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PROJECT SUMMARY 

I. Briefoverview ofthe proposal including the DNR action (include cost and funding source if public funds involved) 

This Environmental Assessment (EA) addresses the potential impacts ofmodifying the surface water elevation order of Eagle 
Spring Lake, created by the Wambold Dam, to reflect a 0.56 feet increase in the operating range established by the 1954 
Wisconsin Public Service Commission (PSC). Modification of the water level order is requested by the Eagle Springs Lake 
Management District (ESLMD). This would result in the lake surface elevations of Eagle Spring Lake being maintained between 
820.52 feet and 820.82 feet, referring to National Geodetic Vertical Datum of 1929 (NGVD-29). These elevations correspond to 
a staff gage reading of9.40 and 9.70 on the gage located at the dam. The water levels of Eagle Spring Lake have been maintained 
at this higher range, 0.56 feet above the ordered water level, for approximately 50 years (attachment 51). 

This EA is written to analyze the impact of raising the water level order on Eagle Spring Lake from the current legal order to 
reflect the water level that is currently being maintained. For clarity this EA document will use "increase water level order" to 
indicate a change in the legal order and no change in the actual water level on the Lake. "Maintain water level order" will be use 
to reflect no change in the legal order which would require a decrease in the water level on the Lake. It is important to note that 
while the existing water level order is being maintained higher than the legal water level order, this EA is written to address the 
impacts of the increased water because the impacts of maintaining the higher water level have not been previously assessed. 

The maintenance of current water level requires a Wisconsin Licensed Professional Engineer to certify that no structure changes 



are needed to meet state dam safety standards. Should work be required, there would be a cost associated with increasing the 
water level order. 

2. Purpose and Need (include history and background as appropriate) 

The Railroad Commission of Wisconsin issued an order on February 8, 1926, which established the maximum water level of 
Eagle Springs Lake of 98.80 feet and the minimum water level of 98.30 feet, referring to a local datum. The order was later 
amended by the PSC on October 14, 1954, which established the maximum water level of Eagle Springs Lake of99.10 feet and 
the minimum water level of98.80 feet, local datum, which corresponds to a staff gage reading of9.l4 and 8.84, respectively. The 
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (WDNR) currently regulates the operation of dams in Wisconsin. In 1981, WDNR 
converted the local datum to Mean Sea Level (MSL), which established a maximum level of817.62 feet MSL and a minimum 
level of817.32 feet MSL. In 2001, the Southeast Wisconsin Regional Planning Commission (SEWRPC) conducted a high order 
differential level survey to determine the elevation of the bronze tablet set in the northwest wingwall ofthe dam. This survey 
established the elevation of the tablet as 821.158 NGVD-29. The DNR corrected the ordered levels to reflect this survey to a 
maximum level of 820.26 NGVD-29 and a minimum level of 819.96 NGVD-29, which still corresponded to the same staff gage 
levels (9.14 and 8.84). On February 18, 2008 the Department officially notified the ESLMD that water levels on Eagle Spring 
have been maintained approximately 0.56 feet higher than the legal water level order. Subsequently, the ESLMD has requested a 
new water level order to reflect the current water level that is 0.56 feet higher than the current approved water level order. 

The lake is currently being held at a range of 820.52 and 820.82 NGVD-29, which corresponds to a staff gage reading of9.40 and 
9.70, respectively. This range is 0.56 feet higher than the ordered range. The Eagle Springs Lake Management District (ESLMD) 
began working with the DNR in the 1990' s to change the order to reflect the higher operating levels. A formal request was 
submitted by the ESMLD to change the operating level to 820.523 and 820.823 NGVD-29 in 2001. 

There has been extensive research done within the Eagle Spring Lake watershed, Eagle Spring Lake and Lulu Lake by a variety 
of agencies and graduate students. 

3. Authorities and Approvals (list local, state and federal permits or approvals required) 

This EA is prepared pursuant to the requirements of Chapter NR 150 of the Wisconsin Administrative Code, and addresses the 
establishment of operating levels of dams affecting navigable waters as set forth in Chapter 31 of the Wisconsin Statutes. The 
WDNR has authority to regulate and control the level and flow ofwater in all navigable waters pursuant to Section 31.02(1) of 
the Wisconsin Statutes. Section 31.13 of the Wisconsin Statutes specifically applies to the proposed action of raising or enlarging 
existing dams. 

In order to achieve an increase in the ordered operational water level for Eagle Spring Lake, an environmental analysis and review 
is required pursuant to Paragraph 150.03(8)(f)8 a. of the Wisconsin Administrative Code. This environmental analysis is required 
for the establishment of new levels for large dams, as defmed in terms ofthe height ofstructure (greater than six feet) and volume 
of impounded water (greater than 50 acre-feet) as set forth in Section 31.19(1)(b) ofthe Wisconsin Statutes, which criteria are met 
by the Wambold Dam impounding Eagle Spring Lake. The environmental analysis required is a Type II action, as such an 
increase in operating level has "the potential to cause significant environmental effects and may involve unresolved conflicts in 
the use ofthe available resources" (Section NR 150.03(2), Wisconsin Administrative Code). The first step in this process involves 
the preparation of an Environmental Assessment (EA) that includes a statement of the issue, as set forth in Section NR 150.21 of 
the Wisconsin Administrative Code, and an analysis consistent with Section NR 150.22. 

The applicant is a duly constituted public inland lake protection and rehabilitation district created pursuant to Chapter 33 of the 
Wisconsin Statutes. Public inland lake protection and rehabilitation districts are a "local governmental unit" as defmed in Section 
30.79(1)(a) and a "municipality" for purposes of intergovernmental cooperation as defined in Section 66.0301(1)(a) of the 
Wisconsin Statutes. Public inland lake protection and rehabilitation districts, as a "municipal corporation," are included within the 
definition ofa "person" as set forth in Section 32.01(1) the Wisconsin Statutes and related to the exercise of eminent domain. 

PROPOSED PHYSICAL CHANGES (more fully describe the proposal) 

4. Manipulation of Terrestrial Resources (include relevant quantities - sq. ft., cu. yard, etc.) 

This proposal affects approximately 12.6 acres oflands riparian to Eagle Spring Lake, Waterbody Identification Code 768600, 
located in the Town of Eagle, Waukesha County, Wisconsin. These lands would be subject to existing inundation as a 
consequence of the proposed 0.56 feet increase in water level order in Eagle Spring Lake. The affected lands include shoreland 



wetlands, especially along the western edge of the waterbody, and uplands (attachment 1.). 

The water surface elevation of Eagle Spring Lake has been maintained within the 820.53 feet and 820.83 feet, which is above the 
NGVD-29 range for a period extending back in time to at least 1960 (see attachments 2-10). This level is approximately 0.56 feet 
above the permitted operating level established by the local datum. 

5. Manipulation of Aquatic Resources (include relevant quantities - cfs, acre feet, MGD, etc.) 

Increasing the water level order would legally allow the higher water level to be maintained and would effectively maintain the 
approximately 156 acre-feet of additional water to the volume of water impounded by the Wambold Dam. This volume is 
estimated from the revised bathymetry, which is defined as the measurement of the depth oflarge bodies of water. Is consistent 
with the estimate generated from the hypsographic curve published by the WDNR-then, the Wisconsin Conservation 
Department-in August 1967 (estimated to be about 152.5 acre-feet). The increased water level would modify the area of 
shoreland available, prior to the increased water levels, to wetland plants both within and adjacent to Eagle Spring Lake and 
within and adjacent to the upstream Lulu Lake whose water surface elevation also is controlled by the Wambold Dam (see 
Attachment 11). 

6. Buildings, Treatment Units, Roads and Other Structures (include size of facilities, road miles, etc.) 

There are approximately 240 homes surrounding Eagle Spring Lake and one public boat launch. The impact to the Ordinary High 
Water Mark (OWHM) both vertically and horizontally are not completely known at this time. There is not sufficient contour and 
bathymetry data to determine the exact impact of the change in water levels. Changes to the OHWM can have an impact on 
structures in relation to zoning regulations and proximity to water and floodwaters Officially raising water levels would also 
require the dam to be certified by a Wisconsin-licensed Professional Engineer to ensure that no structural changes to the 
Wambold Dam or its appurtenant structures are required and that the dam can safely handle the higher water level. 

7. Emissions and Discharges (include relevant characteristics and quantities) 

The increase in lake water level order will not result in any long-term changes in discharges and will not generate any emissions. 
A short-term change (decrease) in stream discharge would be expected during the initial period of implementation, as a volume of 
water equivalent to the proposed increase in lake volume would be retained behind the Dam. This would be a temporary impact, 
the net effect of which could be managed through a small adjustment in rate ofdischarge from the impoundment to the 
downstream segment of the Mukwonago River. This would result in an incremental increase in volume of the impoundment with 
limited disruption of the downstream transmission of water from the Dam. No atmospheric discharges are expected to occur. 

8. Other Changes 

No other changes are proposed as part of this request. 

9. Identify the maps, plans and other descriptive material attached 

Attachment A County map showing the general area of the project
 
Attachment B USGS topographic map
 
Attachment C Site development plan
 
Attachment D Plat map
 
Attachment E DNR county wetlands map
 
Attachment F Zoning map
 

Attachment 1: Project Location and Stream Reach Designation: 2005
 
Attachment 2: Eagle Spring Lake: 1941
 
Attachment 3: Eagle Spring Lake: 1950
 
Attachment 4: Eagle Spring Lake: 1963
 
Attachment 5: Eagle Spring Lake: 1970
 
Attachment 6: Eagle Spring Lake: 1980
 
Attachment 7: Eagle Spring Lake: 1990
 
Attachment 8: Eagle Spring Lake: 1995
 
Attachment 9: Eagle Spring Lake: 2000
 
Attachment 10: Eagle Spring Lake: 2005
 
Attachment 11: Existing Surface Water Elevation Profile of Lulu and Eagle Spring Lakes: 2005
 
Attachment 12: Historic and Current Subwatershed Boundary Tributary to Eagle Spring Lake: 2008
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Attachment 13: Bathymetric Map of Eagle Spring Lake: 2007 
Attachment 14: Comparison of Historic, Current, and Proposed Drawdown Conditions of Hydrology and Morphometry of Eagle 

Spring and Lulu Lakes: 1969-2005 
Attachment IS: Flow Rate Measurements in the Upper Reach of the Mukwonago River 
Attachment 16: Water Level in Eagle Spring Lake: June 200 l-June 2003 
Attachment 17: Transect Locations Between Lulu and Eagle Spring Lakes: 2008 
Attachment 18: Maximum Water Depth and Mean Sediment Depth Among Transects Between Eagle Spring and Lulu Lakes: 

2008 
Attachment 19: Transect Locations Upstream Lulu Lake: 2008 
Attachment 20: Maximum Water Depth and Mean Sediment Depth Among Transects Upstream of Lulu Lake: 2008 
Attachment 21: Water Width and Maximum Pool Depth Profiles Within the Mukwonago River Upstream of Lulu Lake: Summer 

2008 
Attachment 22: Average Annual Temperature and Total Annual Precipitation for the NOAA Waukesha Weather Recording 

Station Near the Eagle Spring Lake Watershed 1950-2005 
Attachment 23: July Average Temperature and Precipitation Departures From Normal at the NOAA Waukesha Weather 

Recording Station: 1950-2005 
Attachment 24: Weather Station and Water Temperature Logger Locations: 2007-2008 
Attachment 25: Hourly Surface Water Temperature at Sites Upstream of Lulu Lake to Downstream of Eagle Spring Lake: May­

September 2008 
Attachment 26: Daily Maximum Water Temperature Among Surface and Deep Sites in Eagle Spring Lake: May-September 2008 
Attachment 27: Hourly Surface Water Temperatures Between Sites on the Western Shore Versus the Eastern Shore in Eagle 

Spring Lake and Lulu Lake: May-September 2008 
Attachment 28: Hourly Surface Water Temperatures at Sites in Lulu Lake and Eagle Spring Lakes: May-September 2008 
Attachment 29: Aquatic Plant Species Present in Eagle Spring Lake and Their Positive Ecological Significance: 1994 
Attachment 30: Aquatic Plant Species Present in Lulu Lake and Their Positive Ecological Significance: 1Q94 
Attachment 31: Aquatic Plant Species Observed in Eagle Spring Lake: August 2008 
Attachment 32: Aquatic Plant Community Distribution in Eagle Spring Lake: 2008 
Attachment 33: Aquatic Plant Species Observed in Lulu Lake: August 2008 
Attachment 34: Aquatic Plant Community Distribution in Lulu Lake: 2008 
Attachment 35: Annual Mean Summer (June IS-September 15) Chlorophyll-a Among Shallow Lakes in Southeast Wisconsin: 

1970-2008 
Attachment 36: Annual Mean Summer (June IS-September 15) Secchi Depth Among Shallow Lakes in Southeast Wisconsin: 

1970-2008 
Attachment 37: Annual Mean Summer (June IS-September 15) Total Phosphorus Among Shallow Lakes in Southeast 

Wisconsin: 1970-2008 
Attachment 38: Trophic State Index for Eagle Spring and Lulu Lakes: 1988-2008 
Attachment 39: Aquatic Plant Species Observed in Shallow Lakes Throughout Southeastern Wisconsin 
Attachment 40: Fish Species Composition By Physiological Tolerance in the Eagle Spring Subwatershed: 1958-2008 
Attachment 41: Fish Stocking Report for Eagle Spring Lake: 1992-2006 
Attachment 42: Catch Per Hour and Average Length of Largemouth Bass in Eagle Spring Lake: 1992-2008 
Attachment 43: Size Frequency Distribution of Largemouth Bass in Eagle Spring and Lulu Lakes: 1996-2008 
Attachment 44: Largemouth Bass and Bluegill Size-At-Age Within Eagle Spring Lake Compared to the Southeastern Wisconsin 

Lakes Average Growth Rates: 1996-2004 
Attachment 45: Catch Per Hour and Average Length of Bluegill in Eagle Spring Lake: 1992-2008 
Attachment 46: Size Frequency Distribution of Bluegill in Eagle Spring and Lulu Lakes: 1999-2008 
Attachment 47: Catch Per Hour and Average Length of Carp in Eagle Spring Lake: 1992-2008 
Attachment 48: Size Frequency Distribution of Carp in Eagle Spring and Lulu Lakes: 2002-2008 
Attachment 49: Eagle Spring Lake Wetland Complex Plant Community Summary 
Attachment 50: Existing Land Use Within the Eagle Spring Subwatershed: 2000 
Attachment 51: Eagle Spring lake Water Surface Elevation Chart: 1919 to 1995 

AFFECTED ENVIRONMENT (describe existing features that may be affected by proposal) 

10. Information Based On (check all that apply): 

I:8J Literature/correspondence (specify major sources) 

Annett, c., J. Hunt, and E. Dibble. 1996. The compleat bass: Habitat use patterns of all stages of the life cycle of largemouth 
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bass. Proceedings ofthe American Fisheries Society Symposium, volume 16, pages 306-314. 
Beauchamp, D.A., E.R Byron, and W.A. Wurtsbaugh. 1994. Summer habitat use by littoral-zone fishes in Lake Tahoe and the 

effects of shoreline structures. North American Journal ofFisheries Management, volume 14, pages 385-394. 
Becker, G.W. 1983. Fishes ofWisconsin, University of Wisconsin Press, Madison. 
Bengtsson, L. and T. Hellstrom. 1992. Wind-induced resuspension in a small shallow lake. Hydrobiologia, volume 241, pages 

163-172. 
Blindow, I., G. Andersson, A. Hargeby, and S. Johansson. 1993. Long-term patterns of alternative stable states in two shallow 

eutrophic lakes. Freshwater Biology, volume 30, pages 159-167. 
Boers, A.M., and J.B. Zedler. 2006. "How Hydrologic Manipulations can Accelerate Cattail Invasions via 'Internal 

Eutrophication'," Arboretum Leaflets No.7, Madison. www.botany.wisc.edu/Zedler/leaflets.html. 
Boers, A.M., and J.B. Zedler. 2008. Stabilized water levels and Typha invasiveness. Wetlands, volume 28, number 3, pages 676­

685. 
Borman, S., R Korth, and J. Temte, 1997. Through the Looking Glass ...A Field Guide to Aquatic Plants. Wisconsin Lakes 

Partnership, University of Wisconsin-Extension, Stevens Point. 
Breukelaar, A.W., E.H.RR Lammens, J.G.P. Lein Breteler, and I. Taltrai. 1994. Effect of benthivorous bream (Abamis 

brama) and carp (Cyprinus carpio) on resuspension. Internationale Vereinigung fur Theoretische und Angewandte 
Limnologie: Verhandlungen, volume 25, number 4, pages 2144-2147. 

Carden, KM. Macrophytes as Fish Habitat: The Role of Macrophyte Morphology and Bed Complexity in Fish Species 
Distributions. Master of Science Thesis, University of Wisconsin-Stevens Point, December 2002. 

Casselman, J.M. and CA. Lewis. 1996. Habitat requirements of northern pike (Esox lucius). Canadian Journal ofFisheries and 
Aquatic Sciences, volume 53, Supplement 1, pages 161-174. 

Dibble, E.D., KJ. Killgore, and G.O. Dick. 1996. Measurement of plant architecture in seven aquatic plants. Journal of 
Freshwater Ecology, volume 11, pages 311-318. 

Duncan, A., and J. Kubecka. 1995. Land/water ecotone effects in reservoirs on the fish fauna. Hydrobiologia, volume 303, 
pages 11-30. 

Eagle Spring Lake Management District, "Mukwonago River Watershed Nutrient Study-August 2004-0ctober 2007, and 
Baseline/Runoff Sampling-April 2008," August 2008. 

Engel, S. and S.A. Nichols. 1994. Aquatic macrophyte growth in a turbid windswept lake. Journal of Freshwater Ecology, 
volume 9, pages 97-109. 

Hanson, KC. and others. 2007. Assessment of largemouth bass (Micropterus salmoides) behaviour and activity at multiple 
spatial and temporal scales utilizing a whole-lake telemetry array. Hydrobiologia, volume 58, pages 243-256. 

Harris, S.W. and W.H. Marshall. 1963. Ecology of water level manipulations on a northern marsh. Ecology, volume 44, pages 
331-343. 

Hey and Associates, Inc., "Eagle Spring Lake Water Quality Summary and Management Report," January 2005. 
Hey and Associates, Inc., "Wetland Vegetation Survey at Eagle Spring Lake," January 2004. 
Hilary, Erin Gittings. Hydrogeologic Controls on Springs in the Mukwonago River Watershed, SE Wisconsin, Master of 

Science Thesis, University of Wisconsin-Madison, 2005. 
Hollister, Karin Marie. Hydrologic Modeling of the Upper Mukwonago River: An Investigation of the Effects of Urban 

Development and an Evaluation of Mitigation Schemes, Southeastern Wisconsin, Master of Science Thesis, University 
of Wisconsin-Madison, May 2006. 

Irwin, E.R Habitat Mediation of Juvenile Large-mouth Bass Population Dynamics. Doctoral Dissertation, North Carolina State 
University-Raleigh, 1994. 

Irwin, E.R and RL. Noble. 1996. Effects of reservoir drawdown on littoral habitat: Assessment with on-site measures and 
Geographic Information Systems. American Fisheries Society Symposium, volume 16, pages 324-331. 

Janse, J.H., W. Ligtoet, S. Van Tol, and A.H.M Bresser. 2001. A model study on the role of wetland zones in lake 
eutrophication and restoration. The SCientific World Journal, volume 1(S2), pages 605-614. 

Jennings, J.J., E. Emmons, G. Hatzenbeler, C. Edwards, and M. Bozek. 2003. Is littoral habitat affected by residential 
development and land use in watersheds of Wisconsin lakes? Lake and Reservoir Management, volume 19, number 3, 
pages 272-279. 

Jennings, J.J., M. Bozek, G. Hatzenbeler, E. Emmons, and M. Staggs. 1999. Cumulative effects of incremental shoreline 
habitat modification on fish assemblages in a north temp~rate lake. North American Journal ofFisheries Management, 
volume 19, pages 18-27. 

Jeppesen, E. 1998. The Ecology of Shallow Lakes-Trophic Interactions in the Pelagia/. University of Copenhagen Press, 
Silkeborg. 358 pages. 

Jeppesen, E. M. Sondergaard, M. Sondergaard, and K Kristoffersen. 1998. Structuring Role ofSubmerged Macrophytes in 
Lakes. Springer-Verlag, New York. 

Johnson, KG., M.S. Allen, and KE. Havens. (2007). A review of littoral vegetation, fisheries, and wildlife responses to 
hydrologic variation at Lake Okeechobee. BioOne, volume 27, number 1, pages 110-126. 

Kobler, A., T. Klefoth, C. Wolter, F. Fredrich, and R Arlinghaus. 2008. Contrasting northern pike (Esox lucius L.) movement 
and habitat choice between summer and winter in a small lake. Hydrobiologia, volume 601, number 1, pages 17-27. 
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that can be moved or changed. The establishment of lake level elevations within regulated river systems in accordance with an 
established datum is an established policy of the WDNR. Establishment of water level orders on raised lakes is common in the 
state of Wisconsin. WDNR has worked on establishment of water level orders on shallow lakes across the state. 

Not moving forward with either a new water level or enforcement of the legal water level would be precedent setting. There is a 
large number of raised lakes in the state that are required to comply with water level orders. In the recent past there have been 
several shallow lakes that have been drawdown to one degree or another. These lakes have seen positive responses in their plant 
and fish communities. All future proposals on lakes in Wisconsin will need to reviewed on a case by case basis. 

24. Significance of Controversy Over Environmental Effects 

Discuss the effects on the quality of the environment, including socio-economic effects, that are (or are likely to be) highly 
controversial, and summarize the controversy. 

While the precise impact of maintaining the existing legal water level or lowering the water by 0.56 feet can not be known with 
certainty, a drawdown of the current water levels are viewed as negative by the community. There is significant sentiment within 
the Eagle Spring Lake community in favor of maintaining the current water levels. 

ALTERNATIVES 

25. Briefly describe the impacts ofno action and of alternatives that would decrease or eliminate adverse environmental effects. 
(Refer to any appropriate alternatives from the applicant or anyone else.) 

No action on the part of the WDNR would continue the higher than regulated water level conditions despite the water level order 
within Eagle Spring and Lulu Lakes and the associated stream system. There would be no new environmental impacts associated 
with the no action alternative. However it is unknown what the long-term impacts of keeping the higher water level have been. 
In addition maintenance of water elevation above the water level order is a violation of state regulations. 

At this time the local residents and their consultants have not identified any other alternatives other than maintaining the existing 
water level order or raising the water level order. However, the adverse impacts of both maintenance of a higher water level and a 
drawdown are in the static water level state of a shallow water system. An alternative of creating a dynamic water level order that 
better mimics the natural dynamics of a shallow water lake system would alleviate some of these adverse impacts and could 
improve the lake ecosystem as a whole. 

An alternative of creating a fluctuating water level system rather than a static water level would provide positive benefits to the 
lake. In order to be successful in complementing fisheries management in lakes and reservoirs, changes in water level must be on 
a seasonal or annual time scale to yield significant fisheries benefits (Ploskey 1986). This observation that hydrologic variation is 
key to fishery quality has been shown to be key to restoration or maintenance of high quality littoral vegetation, wildlife, and 
associated wetlands (Johnson and others 2007, Duncan and Kubecka 1995, Van der Valk 1981, Harris and Marshall 1963). 
Although there have been changes in water surface elevations to restore or improve fishery potentials in Wisconsin (WDNR EA­
Koshkonong 2004), there is no indication that one time permanent drawdowns or increases in water level have succeeded in 
modifying the fishery. The optimum water level fluctuation needed to benefit northern pike spawning success would mimic 
natural high water conditions during ice out periods followed by slowly decreasing to norinallake levels. The timing of 
fluctuations needed for positive fisheries impacts are not supported at this time by the Lake District therefore this alternative has 
not been further explored. 

Additional alternatives such as limited boating areas would address some of the impacts from the increased water level have been 
discussed with the Lake District. 

SUMMARY OF ISSUE IDENTIFICATION ACTIVITIES 

26. List agencies, citizen groups and individuals contacted regarding the project (include DNR personnel and title) and summarize 
public contacts, completed or proposed). 

Comment Summary 
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10/06/08­
l/31/09 

4/21/08­
10/21/08 

3/25/08­
3/28/08 

10/06/08­
1/31/09 

10/06/08­
l/31/09 
1/31/09 

10/06/08­
l/31/09 

l/31/09 

10/06/08­
1/3l/09 
10/06/08­
l/31/09 

10/06/08­
1/31/09 

10/06/08­
1/31/09 

10/06/08­
1/31/09 
10/06/08­
1/31/09 

10/06/08­
l/31/09 

10/06/08­
l/31/09 

10/06/08­
1/31/09 

10/06/08­
l/31/09 

1/31/09 

l/31/09 

9/26/08­
10/20/08 

9/4/08 

11/20/08 

INC - Pat Morton,
 
Director: Mukwonago River Watershed Project
 

INC - Nick Miller
 

INC - John Wagner
 

ESLMD - Thomas A. Day,
 
Commissioner Chairperson
 

ESLMD - Nick Wambach,
 
Commissioner
 
ESLMD - Nate Cobb,
 
Commissioner
 
ESLMD - John Mann,
 
Resident
 

ESLMD - Bill Koepek,
 
Resident
 

SEWRPC - Dr. Thomas M. Slawski,
 
Principal Planner
 
SEWRPC- Dr. Jeffrey A. Thornton PH,CLM
 
Principal Planner
 

SEWRPC - Michael G. Halm PE, PH
 
Chief Environmental Engineer
 

SEWRPC - Dr. Donald M. Reed,
 
Chief Biologist
 

SEWRPC - Sara W. Teske,
 
Research Analyst
 
WDNR - Benjamin Heussner,
 
Fisheries Biologist
 

WDNR - Susan Beyler,
 
Fisheries Team Supervisor
 

WDNR- James D'Antuono,
 
Basin Supervisor
 

WDNR - Michelle Schneider PE,
 
Water Regulations and Zoning Engineer
 

WDNR - Heidi Bunk,
 
Water Resources Management Specialist
 

WDNR - Maureen Millmann,
 
Environmental Analysis and Review Specialist
 

WDNR - Jennifer Jerich,
 
Water Regulations and Zoning Specialist
 

WDNR - Lisie Kitchel,
 
Environmental Reviewer
 

WDNR - Dr. John Lyons, 
Research Scientist 

University of Liverpool - Dr. Brain Moss, 
Professor of Biological Sciences 

Representing a major riparian landowner in the Mukwonago River Basin 
upstream of Eagle Spring Lake; provided review of the draft document 

Provided biological data on the INC properties within the study area 

Provided bathymetric data for Eagle Spring and Lulu Lakes 

Provided project oversight, coordination and liaison, and provided review
 
of the draft document
 

Provided review of the draft document
 

Provided review of the draft document
 

Provided citizen comment and historical perspective on the management
 
and water levels of Eagle Spring Lake
 

Provided citizen comment and historical perspective on the management
 
and water levels of Eagle Spring Lake
 

Principal author; fisheries biologist and stream ecologist
 

Principal author; limnologist and lake management specialist
 

Provided expertise on hydrology and hydraulics, and regional 
climate data 

Comment Summary 

Provided expertise on the wetlands ofthe Lulu Lake-Eagle Spring Lake 
system and its environs 

Provided data analysis, cartographic support, and drafting of EA 

Provided information and data on the fisheries of Eagle Spring Lake, and 
provided review ofthe fisheries content of the EA 

Provided information and data on the fisheries of Eagle Spring Lake, and 
provided review of the fisheries content ofthe EA 

Coordinated WDNR staff response, provided overall guidance relating to 
the drafting and review of the EA 

Initiated the EA process, provided review and comment relating to WDNR 
permitting and regulatory requirements, and dam safety regulations pursuant 
to the Wisconsin Administrative Code and Wisconsin Statutes 

Provided information and data on the aquatic ecology of Eagle Spring and 
Lulu Lakes, and provided review ofthe limnological content of the EA 

EA reviewer, provided information on the review process relating to WDNR 
permitting and regulatory requirements, pursuant to the Wisconsin 
Administrative Code and Wisconsin Statutes 

EA editor, provided information on the drafting process relating to WDNR 
Procedures and requirements, pursuant to the Wisconsin Administrative 
Code and Wisconsin Statutes 

Provided information and data on the riverine mussels of the 
Mukwonago River 

Provided information and data on the fishes of the Mukwonago River 

Provided comment relating to the definition of a shallow lake ecosystem 
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Project Name: Eagle Spring Water Level Order County: Waukesha County 

DECISION (This decision is not final until certified by the appropriate authority) 

In accordance with s. 1.11, Stats., and Ch. NR 150, Adm. Code, the Department is authorized and required to determine whether it has 
complied with s.l.ll, Stats., and Ch. NR 150, Wis. Adm. Code. 

Complete either A or B below: 

A. EIS Process Not Required D 
The attached analysis of the expected impacts of this proposal is of sufficient scope and detail to conclude that this is not a 
major action which would significantly affect the quality of the human environment. In my opinion, therefore, an 
environmental impact statement is not required prior to final action by the Department. 

B. Major Action Requiring the Full EIS Process D 
The proposal is of such magnitude and complexity with such considerable and important impacts on the quality of the human 
environment that it constitutes a major action significantly affecting the quality of the human environment. 

ISignature of Evaluator IDate Signed 

L- _ 

Number of responses to news release or other notice: 

NOTICE OF APPEAL RIGHTS 

If you believe that you have a right to challenge this decision, you should know that Wisconsin statutes and administrative rules 
establish time periods within which requests to review Department decisions must be filed. 

For judicial review of a decision pursuant to sections 227.52 and 227.53, Stats., you have 30 days after the decision is mailed, or 
otherwise served by the Department, to file your petition with the appropriate circuit court and serve the petition on the Department. 
Such a petition for judicial review shall name the Department ofNatural Resources as the respondent. 

To request a contested case hearing pursuant to section 227.42, Stats., you have 30 days after the decision is mailed, or otherwise 
served by the Department, to serve a petition for hearing on the Secretary of the Department ofNatural Resources. The filing of a 
request for a contested case hearing is not a prerequisite for judicial review and does not extend the 30-day period for filing a petition 
for judicial review. 

Note: Not all Department decisions respecting environmental impact, such as those involving solid waste or hazardous waste facilities 
under sections 144.43 to 144.47 and 144.60 to 144.74, Stats., are subject to the contested case hearing provisions of section 227.42, 
Stats. 

This notice is provided pursuant to section 227.48(2), Stats. 
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