage issues

PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015

alignment will be reanalyzed between 30% and 60%
design - contact the property owner
Make sure culvert pipe is installed correctly(See
number 150) - contact property owner

113

24 ft wide - not wide enough to swing a semi in

117

Concerned about water runoff. Right now the water from the road runs out of berm and
flows onto my property and floods my prairie. I would like to make sure there is a proper
berm.
Concerned with the flow of water through bridge. At time it is like a big river going through
and under road.

PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015

Talk to owner about permit process and state
statutes about driveway width
Full drainage analysis will be done by Graef and
reviewed during design

PIM #2
4/14/2015

Will complete a drainage analysis

99

118

119

Snowmobile trail travels through paoli across Diane Ave and North. I will mark at 119 and
120 markers

PIM #2
4/14/2015

We will get in contact with snowmobile group Belleville Sno Cats 608-838-3239

120

Snowmobile trail travels through paoli across Diane Ave and North. I will mark at 119 and
120 markers

PIM #2
4/14/2015

We will get in contact with snowmobile group Belleville Sno Cats 608-838-3239

121

Road will be kept? Will the old road be kept? We will need field entrances
like comments back

PIM #2
4/14/2015

Check with similar projects about how much topsoil
placed in old road bed in agricultural areas, will work
with property owner about field entrance locations

122

Drainage - how do you plan to drain the area btwn the old road and the new road? We
would like comments back

PIM #2
4/14/2015

We will take a closer look at this area during future
design

We would
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123

125

Land-We will lose some of our best farm land. Will this land be purchased? For what price?
Do we have any alternative options? We would like comments back. We will need field
entrances
Land-How many feet will the new road be from the old road at the furthest point? We
would like comments back. We will need field entrances
North End Road acts as a dike in flood

126

Tile main outlet to ditch in this area

127

old bridge was removed and culvert was installed in V bottom with restricted water flow

128

Field entrance

129

Himsel Road is a very narrow road. Too much traffic comes from the west on Paoli rd. It is a
blind intersection. Keep Paoli rd open. You will have bikes coming up Paoli rd and traffic
turning in front of them to go down Himsel rd. Fix angle on Paoli rd and 69

130

I hate roundabouts. Too dangerous on a state highway.

150
151

Drain tile/field flooding culvert under road [Newly repaired drain tile and drainage issues
including culvert pipe undersized/too high]
Semi Access, Harvest Access?

152

Semi access?

157

Lay out of land for drive way top of driveway

173

Stop in - we need to talk about my needs

174

Stop in - we need to talk about my needs

175

Stop in - we need to talk about my needs

176

Stop in - we need to talk about my needs

187

Don't stop the road

188

Take county land to east not farm land west

124

Fatalities along this stretch were because of stupidity of the drivers
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PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015

PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015

Will work with property owner about field entrance
locations. Property owner to work with real estate
group
approximately 400 feet and we eplained it to the
property owner at the PIM
drainage analysis in near future
Coordinate with property owner about drain tile
drainage analysis in near future
Will talk with property owner about location of field
entrance
Himsel road would be improved, Only one conflict
point with vehicles instead of 2 currently.

Proposed roundabout enhances safety and lessens
severity of crashes
Make sure culvert pipe is installed correctly
talk to him about driveway width in the state
statutes.
Himsel intersection will accommodate semi's
Will work with property owner about layout of his
driveway
We will contact and meet him
We will contact and meet him
We will contact and meet him
We will contact and meet him
Alignment will be reanalyzed between 30% and 60%
design
Alignment will be reanalyzed between 30% and 60%
design. Continue coordination with county

197

--

If you do cul-de-sac Paoli Rd please do keep some part of access across 69 for the bikes. this
is a HUGE/heavily used bike route and should remain so. I do live on paoli rd and I guess I
don't have a strong opinion on which of the options you go with for car access to paoli rd as
long as you keep bike access.

PIM #2
4/14/2015

We plan on keeping a bike crossing

Proposed impacts to Zwingli United Church-Christ includes land acquisition and likely
PIM #2
removal of the "trinity" tree.
4/14/2015
Concerned about the amount of land being acquired and the potential affects to the storm
PIM #2
water/flooding. Others noted Lester as a good contact for the history of the area including
4/14/2015
storm water concerns.
Thought the day traffic was counted was a low volume day. Semi's will use the Locus Drive
PIM #2
intersection regularly (a least twice a week). His septic is in his front yard and wants to
4/14/2015
and
make sure the intersection improvements does not effect it. Wants to save as many of his
a
Previous
trees as possible. Is concerned about increasing traffic on Locus due to subdivisions and
Phone
proposed school. Would like Locus further from his home to increase radii and safety. His
Conversation
mailbox gets hit quite often. STH 69 and Sunset Drive will be overtopped during large storm
events. The highest he has seen the storm water is 6 feet (horizontally) from his home (the
same elevation as the break between asphalt and concrete in his driveway. Oak Grove Road
serves one residence. The town has an ordinance that if he was to purchase that property
Oak Grove Road would change from a public road to a driveway that he would be
responsible for the maintenance.

Contact church at CTH PB and STH 69

--

A recent land sale near Payne and Dolan's property was $10350/acre.

Relay information to Real Estate Agent.

--

17

Engineer from Strand and Associates, Inc. (608-251-4843) introduced himself as the
design engineer for the CTH 'PB' structure in Paoli. Currently the construction year for
that structure is 2018.
Align the field entrance south of this comment to be directly across from Oak Grove Road.

PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015

Will be done.

--

Does not like round abouts.

--

Would like Paoli road to continue as a through movement. Disagrees that the curves need
to be as large as we showed in the slideshow. Mentioned a project in Portage that has
smaller radii.

PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015
PIM #2
4/14/2015

--

Flooding was mentioned as a concern throughout the corridor by many individuals.

PIM #2
4/14/2015

Will complete a drainage analysis

--

--
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contact property owner about their farmland
at CTH PB and STH 69
Continued coordination with property owner

Continued coordination to avoid constructing in the
same year.

Proposed roundabout enhances safety and lessens
severity of crashes
I looked to find the mentioned Portage project. I
believe it is 6130-00-75 with 200' radii curves on the
side road approaching a stop condition.

Comment

WisDOT Response (4/21/16)

Concern with runoff from new curbed section in Belleville.
Want to make sure sediment runoff is addressed as the
village spent lots of money to dredge the lake

Follow BMPs to avoid sediment from runoff into the lake

Add bike access from Morehead cul‐de‐sac to Hwy 69

Propose not to add bike path due to safety concerns with the
curves in that area and viable alternative access at
Frenchtown. Not anticpated to have much bike traffic anyway

Septic system
Larger culvert on 69 on Sorenson land. Heavy rains have
made a lake behind Gatke land
Bikes crossing 69 from bike trail going west to new county
park. Bikes coming east from new county park going on Henry
Rd to bike trail

Aware of septic location, it is being avoided in design
Verify that culvert size can handle flows and prevent flooding
Check with Dane County about plans for park land, then
determine need for bike accommodations

Concerns about drain tile that exits near highway at Basco
which drains the whole system

Already discussed this issue with property owner at his
property. Will keep in contact with him moving forward
throughout design.

Driveway location may not suit us ‐ to be determined. Have
real concern on distance east of existing roadbed ‐ can live
with 1/2 that to straighten curve ‐ ok for safety ‐ but feel your
design is way beyond necessary for highway safety

Will follow up with property owner about his preference on
the driveway location. Complaints about alignment have
been discussed, this alignment is necessary to avoid the
historical trees and improve the safety of the curve

Field access?

Will follow up with Sarbacker to determine where he wants
the field access

Concern about draining of field once new road is in. It's in
front of the houses, but will affect the drainage of the field

Design team will evaluate drainage in the areas of the
obliterated roadway

CTH PB is also known as Diane Ave. In other words, CTH PB
has two intersections with STH 69. PB/Diane Ave will need to Will evaluate Diane Ave to make sure it accommodate truck
accommodate truck traffic. Prefer design review at several
traffic. Will invite Pam Dunphy to review meetings.
stages (30%/60%/90%) to review CTH intersections
Roundabout access to small piece of land west of
roundabout?
Commercial property north of 69, south of east side of Paoli
Rd
Access from Paoli Rd into field
Access into pasture?
Can we make upper end of Himsel Rd wider

Will have to verify that there is access to the field on this
parcel
Will add driveway to plans.
Verify what is access is existing, follow up with access, then
add access if necessary
Will check how wide Paoli Rd is and make sure Himsel is at
least that wide
Verify where the oak trees are, check if they can avoided. Will
be following up with him.

Save large red oak
Access to ditch for maintenance
Possible culvert to relieve water backed up by road. Possibly
move field access, soft south of my property.
Existing field entrances is not currently on the map. Please
add it back

Recommend to just acquire that parcel

DOT will own whatever is needed to maintain drainage, which
will most likely be the entire ditch. Will be following up with
him.
Verfiy that drainage (culvert and ditch) will handle that flow
and hopefully relieve backed up water. Will follow up with
him about field access location
Will add a field entrance to plan
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Would like to talk to someone about ditching south of Valley
Rd

Will look into asbuilts for the last project in that area to see if
a problem was created. Then possibly do something to
correct it. Will follow with him once a decision is made
Based on survey of Locust Dr property, would like to
modify design in that area to avoid large tree
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2017 Comments

Reponse

At STA 266+00 please create a T into our lane (square up field
entrances)
Adjusted field entrances
Changes do not address increased traffic flow through Paoli
and impact on businesses and residences.
Met with property owner

Growth in are is going to increase the already busy traffic flow
through Paoli on Diane Ave and PB through town. It is already
a danger to increased pedestrian and bike traffic in the town.
Proposed changes don't address this and make it easier to clog
Paoli. DOT should assess noise and danger impact if that
growth and increased speed coming off roundabout into a
pedestrian area with no sidewalks. Roads through Paoli not set
up to handle the heavy truck and auto traffic. Businesses in
town currently require foot traffic to cross PB. Has DOT
assessed this impact in the design
Met with property owner
Will blacktop on Little Lakes Rd be done? Private maintenance
of road per CSM
Will only pave to end of radii
Guardrail by driveway not practical due to plowing snow
Not enough road left by the pond to allow for 20 ft clearance
from center
Driveway is already all ice at the bottom
Last time road was worked on it eroded in front of our land,
wrecking the road and running into our pond that we spent
$16,000 to dredge only to have it fill in again on that side

Met with property owner
Met with property owner
Met with property owner

Met with property owner

Give us enough notice to get flower/bulbs removed. Last time
they just dug them all up into the roadway project.
Will notify owner before removal
Power and phone lines underground on other side
Utilities noted
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ATTACHMENT M
Boning Farm and Archaeology Site Property Owner
Correspondence

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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WisDOT - DTSD - Southwest Region
Project Development Section – Central Unit
Phone: (608) 246-3800
Fax: (608) 246-7996
TDD: (608) 246-5385

Madison Office
2101 Wright Street
Madison, Wisconsin 53704-2583

Phone Conversation Record
Person:

John Zimmerman

Project:

1693-05-02, STH 69

Company:

N/A

Subject:

Storm Water Concern

Phone No.:

608-576-9696

Recorded by:

Jim Simpson

Date/Time:

June 17, 2014, 5:00 PM

Placed Call,

Received Call or

Left Message

John talked with Pat Gavinski when he was
inspecting culverts. John asked that we call him to
discuss his concerns.
John is concerned that the rainwater from STH 69
sheet flows from the roadway onto his driveway
and continues into his cow yard. John reported that
other individuals have been concerned that runoff
from his cow yard may be flowing into the Sugar
River. Those individuals have been concerned
enough to contact the DNR. He would like the
roadway’s stormwater to continue south in the
right-of-way before heading west toward the Sugar
River (therefore bypassing the cow yard). I told him
the 2019 reconstruction project would be
evaluating different alignment and vertical
alternatives. Furthermore I believed that the 2019
project would likely address his stormwater
concerns.
John was not yet aware of the 2014 rehab project happen soon. John is interested in receiving
some of the millings from the 2014 project. I informed John that the contractor has not yet
been selected but I would let the Project Manger know.
Jim Simpson

Page 1 of 1
P:\state\STH_069\1693-05-02_valleyrd\Drainage\20140617 Phone Record Zimmerman.doc
6/25/2014, 10:07 AM
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Shrestha, Mahesh - DOT
Gavinski, Patrick - DOT
Groh, Brad - DOT; Maternoski, Jordan - DOT; Krueger, Mariah - DOT
RE: 1693-05-02 (STH 69)
Monday, March 07, 2016 8:58:41 AM

Goodmorning Pat,
Thanks for your information. Someone from design team will contact him soon.
_____________________________________________
From: Gavinski, Patrick - DOT
Sent: Monday, March 07, 2016 7:06 AM
To: Shrestha, Mahesh - DOT <Mahesh.Shrestha@dot.wi.gov>
Subject: 1693-05-02STH 69
Morning Mahesh,
I met with property owner John Zimmerman to go over soil boring locations. While talking
with him he has concerns over the alignment south of Paoli. On his lower field (station
225+00 area) he has a large drain tile system that he is concerned about damaging during
construction. Mr. Zimmerman would like someone from the design to contact him.
Thanks
Pat
Pat Gavinski, P.E.
Soils & Materials Engineer
WisDOT - SW Region Madison
(608)-516-6469
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:

Dickerson, Kent E - WHS
Taylor, Brian F - DOT; "Emily Pettis"; Sebastian Renfield; Reckner, Paul E - WHS; Schultz, Brad J - DOT; Groh, Brad - DOT; Shrestha, Mahesh - DOT; Fandrich, John P - DOT
Hamilton, Kelly E - WHS; Becker, James - DOT; Cloud, Lynn - DOT
RE: 1693-05-02 - April 29 Meeting with Zimmerman"s
Thursday, May 05, 2016 11:15:52 AM

WisDOT ID: 1639-05-00
STH 69: CTH D to Valley Rd.
Dane County
MAP# 15-5007
Brian,
Please review MAP’s comments and additions below. Kent
Kent E. Dickerson
Archaeological Field Coordinator
Museum Archaeology Program
Wisconsin Historical Society
816 State Street
Madison, WI 53706-1462
Phone: 608-221-5904 (M, W & F) or 608-264-6562 (T & Th)
FAX: 608-221-5902
E-mail: kent.dickerson@wisconsinhistory.org
Web Site: www.wisconsinhistory.org

Collecting, Preserving and Sharing Stories Since 1846

______________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________________
From: Taylor, Brian F - DOT
Sent: Tuesday, May 3, 2016 1:09 PM
To: 'Emily Pettis'; Sebastian Renfield; Reckner, Paul E - WHS; Schultz, Brad J - DOT; Groh, Brad - DOT; Shrestha, Mahesh - DOT; Fandrich, John P - DOT
Cc: Dickerson, Kent E - WHS; Hamilton, Kelly E - WHS
Subject: 1693-05-02 - April 29 Meeting with Zimmerman's

Good Morning !

First I want to thank those that attended the meeting with the Zimmerman’s last Friday April 29th. Everyone did a fantastic job of explaining each issue to John and Carol. I am going to
summarize the meeting and action items, if I missed anything please make your comments in RED.

Paul Reckner – WisDOT Archeologist:
Paul had a number of artifacts recovered during the Phase I survey in the front yard of the Zimmerman’s home and he spent time explaining several of the artifacts and the
history of the area. Since they were recovered on their property, Paul offered the artifacts to them. From what I understand they did not take them. Zimmermans did decide to have
one artifact from the Phase I investigation returned to them, and also wished to examine any other artifacts that might be found in Phase II work before deciding whether or not they
would retain ownership.

·

Phase II field access was discussed with John Zimmerman and he informed us that unless MAP can get in and get what they need to complete before May 15 or earlier that we
would not be able to access the land until the corn (should be SOYBEAN) crop is harvested in mid to late October. Paul responded that the schedule will not work for MAP.
(Zimmerman is planning to apply a pre-planting pesticide spray no later than May 7, and it was determined that the extent of the required Phase II excavations in the ag field portion of
the site could not be staged and completed around this planned pesticide application and still guarantee the land owner that they would be completed and backfilled by the May 15
planting date in order not to impede his schedule.)

·

In an effort to keep archeology on schedule I mentioned the process/procedure of Crop Damage compensation. His initial response was that he is not interested. However, I
asked him if he would at least be willing to review our compensation proposal, which he stated he would be willing to review and consider it. I told him that our real estate specialist,
John Fandrich is getting some additional information on crop prices and will then put together a crop compensation proposal that John will present to them hopefully by the end of the
month of May. Paul agreed to provide a tentative plan map of the ag field excavation areas overlaid on the current WisDOT design alternative so Zimmermans could better visualize the
proposed work area and potential impact to the crop.

·

The possibility of completing Phase II excavations (hand dug - no heavy equipment) in those portions of the site outside of the Zimmerman's ag field prior to the Oct.
excavations within the ag field area was discussed. These areas include the Zimmerman's yard and a strip of lawn between the ag field and STH 69. Zimmermans were not enthusiastic
about allowing hand excavation of Test Units in the portion of the site within their residential yard area. They did not explicitly refuse, however.  Given the necessary delay with the ag
field portion of the site, Paul invited the ZImmermans to observe the Phase II hand excavations at their neighbor's property (Sarbacker/Rocky Ridge site [47DA1497]), planned for lateMay, so they could better visualized the impact this type of work would have on their yard.

·

John Zimmerman did voice his displeasure with the number of holes in his yard following the Phase I survey and mentioned that the tire of his mower went into a couple of
them. Paul promised to follow-up on that.

·

With the addition of the Zimmerman property, there are now five sites where the schedule of the Phase II evaluations may have to be postponed until after harvest or will require
compensation from WisDOT:
1. Sarbacker property/Rocky Ridge site (47DA1497); only a portion of the site is in ag field, probably corn - will require compensation or delay fieldwork 'til Sept. or Oct.
2. Schaller property/Schaller site (47DA1090); mixed crops - part will be harvested by July, other parts - hay and corn - will require compensation and/or delay fieldwork 'til Sept. or Oct.
3. Miller property/Millers Corner (47DA1091); winter wheat to by harvested late July - compensation or delay till harvest.
4. Sorenson property/Marty site (47DA1096); alfalfa – compensation.
5. Zimmerman property/Zimmerman site (47DA1503); only a portion of the site is in corn - will require compensation or delay fieldwork 'til Sept. or Oct.
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WisDOT is currently working on a compensation plan and Brian will inform MAP when the plan has been finalized. MAP will then contact these land owners again and raise the
possibility of crop damage payment. WisDOT's John Fandrich will negotiate the final arrangements.

Emily Pettis/Sebastian Renfield – WisDOT Architectural Historians
Sebastian described the architectural significance of the property and the reasoning for the delineation of the historical boundary that included the row of trees along the
highway. Mr. Zimmerman, did at one point, inquire about if the trees were removed if it would change the historical boundary. We quickly informed him that removing anything would
not affect the out-come of the boundary.

·

Emily informed them that since the property is eligible for the historical registry that WisDOT has to either avoid, minimize or mitigate the impacts to the property. Even
though the roadway is moving away from their property, WisDOT is having an adverse effect on the property as the original road by their house and within the historic boundary will no
longer be used. Therefore, WisDOT has to mitigate for those adverse impacts. The mitigation efforts that were discussed:

·

Final disposition of the road – the Zimmerman’s were informed that WisDOT will work with them on what they want with the section of road that will remain following
construction. Several options were discussed.

·

·

Historic nomination of the property

Emily informed the Zimmerman’s that as part of the mitigation for the impacts to the property, WisDOT would pay to have the property nominated for the National Registry of
Historic Places. The upside is that if you work with Architectural Historians when wanting to do improvements to the property or buildings on it you are eligible for tax credits.

·

Emily cleared up common misconceptions that being on the registry means you can’t do what you want to do to your property and the buildings on it. Emily explained that as a
property owner that has a property on the registry you can do whatever you want to the property. The setback is you would not be eligible for tax credits.

·

The Zimmerman’s appeared to be a bit overwhelmed with all the information and I recommended that Emily author a write-up explaining all this to the Zimmerman’s so they
have time to read and understand it to make a decision. They also stated they need to discuss between them what they want the final disposition of the road to be.

·

Brad Schultz/Brad Groh/Mahesh Shrestha – WisDOT Stormwater Engineer/WisDOT Consultant PM/WisDOT PM
I explained to the team that during the last PIM, John and Carol approached me regarding their concerns and more specifically John’s concerns about drainage on the northeast
corner of his property that he said has voiced his concerns to several WisDOT and county representatives. I informed him of the importance of PIMs and working with the property
owners to address their concerns. I stated that WisDOT makes every effort to alleviate the issue at hand but in the end we cannot meet 100% satisfaction and that working out these
issues is a bit of give and take and cooperation.

·

Brad displayed the hydraulic analysis report and discussions took place to the location of planned culverts as it relates to drainage at the property and drain tile that John had
installed to assist in draining a portion of his field that was routinely flooded.

·

Brad G./Mahesh S. informed Mr. Zimmerman that they have obtained the drain tile plans from his contractor and will be working with them to ensure the location. In addition,
WisDOT survey crews have already shot the elevation of the outlet of one of his tiles.

·

·

Following discussion in the house, Mr. Zimmerman, Brad S, Brad G and Mahesh talked in length at the source of his drainage issue and discussed options to address the issue.

Kent/Kelly/Paul
Please respond to a worst case scenario if the four properties cannot be accessed before the fall harvest. If these cannot be completed until the fall, will MAP still be able to
produce a Phase II report by March 2017. MAP will proceed with preparation of the technical report, compiling the Phase I survey results and as much of the Phase II data as possible.
Once the delayed Phase IIs have been completed at the sites outlined above, that data will be incorporated into the report. It is still MAP’s intent to submit the completed technical
report by March 2017.

·

I think that is it. Sorry for the marathon email, again feel free to add/delete or correct anything.

Thank You !

Bran
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Emily Pettis
Taylor, Brian F - DOT
Sebastian Renfield
WisDOT ID 1693-05-02, STH 69, Zimmerman Letter re: National Register Nomination
Friday, May 06, 2016 12:14:38 PM
160506A.PDF

Good afternoon Brian,
Here is the draft letter to the Zimmerman’s regarding the National Register listing. Please review and
let me know if you have questions or comments. We’ll then get a hardcopy out in the mail.
Thanks and have a nice weekend,
Emily
Emily Pettis | Department Manager, Cultural Resources
Mead & Hunt | 2440 Deming Way | Middleton, WI 53562-1562
Direct: 608-443-0406 | Mobile: 608-279-0358 | Main: 608-273-6380
emily.pettis@meadhunt.com | www.meadhunt.com
This email, including any attachments, is intended only for the use of the recipient(s) and may contain privileged and confidential information, including information
protected under the HIPAA privacy rules. Any unauthorized review, disclosure, copying, distribution or use is prohibited. If you received this email by mistake, please
notify us by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original message.
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May 6, 2016

John and Carol Zimmerman
1227 State Highway 69
Belleville, WI 53508
Subject:

WisDOT ID: 1639-05-00
State Trunk Highway (STH) 69: County Trunk Highway (CTH) D to Valley Road
Dane County

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Zimmerman:
Thank you for meeting with us recently to discuss the STH 69 project and its potential impact on your
property. As we discussed, one of the ways the Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT)
proposes to mitigate the adverse effects to your property is to nominate it for listing in the National
Register of Historic Places (National Register). As a follow-up, I wanted to provide some information on
what the National Register is and how it might benefit you.
The National Register is a program created to honor properties that are significant for their role in
national, state, and local history. Buildings may be significant for their association with important events
or people, or as examples of a particular type of building or style of architecture. Listing in the National
Register is primarily honorific, and is simply a formal recognition that your home is important in its own
way to the story of America’s history.
If your home is listed in the National Register, you would not be under obligation to maintain the property,
and could make changes to the house, outbuildings (including removing them), and landscape if you
wish. You are also not required to make your property accessible to the public for viewing or any other
purpose. You would be entitled to display the plaque found on many National Register-listed buildings,
but you are not required to do so.
As owners of a listed property, you would be eligible for state tax credits for restoration and rehabilitation
projects. The tax credit program returns 25 percent of the amount spent on work in the form of a state
income tax credit. In order to receive the tax credit, you would need to coordinate with the Wisconsin
Historical Society to make sure that your project would not diminish the qualities that make the house
significant. However, if you do not wish to receive the tax credit, you are not required to consult with the
Historical Society before renovating or restoring the property.

\\corp.meadhunt.com\sharedfolders\entp\3230900\156736.01\CORR\final\160506A.docx
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John and Carol Zimmerman
May 6, 2016
Page 2
For more information on the National Register program, contact Peggy Veregin at the Wisconsin
Historical Society by phone at 608-264-6501 or by email at peggy.veregin@wisconsinhistory.org.
For more information on the state tax credit program, contact Jen Davel at the Wisconsin Historical
Society by phone at 608-264-6490 or by email at jen.davel@wisconsinhistory.org.
Please do not hesitate to contact me if you have any comments or questions. I can be reached by phone
at 608-443-0404 or by email at sebastian.renfield@meadhunt.com. We will reach out to you in the
coming months to further disuss your thoughts on pursuing a National Regsiter Nomination.
Sincerely,
MEAD & HUNT, Inc.

Sebastian Renfield
Cultural Resources
cc: Brian Taylor, WisDOT SW Region

\\corp.meadhunt.com\sharedfolders\entp\3230900\156736.01\CORR\final\160506A.docx
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Division of Transportation System
Development
Southwest Region
2101 Wright St
Madison, WI 53704-2583

Scott Walker, Governor
Mark Gottlieb, P.E., Secretary
Internet: www.dot.wisconsin.gov
Telephone: 608-246-3800
Facsimile (FAX): 608-246-7996
E-mail: swr.dtsd@dot.wi.gov

May 19, 2016

Mr. and Mrs. John Zimmerman
1227 State Highway 69
Belleville, WI 53508
SUBJECT:

April 29, 2016 Meeting and Crop Compensation Discussion
Project ID
Title
Limits
Highway
County

1693-05-02
New Glarus - Verona
CTH D to Valley Road
STH 69
Dane County

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Zimmerman:
On April 29, 2016, the staff of Wisconsin Department of Transportation WisDOT and contractors met at
your home to explain certain aspects of the environmental process as it relates to the impacts the
above referenced project will have on your property and adjacent agricultural lands. Those members of
WisDOT and their contractors were as follows:
Mahesh Shrestha – WisDOT Project Manager
Brad Groh – JT Engineers (WisDOT Consultant)/Project Team Lead
Brad Schultz – WisDOT Stormwater and Erosion Control Engineer
Brian Taylor – WisDOT Environmental Coordinator
Paul Reckner – MAP (WisDOT consultant) - Lead Archaeologist
Emily Pettis – Mead and Hunt (WisDOT consultant) – Lead Architectural Historian
Sebastian Renfield – Mead and Hunt (WisDOT consultant) - Architectural Historian
The purpose of the meeting was to explain the environmental process as it relates to current and future
archaeology surveys, the architectural historic significance of the property and discuss your concerns of
current and proposed stormwater drainage patterns at the southern end of the property. Mr. Paul
Reckner, MAP, was first to explain the archaeological process and what additional work needs to be
completed.
Mr. Reckner explained past archaeological survey work, showed some of the findings and explained
the additional work that needs to be completed on your agricultural land to the west in order to assess
the potential impacts, if any, the preferred alternative roadway would have on archaeological resources
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that possibly exist there. To ensure crop damage does not occur during these surveys, WisDOT
coordinates planting and harvesting schedules with you the property owner, in which you stated you
informed WisDOT that access to the agricultural land would be allowed following the fall harvest.
During that access discussion, Brian Taylor WisDOT Environmental Coordinator, inquired if you would
entertain allowing access while crops were present and being compensated for that crop loss in order
to finish up the archaeological surveys in a timely basis.
While not initially interested in crop loss compensation, you stated that you would at least allow us to
send that information to you and possibly discuss it.
On May 16, 2016, Brian Taylor WisDOT Environmental Coordinator contacted you to schedule a
meeting with you and WisDOT Real Estate staff to discuss the crop compensation prices. You
repeated that you had informed WisDOT that we would be allowed access in the fall. However, Mr.
Taylor recalled the conversation that you would at least allow us to discuss it with you. Unfortunately
you informed Mr. Taylor you did not have the time to discuss or schedule a meeting and to contact you
in a week or so.
In anticipation to Mr. Taylor’s follow-up, WisDOT would like to provide you an advance copy of the
Current Commodity Crop Market Values as determined by the Dane County UW-Extension Crops and
Soils.
If after reviewing this document and conversations with Mr. Taylor you remain uninterested, WisDOT
will schedule the archaeological surveys following the fall harvest.
According to Mr. Taylor, you are unhappy regarding the lack information that was promised and feel
that WisDOT has not been truthful with what you and other property owners have been told about the
project. WisDOT makes every effort to ensure the public receives the most accurate information about
a project and directly coordinate with affected property owners. I apologize if you have not received the
information WisDOT had promised. In reference to that information, a letter explaining the architectural
historic significance, what that means and how that benefits you was sent on May 9, 2016. If you still
have not received that information, please contact me.
Please feel free to contact me by mail at WisDOT Southwest Region, 2101 Wright Street, Madison, WI
53704, by phone or by email listed below.
Sincerely,

Mahesh Shrestha
Mahesh Shrestha, P.E.
Project Manager
(608) 245-2674
Mahesh.Shrestha@dot.wi.gov
Enclosure: Dane County – UW Extension Current Commodity Crop Market Values
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Zimmerman letter re: access to Zimmerman (47DA1503) site – 10/25/2016

John and Carol Zimmerman
1227 State Highway 69
Belleville, WI 53508
Dear Mr. and Mrs. Zimmerman
On behalf of the Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT) State Highway 69 Project
Management Team, I would like to thank you for working with staff from the Wisconsin Historical
Society – Museum Archaeology Program (WHS-MAP) to work out an acceptable plan for completing
required archaeological testing at your property near Paoli, Wisconsin.
The WHS-MAP archaeological survey is one of the many statutory requirements of the construction
planning process for the STH 69 project. The work must be completed in a timely fashion in order to
satisfy these requirements and move the project approval process forward. Although our project
timeline for completing this work is challenging, neither we nor WHS-MAP wish to disrupt your farming
schedule. We understand that, in conversation with Paul Reckner of WHS-MAP, you have agreed to
allow WHS-MAP to conduct their excavations in the agricultural field east of your residence. This letter
is meant to confirm that conversation and to provide you with information on the scope of work and the
plan for restoring the area around the excavations once work is completed.
An aerial plan map of WHS-MAP’s proposed excavations is enclosed for your reference. The only areas
that will be subject to archaeological testing fall within the current preferred alternative for the STH 69
project. This area would be disturbed by the construction process, and thus must be checked for the
presence of archaeological material prior to finalizing the proposed route. A WisDOT surveyor will be
marking out the proposed corridor to ensure that the area disturbed by excavation will be a small as
possible. The excavations blocks indicated on the plan map will be stripped of topsoil (roughly 1-1.5 ft in
depth) using a small tracked backhoe. All topsoil will be stockpiled on site, and will be used to refill the
trenches once the archaeological work is completed. The excavation areas will be restored to their
original grade and appearance, and any rocks or other debris brought to the surface by the
archaeological work will be removed. If you wish to have the areas replanted with a cover crop, that will
also be done.
As Paul Reckner (WHS-MAP) discussed with you previously, all artifacts and samples recovered from the
property will remain yours. Once the project is complete, WHS-MAP will make available to you any
collections from the site, which you can choose to retain or donate to the WHS Museum.
WHS-MAP plans to begin work on Mon., November 1. The work will be completed within two weeks of
that date, excepting inclement weather or other unanticipated delays. Enclosed are two copies of a land
access and sample collection permission form from the WHS-MAP. Please sign one copy and return via
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then enclosed envelope to WHS-MAP, or provide to the WHS-MAP staff while they are on site in the
coming weeks. Please feel free to contact me if you have any other questions or concerns about the
work that WHS-MAP will be conducting on our behalf at your property near Paoli. If there is any way
that we can make this work more convenient for you, please let me know. Again, thank you for helping
WisDOT and WHS-MAP to complete this required work as part of the project planning process. We
greatly appreciate your patience and assistance.

Kind regards,

Mahesh Shrestha
Mahesh Shrestha, P.E.
608-245-2674
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EXISTING STH 69

PC: 248+48.47

PROPOSED STH 69

240

242

244

246

254
252

248

250

AREAS IN SOYBEAN FIELD WHERE TOPSOIL/PLOW ZONE WILL BE MECHANICALLY STRIPPED
ARCHAEOLOGICAL SITE BOUNDARY

PROJECT NO:
FILE NAME :

1693-05-72

HWY: STH 69

N:\PDS\C3D\16930502\SHEETSPLAN\ZIMMERMAN SITE EXHIBIT\ZIMMERMAN ARCH SITE EXHIBIT.DWG
LAYOUT NAME - Plan 1 IN 100 FT

COUNTY: DANE

ZIMMERMAN SITE ARCH SURVEY PHASE II PLAN
PLOT DATE :

10/25/2016 11:18 AM

PLOT BY :

GROH, BRAD

PLOT NAME :

SHEET
PLOT SCALE :

###########

E
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Sebastian Renfield
Taylor, Brian F - DOT
Emily Pettis
Letter to Zimmermans
Tuesday, November 01, 2016 9:28:58 AM
DOC938.pdf

Brian,
I just wanted to let you know that we re-sent the letter to the Zimmermans explaining the National
Register listing process, what it means for property owners, and how the tax credit works. It was
sent via certified mail and Mr. Zimmerman signed for it on October 28th (see attached).
Best,
Sebastian Renfield | Cultural Resources Specialist
Mead & Hunt | 2440 Deming Way | Middleton, WI 53562-1562

Direct: 608-443-0404
sebastian.renfield@meadhunt.com| meadhunt.com
This email, including any attachments, is intended only for the use of the recipient(s) and may contain privileged and confidential information, including information
protected under the HIPAA privacy rules. Any unauthorized review, disclosure, copying, distribution or use is prohibited. If you received this email by mistake, please
notify us by reply e-mail and destroy all copies of the original message.
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ATTACHMENT N
Traffic Forecast Report

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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Developed by: Kim Tran
Phone: (608) 264-7265
FAX #: (608) 267-0294
E-Mail: kim.tran@dot.wi.gov

Region/COUNTY(IES): SW-Madison / Dane
LOCATION: CTH D to Valley Road
COMPLETED: 10-16-14

WisDOT TRAFFIC FORECAST REPORT
PROJECT ID(S): 1693-05-02
ROUTE(S): STH 69

Traffic Forecasting Section; Bureau of Planning and Economic Development; Division of Transportation Investment Management

N

131563
+5800+
(6700)
[7600]
8450

131610
-4600(5000)
[5600]
6200

130443
*3500*
(4400)
[5500]
6500

130441
-7800(8400)
[9200]
10000

130444
-5600(6300)
[7300]
8300

130445
+6000+
(6800)
[7500]
8300
130486
+920+
(1100)
[1200]
1300

130484
+490+
(550)
[610]
670

-000- 2012 Count
*000* 2010 Count
+000+ 2009 Count
Trucks
AADTT
2D
3AX
2S1+2S2
3-S2
DBL-BTM
Total %

131563
320
1.8
1.4
0.9
1.2
0.2
5.5%

(000) 2019 AADT
[000] 2029 AADT
000 2039 AADT

130485
-5700(6400)
[7400]
8400

130478
+5300+
(6200)
[7100]
8100

130523
+2600+
(3000)
[3500]
3900

Site IDs are Colored, Bolded, and Underlined
Design Values (%)
131563
Site(s)
STH 69
Route(s)
8450
Volume(s)
Site Growth %
1.51%
K250
9.3
K100
10.0
K30
10.7
P
12.4
D(Dsgn. Hr.)
60/40
T(DHV)
4.6
T(PHV)
2.5

131612
-3900(4100)
[4400]
4650

NOTES ON THE FORECAST:

MORE NOTES ON THE FORECAST:

1. Truck classification percentages were taken from a
table representative of similar facilities and locations
throughout the state of Wisconsin.

3. USH 69 is a Factor Group IV (Rural-Other) highway (indicating
low to moderate fluctuation in traffic from a seasonal perspective).
It is functionally classified as a Rural Major Collector (7) for count
purposes.

4. The DaneTravel Demand Model , version#1 was used
to complete this forecast. The Traffic Analysis
Forecasting Information System output was used as a
comparison tool to check against the model output.
Adjustments were made as needed.
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ATTACHMENT O
BOA Coordination

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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Division of Transportation System Development
Southwest Region - Madison
2101 Wright St.
Madison, WI 53704-2583

Scott Walker, Governor
Mark Gottlieb, P.E., Secretary
Internet: www.dot.wisconsin.gov

Telephone: 608-246-3800
FAX: 608-246-7996
Email: swr.dtsd@dot.wi.gov

November 18, 2014
BUREAU OF AERONAUTICS
ROOM 701
P.O. BOX 7914
MADISON, WI 53707
SUBJECT: STH 69, Verona Air Park & Sugar Ridge
1693-05-02/72
New Glarus – Verona
CTH D to Valley Road
STH 69
Dane County
We would like to inform you that STH 69 beginning at County Road D in Belleville, WI and ending 8.56 miles
north at Valley Road will be reconstructed. This project is approximately 2.1 miles from Verona Air Park and
1.5 miles from Sugar Ridge. Work will replace pavement structure, improve safety and also includes: grading,
curb and gutter, beam guard, signing, storm sewer, box culverts and the widening an existing bridge over
Badger Mill Creek. Construction is expected to start in 2019 and public informational meetings will be held in
the future. The horizontal and vertical alignment is expected to have some changes. The WisDOT Facilities
Development Manual states that: “When a proposed highway project that would change the horizontal or
vertical alignment of a highway is within five miles of a public use or military airport, the Bureau of Aeronautics
is notified of the project to ensure that applicable airway-highway clearances will be maintained.”
We are sending a copy of the Concept Definition Report and a Project Location Map.
Your comments regarding project considerations with regard to aviation issues are requested. If you would like
any more information or have questions on the project contact Mahesh Shrestha or Jim Simpson by mail at
WisDOT Southwest Region, 2101 Wright Street, Madison, WI 53704, by phone or by email listed below. We
would like to thank you for your concern and assistance.
Sincerely,

Mahesh Shrestha

Jim Simpson

Mahesh Shrestha, P.E.
Project Manager
(608) 245-2674
Mahesh.Shrestha@dot.wi.gov

Jim Simpson, P.E., P.L.S.
Project Leader
(608) 246-5628
Jim.Simpson@dot.wi.gov

Attachments:
Concept Definition Report
Project Location Map
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ATTACHMENT P
DNR Coordination

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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State of Wisconsin
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES
South Central Region Headquarters
3911 Fish Hatchery Road
Fitchburg, WI 53711-5397

Scott Walker, Governor
Cathy Stepp, Secretary
Mark Aquino, Regional Director
Telephone 608-275-3266
FAX 608-275-3338
TTY Access via relay - 711

December 10, 2014
Mahesh Shrestha, P.E.
DOT Project Manger
DTSD SW Region - Madison Office
2101 Wright Street
Madison, WI 53704

Subject:

DNR Initial Project Review:
Project I.D. 1693-05-02/72
STH 69
New Glarus – Verona (CTH D – Valley Road)
Dane County

Dear Mahesh:
The Department has received the information you provided for the proposed project on STH 69 between CTH D
in Belleville and Valley Road near Verona. According to your proposal, the project would replace the
deteriorated road structure while realigning the roadway and improve intersection angles to address safety
concerns and deficient curves. The cross sectional width of the roadway would be widened to meet standards and
accommodate bicycles. The structure at Badger Mill Creek may be widened to meet clear width standards but
that structure and the other structures throughout the project are not proposed to be replaced. Roadway with a
rural cross section within the Village of Belleville will be replaced with an urban cross-section including curb and
gutter.
Preliminary information has been reviewed by DNR staff for the project under the DOT/DNR Cooperative
Agreement. Initial comments on the project as proposed are included below and assume that additional
information will be provided that addresses all resource concerns identified.

A. Project-Specific Resource Concerns
Public Lands
The Badger State Trail and the Ice Age National Scenic Trail are located parallel to the east of STH 69 from
approximately CTH A south to near Morehead Drive. In addition, the Dane County Falk Wells Sugar River
Wildlife Area is located adjacent to STH 69 between Sunset Drive and Paoli Road. We should be contacted early
in the planning process for further coordination and comment if impacts to these features are expected.
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LWCF Funded Lands:
Section 6(f) of the federal Land and Water Conservation Act requires that special steps be taken when land
acquired with funds using LWCF (aka LAWCON) funding is converted from a recreational use to any other use
(e.g., highway right-of-way). These lands must be replaced with property of equal market value as well as
equivalent usefulness and location. The Department, together with the National Park Service, administers this
program. This “6(f)” requirement may apply to these public recreational and wildlife areas.
First and foremost, every effort should be taken to avoid impacts to these lands. If it is determined that avoidance
is not practicable, then the department will begin the 6(f) process with WisDOT and the National Park Service.
This is a lengthy process, which can take one year or longer to complete, so adequate planning will be necessary.
The process is coordinated by the DNR Liaison, working with the DNR’s State LWCF Grants Manager.
There is an additional U.S. Dept. of Transportation “Section 4(f)” process for federally funded transportation
projects that impact various types of public parks, wildlife refuges, and recreation areas. This requirement is
coordinated by state and federal transportation departments. Please be aware that while both the 4(f) and 6(f)
processes may be initiated concurrently, DNR must have final 4(f) approval from the Federal Highways
Administration before we may send 6(f) materials to the National Park Service for their approval.

Wetlands & Waterways:
It appears that a wetland delineation will be needed for this project. The results of the investigation should be
submitted to this office for review. There is potential for wetland impacts to occur as a result of this project and
therefore wetland impacts must be avoided and/or minimized to the greatest extent possible. Unavoidable
wetland impacts must be mitigated for in accordance with the DOT/DNR Cooperative Agreement and the
Wisconsin Department of Transportation Wetland Mitigation Banking Technical Guideline. The Department
requests information regarding the amount and type of unavoidable wetland impacts.
STH 69 crosses over the Sugar River on two bridges within this corridor. The Sugar River is classified as a class
two trout stream and an exceptional resource waterway. According to the project submittal, these two structures
were constructed in 1998 and are not scheduled for replacement although they may require rehabilitation. There
are several locations where the current alignment of STH 69 is located very close to the Sugar River. We request
that the designers consider shifting the alignment of the roadway away from the waterway where possible.
The state highway crosses Badger Mill Creek near the northern limits of the project. Badger Mill Creek is
classified as a class two trout stream. This structure is scheduled to be widened to meet clear zone width
standards.
We would like to be notified if the decision is made to replace any of these structures.

Stormwater
The project would replace a segment of rural cross section highway in the Village of Belleville with urban curb
and gutter. In order to protect the water quality of the Sugar River, an exceptional resource water and in
accordance with the FDM post construction water quality management goals, the project should be designed to
remove 40% of Total Suspended Solids (TSS) to the maximum extent practicable where curb and gutter will
replace a rural cross section. We ask that WisDOT consider providing additional storm water treatment
throughout the corridor where practical to help protect the high quality waterways located in this corridor.
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Endangered Resources (ER):
Endangered Resources are present: Based upon a review of the Natural Heritage Inventory (NHI) and other
Department records on December 10, 2014, the following Endangered Resources have been known to occur in the
project area or its vicinity and could be impacted by this project.
Besseya bullii, Kitten Tails; a state threatened plant, is found in small woodland openings, or near bluff edges in
sandy soils. Blooming occurs late May though late June; fruiting occurs late June through late August. The
optimal identification period for this species is late May though late August.
Houstonia caerulea, Azure Bluets; a state special concern plant, is found in dry prairies and woodlands, as well as
damp meadows. Blooming occurs late April through early July; fruiting occurs late May through early August.
The optimal identification period for this species is late April through late June.
Rallus elegans, King Rail; a bird listed as special concern, prefers shallow marshes.
Venustaconcha ellipsiformis, Ellipse; a mussel listed as threatened in Wisconsin. This species prefers shallow,
flowing, clean small streams with good current on sand or gravel bottoms. The host fish include the rainbow
darter, Johnny darter and mottled sculpin.
Dry-mesic Prairie, This grassland community occurs on slightly less droughty sites than dry prairie. The
landscape associations that can support this habitat include river valley terraces, sandy outwash deposits, gravelly
moraines, and the lower slopes of Driftless Area bluffs. Well over 99% of this prairie type has been destroyed.
The Department will initiate coordination with Lisie Kitchel, Bureau of Endangered Resources.

Fisheries/Stream work
Badger Mill Creek and the Sugar River are both listed as class two trout streams. In order to protect developing
fish eggs and substrate for aquatic organisms, all in-stream work that could adversely impact water quality should
be undertaken between May 15 and September 15.

Migratory birds
A site visit during the field season may be required to verify the presence of birds or nests on the structures.
Under the U.S. Migratory Bird Treaty Act, destruction of swallows and other migratory birds or their nests is
unlawful unless a permit has been obtained from the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service. Therefore, the project should
either utilize measures to prevent nesting (e.g., remove unoccupied nests during the non-nesting season and install
barrier netting prior to May 1, or should occur only between August 30 and May 1 (non-nesting season). (If
netting is used, ensure it is properly maintained, then removed as soon as the nesting period is over.) If neither of
these options is practicable then the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service must be contacted to apply for a depredation
permit.

Invasive species & VHS
This project has potential to introduce invasive species to a sensitive plant community.
Adequate precautions should be taken to prevent transporting or introducing invasive species via construction
equipment, as provided under NR 40, Wis. Administrative Code. This website provides further information and
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lists those species classified as Restricted or Prohibited under NR 40:
http://dnr.wi.gov/topic/Invasives/classification.html
The Department will work with project managers to help identify specific locations of problem areas across the
project site and to recommend preventive measures. The following Best Management Practices (BMPs) for
rights-of-way provide a series of measures that will ensure reasonable precautions are taken throughout the stages
of construction: http://council.wisconsinforestry.org/invasives/transportation/pdf/ROW-Manual.pdf
In particular, the following measures will be important for this project:
http://dnr.wi.gov/topic/fishing/documents/vhs/disinfection_protocols.pdf
For work involving waterbodies:
All equipment must be properly cleaned and disinfected to address the spread of invasive species and viruses.
Special provisions should require contractors to implement the following measures before and after mobilizing inwater equipment to prevent the spread of Viral Hemorrhagic Septicemia (VHS), Zebra Mussel, and other invasive
species. Follow STSP 107-055 Environmental Protection – Aquatic Exotic Species Control, which includes the
protocol found here:
For up to date information on invasive species and infested waters go to
http://dnr.wi.gov/lakes/invasives/AISByWaterbody.aspx

Other Issues/Unique Features


Oak Wilt:
This project involves work that may involve cutting or wounding of oak trees. To prevent the spread of oak
wilt disease, please avoid cutting or pruning of oaks from April through September. See the DNR webpage
at: http://dnr.wi.gov/topic/foresthealth/oakwilt.html



Emerald Ash Borer:
This project has the potential for spreading the Emerald Ask Borer (EAB) beetle. It is illegal to move or
transport ash material, the emerald ash borer, and hardwood debris (i.e. firewood) from EAB quarantined
areas to a non-quarantined area without a compliance agreement issued by WI Department of Agriculture,
Trade and Consumer Protection. Regulated items include cut hardwood (non-coniferous) firewood, ash logs,
ash mulch or bark fragments larger than on inch in diameter, or ash nursery stock (DATCP statute 21).
For more information regarding the EAB and quarantine areas please follow the links below.
http://datcpservices.wisconsin.gov/eab/article.jsp?topicid=20

B. Construction Site Considerations:
The following issues may be addressed in the Special Provisions and the contractor will be required to outline
their construction methods in the Erosion Control Implementation Plan (ECIP).
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Erosion control/Stormwater
Erosion control devices should be specified on the construction plans. All disturbed bank areas should be
adequately protected and restored as soon as feasible.
An adequate erosion control implementation plan (ECIP) for the project must be developed by the contractor and
submitted to this office for review at least 14 days prior to the preconstruction conference.
If erosion mat is used along stream banks, the department recommends that biodegradable and non-netted mat be
used (e.g., Class I Type A Urban, Class I Type B Urban, or Class II Type C). Long-term netted mats may cause
animals to become entrapped while moving in and out of the stream. Avoid the use of fine mesh matting that is
tied or bonded at the mesh intersection such that the openings in the mesh are fixed in size.

Other Issues/Unique Features
The above comments represent the Department’s initial concerns for the proposed project and do not constitute
final concurrence. Final concurrence will be granted after review of plans and further consultation if necessary.
If any of the concerns or information provided in this letter requires further clarification, please contact this office
at 608-275-3301.

Sincerely,

Eric Heggelund
Environmental Analysis & Review Specialist
South Central Region

CC:

Russ Anderson - SCR
Jim Simpson, WisDOT project leader
Brian Taylor, WisDOT REC
Lisie Kitchel, WDNR
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Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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ATTACHMENT R
DATCP Coordination

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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Division of Transportation System Development
Southwest Region - Madison
2101 Wright St.
Madison, WI 53704-2583

Scott Walker, Governor
Mark Gottlieb, P.E., Secretary
Internet: www.dot.wisconsin.gov

Telephone: 608-246-3800
FAX: 608-246-7996
Email: swr.dtsd@dot.wi.gov

April 28, 2016
WISCONSIN DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE,
TRADE AND CONSUMER PROTECTION
BUREAU OF LAND AND WATER RESOURCES
2811 AGRICULTURE DRIVE
P.O. BOX 8911
MADISON, WI 53708-8911
SUBJECT: WIS 69
1693-05-02/72
New Glarus – Verona
CTH D to Valley Road
WIS 69
Dane County
The Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT) is in the process of developing plans for a proposed
project on WIS 69 that is located in Dane County. The project begins near the intersection of County D in
Belleville, WI and extends north approximately 8.12 miles to the intersection of Valley Road. In order to
address the major deterioration this segment of roadway has experienced WisDOT is proposing a complete
reconstruction. This complete reconstruction will have impacts on agricultural land next to the existing facility.
Construction is expected to start in 2020. Attached, you will find the Agricultural Impact Notice, project
location, map, and project plans.
Your comments regarding project considerations pertaining to agricultural issues are requested. If you would
like any more information or have questions on the project I can be reached by phone at (608) 245-2674 or by
email at Mahesh.Shrestha@dot.wi.gov. I would like to thank you for your concern and assistance.
Sincerely,

Mahesh Shrestha, P.E.
Mahesh Shrestha, P.E.
Southwest Region - Madison
2101 Wright St.
Madison, WI 53704-2583
Attachments:
Agricultural Impact Notice
Project location map
Project plans
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ARM-LWR-359 (Rev. 3/03)

Wisconsin Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Protection
Division of Agricultural Resource Management
Bureau of Land and Water Resources
2811 Agriculture Drive
PO Box 8911
Madison WI 53708-8911
Phone: (608) 224-4650

Agricultural Impact Notice For Highway Projects (Section 32.035, Wis. Stats.)
This form is intended to assist project initiators and DATCP personnel in the highway project notification process. Information provided may be used by
the DATCP to prepare an Agricultural Impact Statement (AIS) or to determine whether an AIS is needed for the project. It is recommended that this
form be filled out as accurately and completely as possible for each project alternative under consideration. Feel free to include additional information
and to refer to accompanying maps and documents, as appropriate. Requested information that cannot be supplied at present because it is unknown
or uncertain should be so noted.
PROJECT TITLE

DOT PROJECT ID NUMBER

STH 69 New Glarus - Verona

PROPOSING AGENCY

WisDOT

ADDRESS 2101

CONSULTING FIRM (IF ANY)

PROJECT CONTACT

COUNTY(IES)

1693-05-02

Dane

Wright St. Madison, WI 53704

ADDRESS

Mahesh Shrestha

TELEPHONE NUMBER

(608) 245-2674
FAX NUMBER

E-MAIL ADDRESS

Mahesh.Shrestha@dot.wi.gov

(608) 246-7996
TYPE OF ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT NEEDED FOR THIS PROJECT?

 EIS

 EA

X

OTHER

 NONE REQUIRED

WILL A RELOCATION PLAN BE PREPARED?

 YES

X

NO

HAS THE ENVIRONMENTAL DOCUMENT BEEN COMPLETED?

 UNCERTAIN

 YES

X

NO

BY WHAT DATE IS AIS NEEDED?

 COMPLETED

WHEN IS THE ACQUISITION OF NEEDED LAND EXPECTED TO BEGIN?

WHEN IS CONSTRUCTION EXPECTED TO BEGIN?

Acquisition will begin in Spring of 2017

Spring of 2020

A. PROJECT DESCRIPTION
1. Describe the proposed project.
The proposed project is located between Belleville and Verona in Dane County. Proposed improvements during
reconstruction include adjusting the horizontal and vertical alignment to current standards and laying 5 inches of Hot Mix
Asphalt (HMA) over 12 inches of base aggregate dense 1 ¼ inch. Subgrade improvements will consist of 12 inches of
select crushed material over geogrid. The proposed typical section for STH 69 consists of one 12 foot travel lane in each
direction with 8 foot wide shoulders (5 foot paved) on both sides. Right-of-way acquisition is expected for horizontal
alignment improvements. Construction of the project is scheduled for 2020.
Additional STH 69 roadway improvements include the following:
1. Upgrade intersections to current geometric standards
2. Replacement of existing beam guard and turn-down terminal ends to upgrade to current standards.
3. Protection of existing roadside hazards within the roadway clear zone (i.e. steep slopes, non-traversable slopes,
fixed objects).
4. Replacement of culvert pipes
5. Replacement of existing signing and pavement markings to upgrade to current standards.
6. Spot roadway realignment to improve safety and/or avoid impacts to significant archeological, historical, or hydraulic
resources
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2. Why is the proposed project needed?
The purpose of the project is to reconstruct the existing roadway, which has exceeded its service life. The road has greatly
deteriorated, with the original concrete pavement still in place under multiple overlays. In addition, many of the existing
components of the roadway are not up to standards. This includes the cross-section, horizontal and vertical alignments,
intersection geometry, beam guard systems, and signing and pavement markings. There is also an issue of safety along
the corridor. This section of roadway is 1.7 times higher than the state average crash rate. Particular dangerous areas of
the roadway with a high crash rate include the following:
1. Between Riverside Road and Sunset Drive; 2.9 times the state average crash rate with recommendations of
changing alignment to smooth out the dangerous S curve
2. Between Little Lakes Road and Morehead Drive; 3.1 times the state average crash rate with recommendations to
change the alignment to smooth out the dangerous S curve and to cul-de-sac Morehead Drive fixing the highly
skewed intersection angle
3. Between Paoli Rd and the first curve south of Paoli; highest concentration of fatalities and serious injuries along
the corridor with recommendations to change alignment dramatically to fix the dangerous geometrics and improve
the intersections at Diane Ave, CTH PB and Paoli Rd
The reconstruction is intended to address all of these issues in order to update the roadway to current standards and
improve safety.

3. Describe the existing facilities, if applicable. Will these facilities continue to be used after the new project is completed?
If not, for what purposes will the existing site be used in the future?
The existing facility is a 2 lane rural highway. The existing facility will be completely removed and replaced by the
proposed project which will be a new 2 lane rural highway. The new highway will mostly remain on the same alignment as
the existing facility with the exception of the following locations:
1. The intersection with Frenchtown road will be realigned leading to a portion of Frenchtown Road being obliterated
2. The intersection with CTH A (West) will be realigned leading to a portion of CTH A being obliterated
3. Between Diane Ave and the first curve to the south; this portion will deviate significantly from existing alignment to
address major safety concerns. A large portion of the existing roadway will be obliterated
4. S curve north of Schaller Road; several hundred feet of the roadway will be realigned and obliterated
5. S curve between Riverside road and Sunset Drive will be realigned causing a several hundred feet of obliteration
In areas where obliteration occurs, old roadbed will be completely removed and restored with 12” of topsoil. The restored
area will include seed, fertilizer, and erosion matting. The obliterated road will be analyzed to ensure drainage for adjacent
farm fields will be maintained or improved.

4. What alternatives were considered and why aren’t they being proposed?
No Build Alternative: Under this alternative there would be no improvements to the roadway other than routine
maintenance. There would be no disturbance to the adjacent environment and no real estate would need to be purchased.
This alternative is included to serve as a baseline to which the other alternative is compared to. This alternative does not
address the safety and geometric deficiencies, and therefore does not meet the purpose and need of the project. This is
not the preferred alternative.
Rehabilitation Alternative: Under this alternative the pavement would be rehabilitated and improved. The asphaltic
surface would be milled and replaced with new asphalt. This option would give added life to the pavement, however the
added life would not last much more than 5 years as the underlying roadbed issues would not be addressed. Additionally
this option would not address the much needed safety aspect of the roadway. Certain curves, geometrics, and
intersections layouts would still be deemed unsafe and not meeting standards.
Alternative A - Reconstruction: Under this alternative, the entire section of STH 69 would be reconstructed, including select
intersections. This alternative would not only address the deteriorating pavement, but also the components of the existing
roadway that are not up to current standards, such as the cross section, alignments and intersection geometrics. These
updates to the roadway would help to increase the safety as well. This is the preferred alternative.
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B. AGRICULTURAL IMPACT EVALUATION
1. How many farms will the proposed project affect through acquisitions of land in fee-simple and/or easements? _21
a.

How many acquired parcels will be less than 1 acre? __22___

b.

How many acquired parcels will be from 1 through 5 acres? __20___

c.

How many acquired parcels will be greater than 5 acres? ___0__

2. The proposed project will require the following approximate acreage:
Acres to be acquired
Land Use

Fee-Simple

Easement

Cropland and pasture

46.93

13.33

Woodland

2.10

0.68

Land of undetermined or other use

0.05

0.06

TOTALS

49.08

14.07

3.

Other

Total Acres

Will the proposed project sever any farm parcels, affect any cattle passes, or change access to any farmland? If yes, please
describe the effects and identify the parcels that will be affected.

Yes, the existing cattle pass for parcel 050803395002 will be removed and replaced with a new cattle pass. This new
cattle pass will be larger than the existing. Additionally, parcels 050811285008, 050811290001, 050811295006,
050811380002 will be severed. Most of the land that will be severed will still be farmable as stated by the owners of
these parcels at our public involvement meetings. Access is not expected to change significantly on any parcel, however
if a farmer wants an access to a field moved to a location that is more convenient for their operations, the state is
willing to relocate it.

4.

Will any structures, trees, or improvements such as fencing, drainage ditches, or irrigation systems be affected by the proposed
project? If yes, please identify the specific impacts and the parcels on which they will occur.

All existing culverts will be removed and replaced on the project. Drain tile in parcel 050811395005 and 050804180009
is expected to be affected. This drain tile will be replaced to ensure adequate drainage continues for the farm fields.
There are many trees that will be removed as a result of the project. The following parcels will have trees removed:
050822490006, 050822495707, 050822480400, 050823294300, 050823291000, 050814395509, 050814285100,
050810181720, 050803395002, 050803390010, 050803385010, 050803386500, 0508032991500, 050804195002,
050804180009, 060834385050, 060834290001.
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Is a land use change or secondary development expected to occur in the area as a result of the proposed project? If yes, please
describe the anticipated changes.

No land use change or secondary development is expected because of the project.

6.

Will any existing roadway be obliterated? If yes, identify the location(s) and indicate whether this land will revert back to adjacent
landowners or if it will be sold.

Yes, roadway will be obliterated on parcels 050822480400, 050811380002, 050811385007, 050811290001,
050804180009, and 060833180006. Obliterated areas include the following:
1. The intersection with Frenchtown road will be realigned leading to a portion of Frenchtown Road being obliterated
2. The intersection with CTH A (West) will be realigned leading to a portion of CTH A being obliterated
3. Between Diane Ave and the first curve to the south; this portion will deviate significantly from existing alignment to
address major safety concerns. A large portion of the existing roadway will be obliterated
4. S curve north of Schaller Road; several hundred feet of the roadway will be realigned and obliterated
5. S curve between Riverside road and Sunset Drive will be realigned causing a several hundred feet of obliteration
The state is considering two restoration options for obliterated areas. The first option is removing the old roadbed and
restoring with 12” of topsoil including seed, fertilizer, and erosion matting. The second option is to allow portions of the
existing roadway to remain for usage on farms if requested. The obliterated road will be analyzed to ensure drainage for
adjacent farm fields will be maintained or improved.
The obliterated land will be sold back through the surplus land process.

7.

Describe any other perceived adverse, beneficial, or controversial effects of the proposed project on farm operations, as well as
any measures designed to reduce the adverse effects or to provide additional benefits.

The proposed project will have 8’ wide shoulders making traveling on the highway much easier for farm equipment.
Additionally, all intersections will be greatly improved incorporating right turn lanes and T-intersection bypass lanes
making it much easier and safer for turning farm equipment. Another benefit is that ditches will be added and widened
throughout the project contributing to improved drainage. One possible adverse effect is that some farmers will have
longer driveways due to STH 69 moving further from their barn and house.
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C. ACQUISITIONS OF FARMLAND
1.

How many acquired parcels will be less than 1 acre? __22___ How many acres do these acquisitions total? __8.64__

2.

In the table below, please list all of the acquired parcels of farmland that will be from 1 through 5 acres in size.

Acres to be Acquired

Parcel Number

Farmland Owners

050804180009

Don Schaller

3.65

0.46

Farmland

060833180006

John Miller

3.27

0.18

Farmland

050811380002

John and Carol Zimmerman

3.23

0.98

Farmland

060833195009

John Miller

2.94

0.34

Farmland

050814380917

Bryan and Janet Sorenson

2.89

0.00

Farmland

050811295006

Sarbacker Land Company LLC

2.42

0.37

Farmland

050810185001

Lester and Barbara palmer

2.08

1.05

Farmland

050803395002

Dennis Himsel

2.01

0.37

Farmland

050827192703

Gerald and Jo Ann Gehin

1.92

0.45

Farmland

050804195002

Don Schaller

1.87

0.83

Farmland

050811395005

John and Carol Zimmerman

1.76

0.42

Farmland

050811290001

Sarbacker Land Company LLC

1.60

0.54

Farmland

050811285008

Sarbacker Land Company LLC

1.55

0.27

Farmland

050810181720

Lester and Barbara Palmer

1.51

0.15

Farmland

050823285010

John and Linda Everson

1.25

0.22

Farmland

050822480400

Eric Morrick

1.67

0.62

Farmland

050803385010

Bruce Company

1.14

0.59

Farmland

050822196905

Eric Morrick

1.08

0.22

Farmland

050814395509

John and Linda Everson

1.45

0.47

Farmland

050822490006

Eric Morrick

1.16

0.35

Farmland

Fee-Simple Easement Other
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3.

Page 6
Complete this page for each farmland owner from whom more than 5 acres will be acquired. Copy as many times as needed.

Parcel #:

Owner:

Operator, if different from owner:
Acres to be acquired

Land Use

Fee-Simple

Easement

Other

Total Acres

Cropland and pasture
Woodland
Land of undetermined or other use
TOTALS
Describe the nature and location of the proposed acquisition. Discuss, as appropriate, any resulting severances, effects on cattle
passes, changes in access, expected changes in land use, effects on farm structures and improvements, and any other impacts on the
farm operation.
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D. OTHER INFORMATION
1.

2.

Maps and exhibits
a.

Include a project location map (such as a plat map) showing the project’s location with respect to other properties, roads, etc.

b.

Include other supporting maps, such as aerial photographs or design plans, showing the project outline.

c.

Include any other available maps or documentation that would be useful in preparing the AIS.

Mailing list
a.

List the names, addresses, and phone numbers of all directly affected farmland owners (and operators, if known).

Name

Address

Phone Number

Donald and Kathryn Schaller
John Miller
John and Carol Zimmerman
Bryan and Janet Sorenson
Sarbacker Land Company LLC
Lester and Barbara Palmer
Dennis Himsel
Gerald and Jo Ann Gehin
John and Linda Everson
Eric Morrick
Bruce Company
Deborah Herfel

7198 Schaller Rd Verona, WI 53593
1831 State Highway 69 Verona, WI 53593
1227 State Highway 69 Belleville, WI 53508
290 State Highway 14 Brooklyn, WI 53521
6767 Sun Valley Parkway Belleville, WI 53508
1299 County Highway PB Belleville, WI 53508
7060 Paoli Rd Verona, WI 53593
7124 Gehin Rd Belleville, WI 53508
6897 County Highway A Belleville, WI 53508
117 Pine View Drive Madison, WI 53704
1472 State Highway 69 Verona, WI 53593
1955 Locust Drive Verona, WI 53593

608-219-1598
608-575-5976
608-516-6820

Dane County

City County Building, Room 106A, 210 Martin
Luther King Jr. Blvd. Madison, WI 53703
424 Remy Rd Belleville, WI 53508
PO Box 620856 Middleton, WI 53562
1361 County Highway PB Belleville, WI 53508
2100 State Highway 69 Verona, WI 53593
6868 County Highway A Belleville, WI 53508
4985 Church Rd Middleton, WI 53562

608-266-4121

James Fahey
LB Land Investments
Joan Zweifel
Kirk and Jan Feller
Douglas Brown
Ziegler Dairy Farms
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608-335-2577
608-424-3969
608-334-6364
608-424-3981
608-271-3469
608-836-7041

608-424-3169
608-845-7280
608-845-9402
608-831-7853
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Taylor, Brian F - DOT
From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Heggelund, Eric P - DNR
Wednesday, January 17, 2018 8:11 AM
Taylor, Brian F - DOT
RE: 1693-05-02 - WIS 69 - Confirmation of Wetland Delineation

Hi Brian,
I recall that we drove through and reviewed it with the USACE last summer. Please consider this email to be DNR
concurrence for the wetland delineation report 1693‐05‐02 STH 69 (CTH D – Valley Road) dated May 29, 2015.
Please let me know if you need anything else.
Eric
We are committed to service excellence.
Visit our survey at http://dnr.wi.gov/customersurvey to evaluate how I did.

Eric Heggelund

Cell: 608‐228‐7927
Eric.heggelund@wisconsin.gov

_____________________________________________
From: Taylor, Brian F ‐ DOT
Sent: Tuesday, January 16, 2018 9:03 PM
To: Heggelund, Eric P ‐ DNR <Eric.Heggelund@wisconsin.gov>
Subject: 1693‐05‐02 ‐ WIS 69 ‐ Confirmation of Wetland Delineation
Hey Eric!
Can you provide me either an email or letter for concurrence of the wetland delineation for the WIS 69 project?
I need it for the environmental document.
Thanks,
Brian

1
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From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Taylor, Brian F - DOT
"Hauser, Kerrie J CIV USARMY CEMVP (US)"; Heggelund, Eric P - DNR
Taylor, Brian F - DOT
1693-05-02 - WIS 69 - Field Visit to Discuss Wetland Impacts
Wednesday, April 26, 2017 2:05:06 PM
2017-04-26 Abbrv Wetland Delineation Report to DNR and COE.pdf
Arch Sites Plan View 200 Scale-1.pdf

Good Afternoon !
Would like to schedule a day in June/July this summer to drive the above referenced project
to begin coordination for the anticipated 401 and 404. This is a reconstruction project which
will involve realignment of the roadway resulting in approximately 7 acres of wetland impacts.
Attached is an abbreviated 2015 Wetland Delineation Report and the most recent Plan View
that also depicts all the Arch sites for the project but will serve as a baseline to indicate the
preferred alternative of the project.

Kerrie, any particular days work for you in those months? I can also send a Doddle request if
need be.
Thank You !
Brian
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Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and Federal Railroad Administration (FRA)
Range-wide Programmatic Informal Consultation for
Indiana Bat and Northern Long-eared Bat
Project Submittal Form for FHWA, FRA, and Transportation Agencies
Updated June 23, 2015
In order to use the programmatic informal consultation to fulfill Endangered Species Act consultation
requirements, transportation agencies must use this form to submit project-level information for all may
affect, not likely to adversely affect (NLAA) determinations to the appropriate U.S. Fish and Wildlife
Service (Service) field office prior to project commencement. For more information, see the Standard
Operating Procedure for Site Specific Project(s) Submission in the User’s Guide.
In submitting this form, the transportation agency ensures that the proposed project(s) adhere to the
criteria of the range-wide programmatic informal BA. Upon submittal of this form, the appropriate
Service field office may review the site-specific information provided and request additional information.
If the applying transportation agency is not notified within 14 calendar days of emailing the Project
Submittal Form to the Service field office, it may proceed under the range-wide programmatic informal
consultation.
Further instructions on completing the form can be found by hovering your cursor over each text box.

1. Date:

4/27/17

2. Lead Agency: FHWA

This refers to the Federal governmental lead action agency initiating consultation; select FHWA or FRA as
appropriate

3. Requesting Agency: WisDOT
a. Name: Brian Taylor
b. Title: Region Environmental Coordinator
c. Phone: 608-245-2630
d. Email: brianf.taylor@dot.wi.gov
4. Consultation Code 1: 03E17000-2017-SLI-0717
5. Project Name(s): WIS 69 - CTH D to Valley Rd

1

Available through IPaC System Official Species List: https://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/

1
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6. Project Description:
Please attach additional documentation or explanatory text if necessary

Proposed improvements of the preferred alternative (Alternative B) include
laying 5 inches of Hot Mix Asphalt (HMA) over 12 inches of base aggregate
dense 1 ¼ inch. Subgrade improvements will consist of 12 inches of select
crushed material over geogrid. The proposed typical section for WIS 69
consists of 12 foot travel lanes in each direction with 8 foot wide shoulders (5
foot paved) on both sides. The reconstruction of WIS 69 intends to:
• Address the poor soils underneath the existing pavement and improve the
subgrade and pavement structures.
• Realign WIS 69 to address safety concerns and deficient horizontal curves.
• Improve vertical curves, super elevation, cross slope, side slopes and clear
zone to meet standards.
• Expand the roadway’s cross-sectional width to meet standards and
accommodate bicycles.
• Extend the urban cross-section in the Village of Belleville north to the
village limits.
• Widen the structure over Badger Mill Creek (B-13-0365) to meet horizontal
clearance standards.
• Improve intersection angles and geometrics (potentially removing
intersections as appropriate).
• Add or replace signing, pavement marking, culverts, storm sewer, beam
guard, etc. as required.

7. Other species from Official Species List:

✔ No effect – project(s) are inside the range, but no suitable habitat – see additional
information attached
May Affect – see additional information provided for those species (either
attached or forthcoming
8. For Ibat/NLEB, if Applicable, Explain Your No Effect Determination
No effect – project(s) are outside the species’ range (form complete)

✔ No effect – project(s) are inside the range, but no suitable summer habitat
(form complete)

No effect from maintenance, alteration, or demolition of bridge(s)/structure(s) –
results of inspection surveys indicate no signs of bats. (form complete)
No effect – other (see Section 2.2 of the User’s Guide – form complete)
Otherwise, please continue below.
2
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9. Affected Resource/Habitat Type
Trees
Bridge
Other Non-Tree Roosting Structure (e.g., building)
Other (please explain):
10. For Tree Removal Projects:
a. Please verify that no documented roosts or foraging habitat will be impacted and
that project is within 100 feet of existing road surface:
b. Please verify that all tree removal will occur during the inactive season 2:
c. Timing of clearing:
d. Amount of clearing:
11. For Bridge/Structure Work Projects:
a. Proposed work:
b. Timing of work:
c. Evidence of bat activity on bridge/structure:

d. If applicable, verify that superstructure work will not bother roosting bats in any
way:
e. If applicable, verify that bridge/structure work will occur only in the winter
months:

2

Coordinate with local Service field office for appropriate dates.

3
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12. Please confirm the following:
Proposed project(s) adhere to the criteria of the range-wide programmatic informal BA (see
Section 2.0).
All applicable AMMs will be implemented, including 3:
Tree Removal AMM 1:

Dust Control AMM 1:

Tree Removal AMM 2:

Water Control AMM 1:

Tree Removal AMM 3:

Water Control AMM 2:

Tree Removal AMM 4:

Water Control AMM 3:

Bridge AMM 1:

Water Control AMM 4:

Bridge AMM 2:

Water Control AMM 5:

Bridge AMM 3:

Water Control AMM 6:

Bridge AMM 4:

Wetland/Stream Protection AMM 1:

Structure AMM 1:

Wetland/Stream Protection AMM 2:

Structure AMM 2:

Wetland/Stream Protection AMM 3:

Structure AMM 3:

Wetland/Stream Protection AMM 4:

Structure AMM 4:

Wetland/Stream Protection AMM 5:

Lighting AMM 1:

Wetland/Stream Protection AMM 6:

Lighting AMM 2:

3

See AMMs Fact Sheet (Appendix B) for more information on the following AMMs.

4
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE
Green Bay Ecological Services Field Office
2661 Scott Tower Drive
New Franken, WI 54229-9565
Phone: (920) 866-1717 Fax: (920) 866-1710

In Reply Refer To:
Consultation Code: 03E17000-2017-SLI-0717
Event Code: 03E17000-2017-E-01474
Project Name: WIS 69 - Valley Rd to CTH D

April 27, 2017

Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project
location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project
To Whom It May Concern:
The attached species list identifies any federally threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate
species that may occur within the boundary of your proposed project or may be affected by your
proposed project. The list also includes designated critical habitat if present within your
proposed project area or affected by your project. This list is provided to you as the initial step of
the consultation process required under section 7(c) of the Endangered Species Act, also referred
to as Section 7 Consultation.
Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act of 1973 requires that actions authorized, funded, or
carried out by Federal agencies not jeopardize federally threatened or endangered species or
adversely modify designated critical habitat. To fulfill this mandate, Federal agencies (or their
designated non-federal representative) must consult with the Service if they determine their
project “may affect” listed species or critical habitat.
Under 50 CFR 402.12(e) (the regulations that implement Section 7 of the Endangered Species
Act) the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can be
completed formally or informally. You may verify the list by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website
http://ecos.fws.gov/ipac/ at regular intervals during project planning and implementation and
completing the same process you used to receive the attached list. As an alternative, you may
contact this Ecological Services Field Office for updates.
Please use the species list provided and visit the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service's Region 3
Section 7 Technical Assistance website at http://www.fws.gov/midwest/endangered/section7/s7process/index.html. This website contains
step-by-step instructions which will help you determine if your project will have an adverse
effect on listed species and will help lead you through the Section 7 process.
For all wind energy projects and projects that include installing towers that use guy wires or
Page
Page189
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Event Code: 03E17000-2017-E-01474

2

are over 200 feet in height (e.g., communication towers), please contact this field office
directly for assistance, even if no federally listed plants, animals or critical habitat are present
within your proposed project or may be affected by your proposed project.
Guidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications
towers (e.g., cellular, digital television, radio, and emergency broadcast) can be found at:
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm;
http://www.towerkill.com; and
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/CurrentBirdIssues/Hazards/towers/comtow.html.
Although no longer protected under the Endangered Species Act, be aware that bald eagles are
protected under the Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 668 et seq.) and Migratory
Bird Treaty Act (16 U.S.C. 703 et seq), as are golden eagles. Projects affecting these species may
require measures to avoid harming eagles or may require a permit. If your project is near an
eagle nest or winter roost area, see our Eagle Permits website at
http://www.fws.gov/midwest/midwestbird/EaglePermits/index.html to help you determine if you
can avoid impacting eagles or if a permit may be necessary.
We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Tracking Number in
the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project
that you submit to our office.
Attachment(s):
Official Species List
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Official Species List
This list is provided pursuant to Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, and fulfills the
requirement for Federal agencies to "request of the Secretary of the Interior information whether
any species which is listed or proposed to be listed may be present in the area of a proposed
action".
This species list is provided by:
Green Bay Ecological Services Field Office
2661 Scott Tower Drive
New Franken, WI 54229-9565
(920) 866-1717
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Project Summary
Consultation Code: 03E17000-2017-SLI-0717
Event Code:

03E17000-2017-E-01474

Project Name:

WIS 69 - Valley Rd to CTH D

Project Type:

TRANSPORTATION

Project Description: Proposed improvements of the preferred alternative (Alternative B)
include laying 5 inches of Hot Mix Asphalt (HMA) over 12 inches of
base aggregate dense 1 ¼ inch. Subgrade improvements will consist of 12
inches of select crushed material over geogrid. The proposed typical
section for WIS 69 consists of 12 foot travel lanes in each direction with 8
foot wide shoulders (5 foot paved) on both sides. The reconstruction of
WIS 69 intends to:
• Address the poor soils underneath the existing pavement and improve
the subgrade and pavement structures.
• Realign WIS 69 to address safety concerns and deficient horizontal
curves.
• Improve vertical curves, super elevation, cross slope, side slopes and
clear zone to meet standards.
• Expand the roadway’s cross-sectional width to meet standards and
accommodate bicycles.
• Extend the urban cross-section in the Village of Belleville north to the
village limits.
• Widen the structure over Badger Mill Creek (B-13-0365) to meet
horizontal clearance standards.
• Improve intersection angles and geometrics (potentially removing
intersections as appropriate).
• Add or replace signing, pavement marking, culverts, storm sewer, beam
guard, etc. as required.
Project Location:
Approximate location of the project can be viewed in Google Maps:
https://www.google.com/maps/place/42.918449770956016N89.51794776865364W
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Dane, WI

Endangered Species Act Species
There is a total of 6 threatened, endangered, or candidate species on your species list. Species on
this list should be considered in an effects analysis for your project and could include species
that exist in another geographic area. For example, certain fish may appear on the species list
because a project could affect downstream species. See the "Critical habitats" section below for
those critical habitats that lie wholly or partially within your project area. Please contact the
designated FWS office if you have questions.

Mammals
NAME

STATUS

Northern Long-eared Bat (Myotis septentrionalis)

Threatened

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/9045

Birds
NAME

STATUS

Whooping Crane (Grus americana)

Experimental
Population,
Non-Essential

Population: U.S.A. (AL, AR, CO, FL, GA, ID, IL, IN, IA, KY, LA, MI, MN, MS,
MO, NC, NM, OH, SC, TN, UT, VA, WI, WV, western half of WY)
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/758
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Clams
NAME

STATUS

Higgins Eye (pearlymussel) (Lampsilis higginsii)

Endangered

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/5428

Flowering Plants
NAME

STATUS

Eastern Prairie Fringed Orchid (Platanthera leucophaea)

Threatened

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/601

Mead's Milkweed (Asclepias meadii)

Threatened

No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/8204

Prairie Bush-clover (Lespedeza leptostachya)
No critical habitat has been designated for this species.
Species profile: https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4458

Critical habitats
There are no critical habitats within your project area.
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Threatened

Division of Transportation System Development
ATTN: Mahesh Shrestha
SW Region - Madison Office
2101 Wright Street
Madison, WI 53704-2583

Scott Walker, Governor
Mark Gottlieb, P.E., Secretary
Internet: www.dot.wisconsin.gov
Telephone: (608) 245-2674
Facsimile (FAX): (608) 246-7996
E-mail: Mahesh.Shrestha@dot.state.wi.us

November 18, 2014
ATTN: PETER FASBENDER
U.S. FISH & WILDLIFE SERVICE
DIVISION OF ECOLOGICAL SERVICES
2661 SCOTT TOWER DRIVE
NEW FRANKEN, WI 54229
RE:

Project ID: 1693-05-02/72
New Glarus - Verona (CTH D to Valley Road)
STH 69
Dane County

Dear Peter Fasbender,
The Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT) is in the process of developing plans for a
proposed project on STH 69 that is located in Dane County. The purpose of the project is to
reconstruct the existing highway that has exceeded its service life. The project begins near the
intersection of County Road D in Belleville, WI and extends north approximately 8.56 miles to the
intersection of Valley Road. The existing roadway structure is greatly deteriorated. Original concrete
pavement is still in place under numerous overlays. The cross section is not to current standards, with
narrow shoulders and steep slopes. A maintenance mill and overlay was placed in 2014 to preserve
pavement until this reconstruction can occur. The proposed typical section for STH 69 consists of 12foot travel lanes, a 2-percent cross slope and 8-foot wide shoulders (5-foot paved) on the outside edge
of the travel way. Right-of-way acquisition and some wetland impacts are expected. Construction of
the project is scheduled for 2019, but may be advanced to 2018.
The reconstruction of STH 69 intends to:
1. Address the poor soils underneath the existing pavement and improve the subgrade and
pavement structures.
2. Realign STH 69 to address safety concerns and deficient horizontal curves.
3. Expand the roadway’s cross-sectional width to meet standards and accommodate bicycles.
4. Improve vertical curves, super elevations, cross slopes, side slopes and clear zone where needed
to meet standards.
5. Widen STH 69’s structure (B-13-0365) over Badger Mill Creek to meet clear width standards.
6. Extend the urban cross-section in the Village of Belleville north to Richard Street.
7. Improve intersection angles and geometrics (potentially removing intersections as appropriate).
8. Add or replace signing, pavement marking, culverts, storm sewer, beam guard, etc. as required.
We are currently in the very early data-gathering phase of the project. Since there are state and
federal agencies which could be affected by or have an interest in the project, we wanted to make
early contact with all the agencies to learn possible concerns and obtain some preliminary comments
prior to the final design of the project.
In the near future, environmental studies will be conducted to enable WisDOT to assess the project’s
effect upon the environment and to identify the resources located in the project area. Information
obtained from these studies will assist engineers in design to avoid or minimize the proposed
project’s effect upon environmental resources. Page 195

We would appreciate any information you may wish to share regarding any endangered species or
any general comments you may have on the project. Your input will be valuable in the design process
of this project. If you have comments, would like additional information regarding this proposed
project, or would like to be an interested party in the project development process, please contact us
by phone or email.
Please refer to the attached Concept Definition Report and Project Location Map.
Sincerely,

Mahesh Shrestha

Jim Simpson

Mahesh Shrestha, P.E.
Project Manager
(608) 245-2674
Mahesh.Shrestha@dot.wi.gov

Jim Simpson, P.E., P.L.S.
Project Leader
(608) 246-5628
Jim.Simpson@dot.wi.gov

CC: Eric Heggelund, WDNR Liaison – South Central Region
Brian Taylor, Environmental Coordinator, WisDOT SW Region – Madison
Attachments:
Project Location Map
Concept Definition Report
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NRCS Coordination

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02

Page 199

Division of Transportation System Development
Southwest Region - Madison
2101 Wright St.
Madison, WI 53704-2583

Scott Walker, Governor
Dave Ross, Secretary
www.dot.wisconsin.gov

Telephone: (608) 246-3800
FAX: (608) 246-7996
Email: swr.dtsd@dot.wi.gov

February 3, 2017
ADAM DOWLING
DISTRICT CONSERVATIONIST
NATURAL RESOURCES CONSERVATION SERVICE
5201 FEN OAK DR, RM 208
MADISON, WI 53718-8812

RE:

Farmland Conversion Impact Rating
Project ID: 1693-05-02
New Glarus - Verona (CTH D to Valley Road)
STH 69
Dane County

Dear Adam,
The Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT) is in the process of developing the referenced
highway improvement project on STH 69 in Dane County. The purpose of the project is to reconstruct the
existing highway that has exceeded its service life. The project begins near the intersection with County
Road D in Belleville, WI and extends north approximately 8.1 miles to just south of the intersection with
Valley Road. Construction of the project is currently scheduled for 2020.
As part of the environmental process for this project, WisDOT is required to calculate the Farmland
Conversion Impact Rating. Because this is a corridor type project, form CPA-106 has been filled out and is
attached for you to complete. Included with the form are project location maps and a preliminary right-ofway acquisition overview.
If you have any questions regarding this request, please feel free to contact me by phone or email.
Sincerely,

Mahesh Shrestha
Mahesh Shrestha, P.E.
WisDOT Project Manager
(608) 245-2674
Mahesh.Shrestha@dot.wi.gov
Attachments:
NRCS-CPA-106
Project Location Maps
Preliminary Right-of-Way Acquisition Overview
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NRCS-CPA-106

U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Natural Resources Conservation Service

(Rev. 1-91)

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING
FOR CORRIDOR TYPE PROJECTS
PART I (To be completed by Federal Agency)

3. Date of Land Evaluation Request

1. Name of Project

5. Federal Agency Involved

2. Type of Project

4.
Sheet 1 of

2/3/17

1693-05-02 STH 69 Reconstruction

6. County and State

Highway Reconstruction

WisDOT/FHWA

Dane County, WI

1. Date Request Received by NRCS

PART II (To be completed by NRCS)

11

2. Person Completing Form
4. Acres Irrigated Average Farm Size

3. Does the corridor contain prime, unique statewide or local important farmland?
(If no, the FPPA does not apply - Do not complete additional parts of this form).

YES

NO

5. Major Crop(s)

6. Farmable Land in Government Jurisdiction

7. Amount of Farmland As Defined in FPPA

8. Name Of Land Evaluation System Used

Acres:
%
9. Name of Local Site Assessment System

Acres:
%
10. Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS

Alternative Corridor For Segment

PART III (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Corridor A

A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly

Corridor B

Corridor C

Corridor D

50

B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly, Or To Receive Services

50

C. Total Acres In Corridor

PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland
B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland
C. Percentage Of Farmland in County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted
D. Percentage Of Farmland in Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value

PART V (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information Criterion Relative
value of Farmland to Be Serviced or Converted (Scale of 0 - 100 Points)
PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Corridor
Maximum
Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(c))
Points
1. Area in Nonurban Use
2. Perimeter in Nonurban Use
3. Percent Of Corridor Being Farmed
4. Protection Provided By State And Local Government
5. Size of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average

15
10
20
20
10

15
8
7
20
10
0
5
10
0

7. Availablility Of Farm Support Services

25
5

8. On-Farm Investments

20

9. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services
10. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use

25
10

TOTAL CORRIDOR ASSESSMENT POINTS

160

0
75

Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V)

100

0

0

0

0

Total Corridor Assessment (From Part VI above or a local site
assessment)

160

75

0

0

0

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines)

260

0

0

0

6. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland

0

0

0

PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency)

1. Corridor Selected:

2. Total Acres of Farmlands to be
Converted by Project:

75

3. Date Of Selection:

4. Was A Local Site Assessment Used?

YES

5. Reason For Selection:

Signature of Person Completing this Part:

DATE

NOTE: Complete a form for each segment with more than one Alternate Corridor
Clear Form
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NO

From:
To:
Cc:
Subject:
Date:
Attachments:

Shrestha, Mahesh - DOT
"Ziegler, Jeremy - NRCS, Juneau, WI"; Groh, Brad - DOT; Krueger, Mariah - DOT
Taylor, Brian F - DOT; "Brad Groh"; Payne, Gregory A - DOT
RE: Project ID: 1693-05-02 New Glarus- Verona (CTH D to Valley Road) STH69
Thursday, March 02, 2017 5:08:51 PM
20170302151322293.pdf

Jeremy,
Thanks.
Brad/Mariah: FYI…. Thanks.

Mahesh Shrestha, P.E.

Project Manager
SW Region- Madison, DTSD, WisDOT
2101 Wright Street
Madison WI 53704
Phone: (608) 245-2674
Email: mahesh.shrestha@dot.wi.gov
From: Ziegler, Jeremy - NRCS, Juneau, WI [mailto:Jeremy.Ziegler@wi.usda.gov]
Sent: Thursday, March 02, 2017 3:20 PM
To: Shrestha, Mahesh - DOT
Subject: Project ID: 1693-05-02 New Glarus- Verona (CTH D to Valley Road) STH69
Mahesh,
Attached is the completed NRCS-CPA-106 form for you records. Since the total score was over 60
points the project is subject to FPPA. The NRCS completed the form based on the score being over
60 points. Thank you for allowing the NRCS to comment on your project.
Jeremy Ziegler
Area Resource Soil Scientist SE-WI
451 West North Street
Juneau, WI 53039
Phone: 920-386-9999 Ex 122
Gov Cell 920-210-9007

This electronic message contains information generated by the USDA solely for the intended
recipients. Any unauthorized interception of this message or the use or disclosure of the
information it contains may violate the law and subject the violator to civil or criminal
penalties. If you believe you have received this message in error, please notify the sender and
delete the email immediately.
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U.S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE
Natural Resources Conservation Service

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT R ATING
FOR CORRIDOR TYPE PROJECTS

2. Type of Project

?/?./17

5. Federal Agency Involved

1693-05-02 STH 69 Reconstruction

6. County and State

Highway Reconstruction

WisDOT/FHWA

Dane County, WI

1. Date Request eceived by NRCS
r

PART II (To be completed by NRCS)

Lf't n

3. Does the corridor contain prime, unique statewide or local Important farmland?
YES [!J'
NO
(Ir no, the FPPA does not apply • Do not complete additional parts of this form).
6. Farmable Land In Government Jurisdiction
5. Major C rop(s)
�
Acres:
•,4
f#l./
!,,,-,�
8. Name or Land Evaluation System Used
9. Name of Local Site Assessment System

k

r·

3. Date or Land Evaluation Request

PART I (To be completed by Federal Agency)
1. Name of Project

NRCS-CPA-106
(Rev. 1·91)

.

Co 17

0."�t..

Le5.lt

t,S-¼

7

l--<'iA

A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly

50

C. Total Acres In Corridor

50

B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly, Or To Receive Services
0

PART IV (To be completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information
A. Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland

C. Percentage Of Farmland In County Or Local Govt. Unit To Be Converted
D. Percentage or Farmland In Govt. Jurisdiction With Same Or Higher Relative Value

Maximum
Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained In 7 CFR 658.S(c))
Points

4. Protection Provided By Stale And Local Government

6. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland

7. Availablilitv or Farm Suooort Services

.

5

8. On-Farm Investments

20
25
10

9. Effects or Conversion On Farm Support Services

10. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use

TOTAL CORRIDOR ASSESSMENT POINTS

8 'i

Corridor D

72-

value of Farmland to Be S.rvlced or Converted (Seate of O • 100 Points}

5. Size or Present Farm Unit Compared To Average

'5 /

Acres:
(,$
%,�
10. Date Land Evaluation Returned by NRCS

.onnntlo

PART VI (To be completed by Federal Agency) Co"ldor

3. Percent or Corridor Being Farmed

7. Amount of Farmland As Denned In FPPA

,OooOt 'I

PART V (To be complelied by NRCS) und Evaluation i'lfonnatlon Crlterlon Relatlve

15
10
20
20
10
25

rm
,\��
4. Acres rrngateo Average 1-arm :size
I

'/'>
�I.

B. Total Acres Statewide And Local Important Farmland

1. Area in Nonurban Use

2.

Alternative Corridor For Segment
Corridor B
Corridor A
Corridor C

PART Ill (To be completed by Federal Agency)

2. Perimeter in Nonurban Use

0

Sheet 1 of 2-:!_

15
8

7

20

10
0

-

5
10
0

0

160

75

100

72

0

0

0

PART VII (To be completed by Federal Agency}
Relative Value or Farmland (From Part V)

Total Camdor Assessment (From Part VI above or a local site
assessmenf)
TOTAL POINTS{Tola/ of above 2 lines)

1. Corridor Selected:
Corridor A

2. Total Acres or Farmlands to be
Converted by Project:

0

0

0

160

75

0

0

0

260

147

0

0

0

3. Date or Selection:
3/15/2017

50

4. Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
YES�

NO

0

5. Reason For Selection:
Preferred option based on design standards and evaluation of impacts.

\

Signature of Person Completing this Part:

Mariah Krueger

3/15/2017

NOTE: Complete a form for each segment with more than one Alternate Corridor
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ATTACHMENT V
Tribal Coordination

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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Division of Transportation System Development
Southwest Region
2101 Wright St
Madison, WI 53704-2583

Scott Walker, Governor
Mark Gottlieb, P.E., Secretary
Internet: www.dot.wisconsin.gov
Telephone: 608-246-3800
Facsimile (FAX): 608-246-7996
E-mail: swr.dtsd@dot.wi.gov

November 18, 2014
ATTN:«CONTACT»
«COMPANY»
«ADDRESS_1»
«ADDRESS_2»
«CITY», «STATE» «ZIP»

RE: Notice of federal undertaking and request for comments under 36 CFR 800
I am writing to you in regards to the following project:
1693-05-02
New Glarus - Verona
CTH D to Valley Road
STH 69
Dane County
The Wisconsin Department of Transportation (WisDOT), in cooperation with the Federal Highway Administration, is
considering an undertaking located along approximately 8.56 miles of STH 69 beginning at CTH D and ending at
Valley Road in Dane County. The proposed undertaking will consist of reconstructing the highway. Work will replace
pavement structure, improve safety and also includes: grading, curb and gutter, beam guard, signing, storm sewer,
box culverts and the widening an existing bridge over Badger Mill Creek. Right-of-way acquisition and some wetland
impacts are expected. Construction of the project is scheduled for 2019, but may be advanced to 2018. A project
location map is enclosed.
Your tribe has requested to be notified of undertakings in this area of Wisconsin. Attached is information regarding
the proposed undertaking to assist in consultation on the scope of identification efforts, which includes the
determination and documentation of the area of potential effects (APE).
WisDOT would be pleased to receive any comments your tribe wishes to share regarding this undertaking, the
determination of the APE, and any potential impacts to historic properties and/or burials. Environmental studies may
be conducted for this undertaking such as archaeological site identification survey, architecture/history survey,
endangered species survey, contaminated material investigations, soil testing and right-of-way surveys. Results of
these studies and comments provided by you will assist the engineers in the design to avoid, minimize or mitigate
effects upon cultural and natural resources. To ensure your comments are considered during this early phase of
project development, WisDOT requests a response within 30 days of receipt of this letter.
If your tribe wishes to become a consulting party under Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act or would
like to receive additional information regarding this undertaking, please contact Mahesh Shrestha or Jim Simpson by
mail at WisDOT Southwest Region, 2101 Wright Street, Madison, WI 53704 (608) 245-2674.
Sincerely,

Mahesh Shrestha

Jim Simpson

Mahesh Shrestha, P.E.
Project Manager
(608) 245-2674
Mahesh.Shrestha@dot.wi.gov

Jim Simpson, P.E., P.L.S.
Project Leader
(608) 246-5628
Jim.Simpson@dot.wi.gov
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Cc: Rebecca Burkel, Transportation Historic Preservation Officer, WisDOT Bureau of Technical Services (via email)
James Becker, Archaeology/Burial Site Program Manager, WisDOT Bureau of Technical Services (via email)
Lynn Cloud, WisDOT Bureau of Technical Services (via email)
Roger Larson, Tribal Coordinator, WisDOT SW Region (via email)
Attachments: Project Location Map
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Tribal Contacts ‐ Updated October 2013
‐>

Dane

Tribal Name
1
2
3
4
5
6
7
8
9
10

Bad River Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians of Wisconsin
Forest County Potawatomi Community of Wisconsin
Ho‐Chunk Nation
Lac Vieux Desert Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians
Menominee Indian Tribe of Wisconsin
Prairie Band Potawatomi Nation
Red Cliff Band of Lake Superior Chippewa Indians of Wisconsin
Sac and Fox Nation of Missouri in Kansas and Nebraska
Sac and Fox Nation of Oklahoma
Sac and Fox of the Mississippi in Iowa
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ATTACHMENT W
Dane County Parks Coordination and Signed Section 4(f)

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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Wisconsin Federal Highway Administration
Finding of De Minimis Impact on Parks, Recreation Areas and Wildlife and Waterfowl
Refuges (Updated 7/25/2017)

1. Project Description
WISDOT ID: 1693-05-02
Route: WIS 69
Termini: County D to Valley Rd
City/County: Dane Co
Project Description:
The proposed project is on Wisconsin State Highway (WIS) 69 that is located in Dane
County. The project begins near the intersection with County Trunk Highway (CTH) D in
the Village of Belleville and extends north approximately 8.1 miles to just south of the
intersection with Valley Road in the Town of Verona. WIS 69 serves as a north/south route
to connect the smaller communities of Belleville, Basco, and Paoli with the larger
communities of Verona and the Madison area. The cost of the project is estimated to be
11,000,000.00 (2020 dollars). An Environmental Report NEPA document was authored for
this project.
The purpose of the project is to improve the existing roadway that has exceeded its service
life as well as address the roadway deficiencies, safety and traffic congestion issues.
The original concrete pavement that was constructed in 1927 and 1929 is still in place under
multiple overlays. Four overlays have been performed on this section of WIS 69 to
rehabilitate the roadway, including one in 2015 that was an emergency project due to the
extreme deterioration of the pavement after the winter. In addition, there are many other
substandard geometric roadway features such as the cross-section, horizontal and vertical
alignments, intersection geometry, beam guard, signing, and pavement marking.
The preferred alternative is a reconstruction of WIS 69. This includes complete removal and
replacement of the pavement structure. The reconstruction alternative also addresses the
capacity and safety of the traveling public by correcting geometric deficiencies and
improving modal interrelationships of the roadway.
The project is impacting 1.09 acres of a multi-use park owned by Dane County Parks which
is subject to Section 4(f) protections.
2. Name of Section 4(f) resource: (If the resource is a park and a historic property please
indicate the historic property name and the park name if different.)
Dane County Park – Former Neperud Property
3. Description of Section 4(f) resource (Include a map and/or photos of the property in relation
to the proposed project):
The 200-acre parcel is a Dane County Park and is in the Dane County Master Plan as a multiuse park facility.
4. Description of impacts:
As the attached exhibit illustrations, the impacts, the project will result in 1.09 acres of Fee
Simple acquisition to become official Right-Of-Way with 1.12 acres of Temporary Limited
Impacts (TLE) for slope and ditch grading. There is no loss of recreational opportunities.
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5. Discuss avoidance, minimization, and compensation efforts and how the impacts after
avoidance, minimization, and compensation do not adversely affect the activities, features,
and attributes listed in Number 3 above:
The roadway alignment and associated toe-of-slope/ditching was minimized to the maximum
extent practicable to avoid. WisDOT is compensating for loss of land at fair market value
and per Knowles-Nelson requirements replacing land of equal or same use over a 1:1 ratio as
detailed below.
6. Describe the public involvement process and results:
A de minimis impact determination requires public involvement pursuant to 23 CFR
774.5(b)(2).
Three Public Involvement Meetings (PIMs) were conducted in which impacts to the Dane
County property were identified and explained. No comments/concerns were provided by
the public as it relates to the impact of the Dane County property. The display illustrating the
impacts to the Dane County property from the most recent PIM in 2017 is shown on the next
page.
7. Name of and notification to the official(s) with jurisdiction over the property:
Darren Marsh of the Dane County Parks is the official with jurisdiction over the property.
8. Describe the results of coordination with the official(s) with jurisdiction over the property
following public involvement (attach correspondence from the official(s)):
On February 17, 2017, Dane County Parks concurred with the Section 4(f) Deminimis
determination. See Attachment W.
9. Are there federal and/or state special funding encumbrances such as Land and Water
Conservation funds or Knowles-Nelson Stewardship Program grants on the Section 4(f)
resource? If “Yes”, indicate the type of encumbrance and discuss how all requirements
relating to the encumbrance will be satisfied independent of this 4(f) determination. This
should be addressed in Factor Sheet # in the Environmental Document.
Yes. Knowles-Nelson Stewardship Program funds were used to purchase this property. At
the time of final design, WisDOT will consult with Dane County and accommodate
preferences to the extent practicable, including the use of vegetative buffers. In addition,
WisDOT would follow the mitigation measures, as agreed upon with Dane County, for
impacts to the former Neperud property.
• Purchase approximately 2.89 acres of land immediately south of the former Neperud
property to serve as mitigation for the park land acquisition. Purchasing this
property serves to further the goal of Dane County Parks to protect the banks of the
Sugar River.

Page 210

Page 211

Page 212

Page 213

Page 214

Page 211
Page 215

Page 212
Page 216

Page 213
Page 217

ATTACHMENT X
Wetland Impact Map

Environmental Evaluation of Facilities Development Actions
Design ID: 1693-05-02
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