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U.S. Department of Agriculture

FARMLAND CONVERSION IMPACT RATING

PART 1 (To be completed by Federal Agency) Date Of Land Evaluation Request N@E

Name Of Project 'IDOV Al _H,b ‘F-\ re. 5 F]Lt;il(' Qe Federal Agency Involved F_E YA A)

P d Use ! c And Stat
roposed Land Use F{(‘& S'ﬁ»’ﬁow\ ounty And State Col\-\m!efa . u:l:

PART 1 (To becompleted by NRCS) Date Request Received By NRCS ’ i : P\) A )
Does the site contain prime, unique, statewide or local important farmland? Yes Acres lrrigated - | Average Farm Size
{If no, the FPPA does not apply — do not complete additional parts of this form). ‘g’ |:| : : :

Major Crop(s) |Farmable Land in Govt. Jurisdiction Amount Of Farmland As Defined in FPPA
: Acres:: % Acres: %
Name Of Land Evaluation System Used Name Of Local Site Assessment System Date Land Evaluation Retumed By NRCS

PART Ul (To be completed by Federal Agency) oA sﬁtteg’aﬂ"e Stte R;itti:gc SeD

A. Total Acres To Be Converted Directly 5.0
B. Total Acres To Be Converted Indirectly _
C. Total Acres In Site 0.0 5.0 |00 0.0 0.0

PART IV ( Tobe complei‘ed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Information

A. “Total Acres Prime And Unique Farmland 5.0
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 Vaiue

PART V (To be.completed by NRCS) Land Evaluation Criterion o 0
Relative Value Of Farmiand To Be Converted (Scale of 0 to 100 Points)

PART Vi (To be completed by Federal Agency) Maximum
Site Assessment Criteria (These criteria are explained in 7 CFR 658.5(b) Points

1. Area In Nonurban Use
. Perimeter In Nonurban Use 123
. Percent Of Site Being Farmed
. Protection Provided By State And Local Government
. Distance From Urban Builtup Area
. Distance To Urban Support Services
. Size Of Present Farm Unit Compared To Average
. Creation Of Nonfarmable Farmland

9. Availability Of Farm Support Services
10. On-Farm Investments
11. Effects Of Conversion On Farm Support Services
12. Compatibility With Existing Agricultural Use

TOTAL SITE ASSESSMENT POINTS 160 0
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PART VIl (To be completed by Federal Agency)

Relative Value Of Farmland (From Part V) 100 0 0 0 ¢}

Totai Site Assessment (From Part VI above or a local
site assessment) 160 Y 0 0 0

TOTAL POINTS (Total of above 2 lines) 260 0 0 0 0

. . Was A Local Site Assessment Used?
Site Selected: Date Of Selection Yes No

Reason For Selection:
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(See Instructions on reverse side) Form AD-1006 (10-83)
This form was electronically produced by National Production Services Staff




Hellermann, Luke

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Grasshoff, Ronald E - DNR [Ronald.Grasshoff@Wisconsin.gov]
Tuesday, July 07, 2009 1:30 PM

Hellermann, Luke

FW: Review Request - Poynette-Dekorra-Lowville EOC/Fire/EMS Facility

off, Ronald E - DNR
, July 07, 2009 12:01 PM
nn@strand.com’

eview Request - Poynette-Dekorra-Lowville EOC/Fire/EMS Facility

Luke,

We received your submittal for the proposed Poynette-Dekorra-Lowville EOC in the Village of Poynette. We have no
significant environmental issues with this project as there are no wetlands, waterways, or endangered resource impacts
associated with the project. From the plans, it does appear that the project will involve approximately 3.75+ acres of
earthwork. Clean Water Act coverage for storm water and erosion control will need to be reviewed and granted either by
DNR or Department of Commerce depending on the staging for the project. Your plans indicate that storm water is being

addressed.

Thanks for contacting us and please contact me if you have further questions.

iy Renatd Grasololf

Environmental Analysis and Review Specialist

South Central Region

Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources

3911 Fish Hatchery Road
Fitchburg, WI 53711

(%) phone:  (608) 275-3481
(&) fax: (608) 275-3338
(%) e-mail:  ronald.grasshoff@wisconsin.gov




HP-05-07 (8/15/03) For SHPO Use Only. Case # 0?’05 75/cp

REQUEST FOR SHPO COMMENT AND CONSULTATION ON A FEDERAL UNDERTAKING
Submit one copy with each undertaking for which our comment is requested. Please print or type. Return to: RECEIVED
Wisconsin Historical Society, Division of Historic Preservation, Office of Preser\;ation Planning, 816 State Street, Madison, WI 53706 JUN 2 9 zuug
Please Check All Boxes and Include All of the Following Information, as Applicable:
I. GENERAL INFORMATION DIV HIST PRES
This is a new submittal.
7] This is supplemental information relating to Case #: and title:

[] This project is being undertaken pursuant to the terms and conditions of a programmatic or other interagency agreement.
The title of the agreement is

a. Federal Agency Jurisdiction (Agency providing funds, assistance, license, permit): Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA)

b. Federal Agency Contact Person: Amanda Ratliff Phone: 312-408-5440
c. Project Contact Person: Luke Hellermann ) Phone; 808-251-4843
d. Return Address: 910 W. Wingra Drive, Madison, Wi Zip Code: 53715

e. .Email Address: Luke.Hellermann@Strand.com

£ Project Name: Poynette-Dekorra-Lowville EOC/Fire/EMS Facility

Project Street Address: Woodland Drive

g
h. County: Columbia City: Poynette Zip Code: 53955
i. Project Location:  Township 11N , Range QE . EfW (circle one), Section 27 , Quarter Sections SE of SE

j- Project Namrative Description—Attach Information as Necessary.
k. Area of Potential Effect (APE). Atiach Copy of U.S.G.S. 7.5 Minute Topographic Quadrangle Showing APE.
II. IDENTIFICATION OF HISTORIC PROPERTIES

[[] Historic Properties are located within the project APE per 36 CFR 800.4. Attach supporting materials.
Historic Properties are not located within the project APE per 36 CFR 800.4. Attach supporting materials.

IILFINDINGS

No historic properties will be affected (i.e., none is present or there are historic properties present but the project will have no effect upon them). Attach
necessary documentation, as described at 36 CFR 800.11.

7] The proposed undertaking will have no adverse effect on one or more historic properties located within the project APE under 36 CFR 800.5. Attach necessary
documentation, as described at 36 CFR 800.11.

] The proposed undertaking will result in an adverse effect to one or more historic properties and the applicant, or other federally authorized representative, will
consult with the SHPO and other consulting parties to resolve verse effect per 36 CFR 800.6. Attach necessary documentation, as descnibed at 36 CFR

800.11, with a proposed plan to resolve se effect(s
Date: 7/ 7/ 07
e

Type or print name: 1/4/ LU K(__ I ,’Ll (CCW\QA'\ , S’f‘r Ma A Scec (Eﬁl Tac..

IV.STATE HISTORIC PRESERVATION OFFICE COMMENTS

Authorized Signature: o 6 /-

/H Agree with the finding in section III above
[[] Object to the finding for ref
[] Cannot review until info

Authorized Signature:

Date: 7/7/07
7 1




Hellermann, Luke

From: farmerphil@juno.com

Sent: Wednesday, June 24, 2009 9:54 AM

To: Hellermann, Luke

Cc: v phorbwh@yahoo.com

Subject: Re: Proposed site for the Poynette Fire Station

Mr. Hellermann, The area where the the new fire station is to be located at one time may have been used by
Indians, but we feel that there is not anything there at this time that will be destroyed by the new building.
Phillip Hutchinson, Poynette Area Historical Society President '

Workers Compensation Legal Adviée.’ Click here
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Hellermann, Luke

From: Herkert, Scott

Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2009 11:43 AM

To: Hellermann, Luke

Cc: Urtes, Eric

Subject: FW: Poynette Fire Station - Const. Dates
Attachments: image001.jpg

FYl, from Village’s engineer.

Scott G. Herkert

Strand Associates, Inc.
910 West Wingra Drive
Madison, WI 53715
(608) 251-4843

From: Erik Henningsgard [mailto:ehenningsgard@generalengineering.net]
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2009 11:29 AM

To: Herkert, Scott

Cc: Jerry Foellmi; Sue Finstad

Subject: Poynette Fire Station - Const. Dates

Scott,

We've reviewed our files and the plans for North St., Tower Rd., and the water tower are dated 1987. The Alliant facility
was constructed around this same time. If you have any additional questions let us know.

Thank you,

Erik D. Henningsgard, PE
PrOJect Englneer

axmxzzama
mmmtsmtmmm
P.O. Box 340, 916 Silver Lake Drive
Portage, WI 53901
Office: 608-742-2169
Fax: 608-742-2592
www.generalengineering.net




Hellermann, Luke

From: Herkert, Scott

Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2009 1:35 PM
To: Hellermann, Luke

Subject: FW: Poynette Fire Station

FYI, 1 will let you know if | get more responses.

Scott G. Herkert ;

Strand Associates, Inc.

910 West Wingra Drive

Madison, W1 53715

(608) 251-4843 o

From: Tomlinson, James [mallto JamesTomImson@alhantenergy com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2009 1:12 PM

To: Herkert, Scott

Subject: RE: Poynette Fire Station

THAT SITE HAS BEEN FARMLAND FOR AS LONG AS | CAN REMEMBER . FIFTY PLUS YEARS. THE WPL _
PROPERTY WEST OF THE SITE WAS CUT DOWN AND FLATTENED OUT FOR THEIR BUILDING. | NEVER HEARD
OF ANY ISSUES THAT CAME FROM THAT ACTIVITY.

From: Herkert, Scott [mailto:Scott.Herkert@strand.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2009 11:23 AM
To: Tomlinson, James; Falk, Larry; Gary Kaschinske; Sue Finstad
Cc: Hellermann, Luke; Urtes, Eric
Subject: FW: Poynette Fire Station

Please the email below. Can any you speak to or know of anyone that could answer any.of the questions being asked by
our environmental engineer regarding the environmental assessment of the site? If you can let us know as soon as
possible to keep things moving it would be appreciated.

Thanks.

Scott G. Herkert

Strand Associates, Inc.
910 West Wingra Drive
Madison, WI 53715
(608) 251-4843

From: Hellermann Luke

Sent: Tuesday, June 23, 2009 10:53 AM
To: Herkert, Scott

Cc: Urtes, Eric

Subject: Poynette

I’m putting documentation together for the State Historic Preservation Office and hopefully we can avoid them coming
back and asking for an Archaeological Survey at the site.

To help with this, it would be nice if we could say the Mr./Ms from the Village of Poynette indicates that the
site and surrounding area has been farmed for many years, since about _____and there are no known Archaeological
sites, cemeteries, burial sites, or Indian Mounds at the proposed site or adjacent to it. Also, that Native Americans have
not expressed an interest in other projects in the area.
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County Distribution of Federally-listed Endangered, Threatened,
Proposed and Candidate Species

Home
Section 7 Consultation

Section 7: A Brief Explanation

Section 7: Technical Assistance  * PDF Version

Biological Assessment Guidance For more information about threatened and endangered species in Wisconsin, please

1 ) ] contact:

| Section 7 Consultation Handbaok U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, 2661 Scott Tower Drive, New Franken, WI 54229, Phone:

920) 866-1717

List Revised July 2009

County Species Status Habitat

Adams Gray wolf Endangered Northern forested areas
(Canis lupus)

Kirtland's Endangered Young jack pine stands (5
warbler to 25 years old)
(Dendroica
kirtlandii)

Whooping crane **Non- Open wetlands and
(Grus essential lakeshores
americanus) experimental
population

Karner blue Endangered Prairie, oak savanna, and
butterfly jack pine areas with wild
(Lycaeides lupine

melissa
samuelis)

Ashland Canada lynx Threatened While no resident

(Lynx populations are known
canadensis) from Wisconsin, the
species occasionally
occurs in northern
forested areas, and
counties listed are those
with the highest likelihood
of occurrence.

Gray wolf Endangered Northern forested areas
(Canis lupus)

Piping plover Endangered Sandy beaches; bare
(Charadrius alluvial and dredge spoil
melodus) islands

Piping plover Critical
(Charadrius Habitat
melodus) Designated

Barron Gray wolf Endangered Northern forested areas
(Canis lupus)

USFWS: County Distribution of Endangered and Threatened Species in Wisconsin Page 1 of 16
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Karner blue Endangered Prairie, oak savanna, and
butterfly jack pine areas with wild
(Lycaeides lupine
melissa
samuelis)
Bayfield Canada lynx Threatened While no resident
(Lynx populations are known
canadensis) from Wisconsin, the
species occasionally
occurs in northern
forested areas, and
counties listed are those
with the highest likelihood
of occurrence.
Gray wolf Endangered Northern forested areas
(Canis lupus)
Fassett's Threatened Open sandy lakeshores
locoweed
(Oxytropis
campestris var.
chartacea)
Brown Dwarf lake iris Threatened Partially shaded sandy-
(Iris lacustris) gravelly soils on
lakeshores
Buffalo Eastern Candidate Open to forested wetlands
massasauga and adjacent uplands
(Sistrurus
catenatus
catenatus)
Higgins eye Endangered Mississippi River
pearly mussel
(Lampsilis
higginsii)
Sheepnose Candidate Chippewa River
(Plethobasus
cyphyus)
Burnett Whooping crane **Non- Open wetlands and
(Grus essential lakeshores
americanus) experimental
population
Canada lynx Threatened While no resident
(Lynx populations are known
canadensis) from Wisconsin, the
species occasionally
occurs in northern
forested areas, and
counties listed are those
with the highest likelihood
of occurrence.
Gray wolf Endangered Northern forested areas
(Canis lupus)
Karner blue Endangered Prairie, oak savanna, and
butterfly jack pine areas with wild
(Lycaeides lupine
melissa
samuelis)

Page 2 of 16
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Spectaclecase Candidate St. Croix River
(Cumberlandia
monodonta)
Calumet Whooping crane **Non- Open wetlands and
(Grus essential lakeshores
americanus) experimental
population
Chippewa Spectaclecase Candidate Chippewa River
(Cumberlandia
monodonta)
Karner blue Endangered Prairie, oak savanna, and
butterfly jack pine areas with wild
(Lycaeides lupine
melissa
samuelis)
Clark Gray wolf Endangered Northern forested areas
(Canis lupus)
Whooping crane **Non- Open wetlands and
(Grus essential lakeshores
americanus) experimental
population
Eastern Candidate Open to forested wetlands
massasauga and adjacent uplands
(Sistrurus
catenatus
catenatus)
Karner blue Endangered Prairie, oak savanna, and
butterfly jack pine areas with wild
(Lycaeides lupine
melissa
samuelis)
Columbia Whooping crane **Non- Open wetlands and
e (Grus essential lakeshore:
americanus) experimental | x s [,‘gf]f, o
population Cund: Aok '5/94;2'«-5
: Eastern ) Candidate Open to forested wetlands
< massasauga and adjacent uplandﬁ
| % (Sistrurus }.ir \\«r'f‘a o w,j" p
i 7‘ catenatus 1 _ '7‘“
Ao /’feSc/l ’ catenatus) - lﬁh\l «d aite.
( Sheepnose Candidate Wisconsin River
(Plethobasus
cyphyus)
e ) T,
Q;;E‘Tjw Threatened Upland tallgrass prairie or
sclepias glade/barren habitat
meadii)
Note: all the Mead's
milkweed sites in
Wisconsin are
reintroduction attempts
and occur on protected
conservation lands.
Crawford Whooping crane **Non- Open wetlands and
(Grus essential lakeshores
americanus) experimental
population

USFWS: County Distribution of Endangered and Threatened Species in Wisconsin
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counties listed

Eastern Candidate Open to forested wetlands
massasauga and adjacent uplands
(Sistrurus

catenatus

catenatus)

Higgins eye Endangered Mississippi River
pearly mussel

(Lampsilis

higginsii)

Sheepnose Candidate Crawford
(Plethobasus

cyphyus)

Dane Whooping crane **Non- Open wetlands and
(Grus essential lakeshores
americanus) experimental

population
Higgins eye Endangered Lower Wisconsin River
pearly mussel
(tampsilis
higginsii)
Eastern prairie Threatened Wet grasslands
fringed orchid
(Platanthera
leucophaea)
Mead's mitkwec Threatened Upland tallgrass prairie or
(Asclepias glade/barren habitat
meadii)
Note: ail the Mead's
milkweed sites in
Wisconsin are
reintreduction attempts
and occur on protected
congervation lands.
Prairie bush-~ Threatened Dry to mesic prairies with
clover gravelly soil
(Lespedeza
leptostachya)

Dodge Whooping ¢crane **Non- Open wetlands and
(Grus essential lakeshores
americanus) experimental

popuiation

Door Hine's emerald Endangered Calcareous streams &
dragonfly associated wetlands
(Somatochiora overlying dolomite
hineana) bedrock
Pitchet's thistle Threatened Stabilized dunes, and
(Cirsium blowout areas
pitcheri)

Dwarf lake iris Threatened Partially shaded sandy-
(Iris lacustris) gravelly soifs on
lakeshores

Douglas Canada lynx Threatened Whiie no resident
{(Lynx populations are known
canadensis) from Wisconsin, the

species occasionally
occurs in northern
forested areas, and

are those

Page 4 of 16




Endangered Species Act: S7 Process - Step 1

| Home
Section 7 Consultation
Section 7: A Brief Explanation
Section 7: Technical Assistance
Biological Assessment Guidance

Section 7 Consultation Handbook
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Endangered Species Act: S7 Process - Step 1

»

Page 1 of 2

Endangered Species

Section 7 Technical Assistance
Step-by-Step Instructions - Step 1

Step 1. Determine whether a listed or proposed
species or designated or proposed critical habitat
may be present within the action area.

e Check the species list to determine whether any
species or critical habitat may be present in
the county(ies) of the proposed project.

o If no species or critical habitat is listed,
conclude "no species present" and document

your finding. No further consultation required.

» If any species or critical habitat is listed, print

the species list and continue.

o If your project is a HUD, Pipeline, or

Telecommunication project or your project is
within a developed area, then click here to go to
instructions specific to those types of projects.
If not, continue.

- /’// - \‘\
~ e Go to the pertinent species information pages,

define your action area, and cross-reference
the species information with your knowledge of
the project site.

- If suitable habitat is not present in the action

area, conclude "species and critical habitat not

present" and document your finding. No further -

o
Wis required. T,

Page 1 of 2
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- If suitable habitat is present, but data {e.q.,
surveys) indicate species and critical habitat
are absent from the action area, conclude

"species and critical habitat not present” and

document your finding. No further consultation

required.

o If suitable habitat is present, and no other data

indicate species or critical habitat are absent,
conclude "species or critical habitat may be

present" and proceed to Step 2.

- If suitable habitat is present, and no other data
indicate species or critical habitat are absent,
you may conduct a survey to determine
whether listed species or critical habitat are

present. Please contact the Ecological Services

Field Office nearest the project for more

information.

Previcus - Next (Step 2)

Home

{ast updated: August 4, 2009

USFWS Ecological Services Field Offices in the Upper Midwest
1llinois | Chicago | Indiana { lowa | Michigan | Minnesota | Missouri | Qhio | Wisconsin

USFWS Midwaest Region Sites
Home | Ecological Services | Coastal Conservation | Endangered Species | Enyironmental Contaminants

|

wind Eneragy | Ecological Services Field Offices

USFWS National Sites
Coastal Conservation | Endangered Species | Environmental Contaminants | Fisheries and Habitat
Conservation

Endangered Species Act: S7 Process - Step 1 Page 2 of 2





