





















































APPENDIX H

LOCAL, REGIONAL, TRIBAL, AND FEDERAL CORRESPONDENCE

The documents listed below are located in Appendix H in the following order:

Agency Document Type Date Page Number
US Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) Email January 12, 2010 H-5
US Army Corps of Engineers Email September 3, 2015 H-6
US Army Corps of Engineers Email February 10, 2021 H-7
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (WDNR) Letter January 20, 2010 H-11
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources Letter October 26, 2011 H-13
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources Email June 11, 2015 H-15
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources Letter July 7, 2015 H-16
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources Email September 29, 2015 H-24
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources Email December 9, 2015 H-28
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources Email January 22, 2016 H-29
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources Letter September 4, 2019 H-30
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources Email February 10, 2021 H-38
US Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Letter July 18, 2006 H-42
US Environmental Protection Agency Letter August 26, 2015 H-44
US Environmental Protection Agency Letter January 21, 2021 H-48
US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) Letter February 16, 2006 H-51
US Fish and Wildlife Service Letter January 30, 2020 H-53
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Email January 18, 2010 H-55
Federal Highway Administration Email September 10, 2019 H-57
Wisconsin Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Letter September 10, 2015 H-59
Protection (DATCP)
Wisconsin Department of Agriculture, Trade and Consumer Email January 5, 2021 H-60
Protection
US Department of Agriculture- Letter and Form September 27, 2011 H-62
Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS)

US Department of Agriculture- Form October 8, 2015 H-64

Natural Resources Conservation Service
USACE, WDNR, USEPA, National Park Service, NRCS, WHS/SHPO | Word Document- November 13, 2014 H-65

Minutes

Advisory Council on Historic Preservation Letter March 19, 2020 H-75

Local Government

Document Type

Date

Page Number

Dane County-Parks Division Letter August 24, 2011 H-79
Dane County-Parks Division Letter November 28, 2011 H-81
Dane County-Parks Division Email October 28 H-82
Nevember4, 2015
Dane County-Parks Division Email November 11, 2019 H-85
Dane County-Land & Water Resources Department Email April 9, 2021 H-88
Township of Dunkirk Letter July 28, 2009 H-89
Town of Dunn Resolution March 21, 2011 H-89
Town of Dunn Resolution August 15, 2011 H-91
Town of Dunn Resolution September 21, 2015 H-92
Town of Dunn Email September 30, 2015 H-93
and October 5, 2015
Town of Dunn Resolution August 22, 2017 H-95
Town of Dunn Letter November 12, 2019 H-96
Town of Dunn Email October 23, 2020 H-98
Town of Dunn Email April 12, 2021 H-100
Village of McFarland Email September 9, 2019 H-103
Village of McFarland Letter October 15, 2019 H-106
Village of McFarland Letter October 23, 2020 H-109
Town of Pleasant Springs Letter July 13, 2009 H-112
City of Stoughton Letter June 25, 2009 H-113
City of Stoughton Resolution September 8 and H-114
September 9, 2015
City of Stoughton Resolution October 22 and 28, H-118
2019
City of Stoughton Email November 19, 2019 H-121
City of Stoughton Email January 29, 2021 H-123
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Other Document Type Date Page Number

Residents of Northern Court Letter June 4, 2011 H-127

University of Wisconsin—Madison Letter August 27, 2012 H-129

WisDOT to University of Wisconsin—Madison Letter October 10, 2012 H-132

University of Wisconsin—Madison Letter October 22, 2012 H-135

Stoughton Area Emergency Medical Services Letter October 10, 2012 H-136
Bay View Heights and Schneider Drive

Stoughton Area Emergency Medical Services Letter February 21, 2013 H-138
Bay View Heights and Schneider Drive

The Concerned Citizens Letter September 3, 2013 H-139

Lake Kegonsa Sanitary District Email January 8 and H-141

January 22, 2021

Invitations to Participate in Environmental Review Process

Document Type

Date

Page Number

Tribe Invitation to August 25, 2011 Agency Meeting and Mailing List

Letter and List

August 15, 2011

H-147

Section 4(f) Correspondence and Documentation Document Type Date Page Number
Dane County Parks Letter with Proposed Mitigation at Babcock Park Letter August 24, 2011 H-153
WisDOT Response to Proposed Mitigation Measures at Babcock Letter October 14, 2011 H-155
Park
Dane County Parks Letter Regarding Proposed Mitigation at Babcock Letter November 28, 2011 H-158
Park
Babcock Park, Dingell-Johnson Grant Documentation E-mails, Letters, & Various H-159
Grant Documents
US Department of Interior (DOI) Letter July 1, 2020 H-180
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources Letter May 14, 2021 H-183
Groundswell Conservancy Letter May 19, 2021 H-185
Native American Tribes Document Type Date Page Number
Phase Il Investigation and Ho-Chunk Response Email May 12, 2011 H-189
Tribe Project Update Letter September 16, 2013 H-190
Tribe Project Update Letter July 22, 2015 H-192
Tribe Project Update Letter August 14, 2019 H-195
Ho-Chunk Nation Letter August 14, 2019 H-197
WisDOT Discussion with Ho-Chunk Nation Email September 12, 2019 H-200
Tribe Notification of October PIM Email October 22, 2020 H-201
Ho-Chunk Nation Email October 23, 2020 H-202
Ho-Chunk Nation Email January 8, 2021 H-204
Project ID 5845-06-03 H-2 APPENDIX H




AGENCY

Project ID 5845-06-03 H-3 APPENDIX H




































Hellermann, Luke

From: Brown, Joel R - DOT <Joel.Brown@dot.wi.gov>

Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2015 1:11 PM

To: Hellermann, Luke

Cc Grimes, Jennifer - DOT; Berens, Jeff - DOT; Kobryn, Jennifer; Petersen, Joan
Subject: FW: Dane Co Babcock Park DJ Funding 5845-06-03

Luke,

Please see the e-mail below from Eric Heggelund related to DJ funds at Babcock Park. Eric has indicated since the funds
were not used for land purchase, and impacts to funded uses will be temporary, USFWS will not need to be involved
with impacts to Babcock Park.

Joel Brown
Major Studies Environmental Coordinator

From: Heggelund, Eric P - DNR

Sent: Thursday, June 11, 2015 10:56 AM

To: Grimes, Jennifer - DOT

Cc: Berens, Jeff - DOT; Brown, Joel R - DOT; Bentzler, Carol M - DNR; Anderson, Russell A - DNR
Subject: Dane Co Babcock Park DJ Funding 5845-06-03

Jenny,

| talked again with Carol Bentzler about the DJ grant and the potential USH 51 reconstruction impacts to Dane County’s
Babcock Park in McFarland. We understand that the project will take land from the park for ROW and will require
additional land for a TLE. However, WisDOT has determined that this land was not purchased with DJ funds. The project
may temporarily impact a trail that was funded with the DJ grant.

Since the project is only temporarily impacting the trail that was funded with the grant and the grant is closed, we do
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e Alternative A: Safety improvements at various intersections and reconstruction of a 2-lane
segment of U.S. Highway 51 east of Stoughton. Also referred to as “low build.”

e Alternative B: 4-lane expansion of U.S. Highway 51 between Stoughton and McFarland,
including a 4-lane Stoughton Bypass, safety improvements in Stoughton and McFarland, and
reconstruction of 2-lane segment of U.S. Highway 51 east of Stoughton.

e Alternative H: A “hybrid” of Alternatives A and B. It provides for a 4-lane roadway between
WIS 138 and County B on the west side of Stoughton, but does not increase the number of
lanes elsewhere. Alternative H also includes the following:

o Reconstruction of the existing 2-lane segment of U.S. Highway 51 east of Stoughton;

o Reconstruction of the existing 2-and 4-lane segments of U.S. Highway 51 through
downtown Stoughton;

o Urban and rural 4-lane reconstruction along the west side of Stoughton;

o Reconstruction of the rural 2 lane segment of U.S. Highway 51 (Stoughton to
McFarland) with intersection improvements;
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Purpose and Need

The Service concurs with the draft Purpose for the project as described in literature included with
your letter, and revised during the January 12 meeting. The goal of the project, as discussed in

the meeting, is to develop improvements to the transportation system in the area that preserve

safety and mobility in the project area while minimizing adverse environmental impacts. It is

our understanding that the description of the Need for the project will be revised to distinguish
between crash rates in urban and rural areas. The Service concurs with other portions of the draft
Need for the project, including long-term corridor planning and preservation, deteriorating

existing and future conditions and severe congestion in the project corridor, and public concerns
about portions of the corridor. When we receive a revised Purpose and Need we wﬂl rev1ew 1t*'” i
for the discussed changes and issue concurrence as appropriate. - i =
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Dear Jeff Berens:

Re:  Project ID: 5845-06-03
Project Name USH 51: TH 39/90 to USH 12/18
County: Dane

The Department has received the notification you submitted concerning the potential need for an agricultural
impact statement (AIS) for the above project. Based upon the information received, it appears that an AIS is
required for this project.

The Department is reviewing the project to determine what, if any, additional information is needed to prepare
the AIS. If no additional information is necessary, you will receive written notification that the AIS is being
prepared. The AIS will be completed within 60 days of the date of that notification.

Upon completion of the AIS, the Department will charge a fee to cover preparation costs as stipulated in
$32.035, Wisconsin Statutes. The potential condemnor may not negotiate with or make a jurisdictional offer to
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Petersen, Joan

From: Matt Schuenke <Matt.Schuenke@mcfarland.wi.us>

Sent: Monday, September 9, 2019 11:08 AM

To: Berens, Jeff - DOT

Cc: Grimes, Jennifer - DOT; Joel Brown; Petersen, Joan; DOT DTSD US 51 Stoughton to
McFarland EA; Brad Czebotar; Jim Hessling; 'brian@tcengineers.net'

Subject: RE: 5845-06-03 US 51 Stoughton to McFarland Corridor Study - Village of McFarland

Jeff,

Thank you for hosting the recent meetings. Having not been part of this before, it was helpful to see what
previous progress had been made and what next steps are planned. We look forward to the public comment period
coming up next month. When will this be confirmed?

That being said, as Staff representing the interests of the Village of McFarland we have several concerns that
we want to see are accounted for in some fashion in the Environmental Assessment. | realize some of these issues
require far more detail to resolve than can be determined at this time. However, it is imperative the Environmental
Assessment include these issues to some extent in order for them to be considered as part of the final design. This is a
summary of the issues we’ve raised internally thus far, some of which are things | wrote on the plans when the meeting
was held. | apologize for the length but again, it’s a large project and at the outset wanted to make sure we could put
down everything we were thinking.

e Will a State/Municipal Agreement be required? If so, what will the proposed terms be? To what extent
do the costs cover the work that is planned (i.e. — cost sharing)?

e Are there allowances as to what used to be called Community Sensitive Solutions? This would have
been a program that formerly provided funds on a small percentage basis to the locals for streetscaping
and/or related amenities.

e Outside of this project but on the same highway and as part of a different study, the Village would like
to see additional turn lanes added on Terminal Drive and US 51. This would be a second left hand turn
lane for traffic turning left off of Terminal in order to head north on US 51. | realize this is probably just
a confirmation that you’ll include the note in that study and understand its not necessarily inclusive in
this study.

e Theingress and egress from the Highway onto Siggelkow will be a significant local discussion. We will
need to discuss more the alternatives for traffic flow beyond just roundabouts. There are a lot of
vehicles, large vehicles, coming through there at pretty decent numbers. | understand there are
multiple options here and want to make sure all are on the table within the EA going forward.

* Siggelkow was repaved and in some areas reconstructed underneath the highway in 2018. This should
have been the fiscal responsibility of WisDOT but it declined. This will need to be accounted for with the
cost sharing for this project based on the funds we expended for WisDOT’s responsibility.

e We are going to want to discuss potential pedestrian enhancements at certain key crossings within this
corridor. Areas where we have had issues that have no treatments presently. We would want to make
sure all options remain available in this discussion to maximize the ability to create safe crossings.

e Can you confirm to what level this project is being planned for? My understanding is that it is a
complete urban reconstruction that would require sidewalks on both sides of the street including the
complete removal and replacement of existing pavement.

e Sidewalks are going to be necessary for this project both from the standpoint of pedestrian relief
created by the congestion of the highway and possibly as you said for bicycles given the constraints
about painting the bike lanes on the road. But as | understand it there is a new policy about not paying



for sidewalks. The Village is not agreeable to this as you might imagine and will require more discussion
on this point.

e |also don’t understand why you can’t paint bike lanes on the road. | understand the condemnation
powers lost but if you are not condemning for anything, not sure how that relates.

e To what extent has stormwater management been included in the planning thus far? What sorts of
plans are in place for the highway to collect and convey its own stormwater? Any consideration for
treatment?

e We would need to evaluate McFarland Utilities in the area. We have mostly crossings but would want
to see what if any work is needed in association or in advance of this project. Also, MMSD should be
consulted as they have a main line in the State right of way running from about Yahara Drive to the
north project limits.

e The Village remains opposed to the current speed. This was brought to the attention to WisDOT a few
years ago which lead to a meeting but no formal action to address it. This plan and project should
better regulate speed through the Village.

e At some point we will want to discuss medians and how they interact with this project as well as what
they are constructed with. | see them planned as grass now but would want to consider as hardscape as
well through the EA.

e Street lighting would need to be considered as well. We began a designed concept on Farwell through
that project last year and would likely want to continue that. We understand that could be cost shared
but want to make sure it is also consistent through the corridor.

e Any thoughts yet on detours and/or constructing staging?

e We will need to talk further about access to Yahara Drive being limited through this project. We are not
agreeable to limiting this access as its shown here.

e We talked a little bit about the bridge over the Yahara River. | would like to see more detail as its
available on what is planned with this replacement. | know the County Parks has been consulted and
again concur the opening needs to be wider to better regulate flow.

e | mentioned also that Farwell was repaved significantly in 2018 and was paid for by the Village. We
would want to limit the impact on this work given what went into that project since its shown in the
plans going deeper into the block than we were anticipating.

e At some point we should discuss the large retaining wall on Highway 51 across from Babcock Park. Also
discuss new retaining walls that might be proposed (I think one was mentioned).

Are we able to setup a regular schedule for meetings going forward? If you are planning to complete this
Environmental Assessment within the next year, it would seem to me we should be meeting more frequently to confer
on these issues. Look forward to hearing back from you, let us know if you have any questions.

Thanks,
Matt

From: Berens, Jeff - DOT <Jeff.Berens@dot.wi.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, July 31, 2019 11:18 AM

To: Brad Czebotar <Brad.Czebotar@mcfarland.wi.us>

Cc: Matt Schuenke <Matt.Schuenke @mcfarland.wi.us>; Grimes, Jennifer - DOT <Jennifer.Grimes@dot.wi.gov>; Brown,
Joel R - DOT <Joel.Brown@dot.wi.gov>; Petersen, Joan <Joan.Petersen@strand.com>; DOT DTSD US 51 Stoughton to
McFarland EA <DOTDTSDUS51StoughtontoMcFarlandEA@dot.wi.gov>

Subject: 5845-06-03 US 51 Stoughton to McFarland Corridor Study - Village of McFarland

Mr. Czebotar,

The attached letter is to inform you that the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) and the Wisconsin Department of
Transportation (WisDOT) have recently resumed the US 51 Stoughton to McFarland corridor study after an approximate
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We, the undersigned, being permanent residents of the BayView Heights Community,
located on Highway 51 north of Stoughton, and specifically, residents of Northern Court
and the Immediate Neighborhood... do altogeather protest, and take great issue with what
we have only recently learned of the Highway Planning Authority decision to remove
several homes here in Northern Court, and force a new road through from the north-west, to
facilitate access to the community.

Such a plan, if realized, would cause several serious problems. It would undoubtedly
serve to cause residents varying degrees of emotional, financial, and mental distress, as
well as increasing traffic hazards in the area. There can be no doubt of it.

The plan, as we understand it, would require the complete removal of the homes of
several permanent residents and neighbors here, so a new entry/ exit point could be
constructed. Northern Court would be transformed from a peaceful, dead-end court to a
thoroughfare with a continual flow of traffic through the area, close to our homes.

Such an alteration would significantly lessen the desirability of living in or near the Northern
Court Neighborhood, both in the minds of current residents, as well as future, prospective



home buyers. Such an alteration would unavoidably poison this clean and quiet area with
unwelcome traffic noise and hydrocarbon pollution, dirt, road dust and debris, and greatly
increase the danger to the many young children living in the area, as well as present an
additional hazard to our more senior pedestrians.

With thru-traffic access, there would inevitably be an increased threat of strangers,
undesirables, and opportunistic crime, as well as a high potential for vehicular accidents,
especially in the winter, due to the hilly terrain. (At least one home, sited near the existing
entry point on Hy.51, has already been crashed into...) Residents of the Northern Court
neighborhood have no desire to be subject to such potential and real threats.

We all have seen our home values lessened considerably due to the current economy.
We cannot calmly stand-by while our home values are further eroded and crippled by a
bureaucratic decision to turn this familiar, well-established and desirable neighborhood into a
thoroughfare primarily dedicated to motoring convenience and expedienc?'. Such an
outcome would be completely and totally alien and unacceptable to us all.

Please do not fail to understand that not one of us considers our permmanent homes to be
rental units nor temporary housing in which we hold no stake. Our homes are not frivolous
and disposable vacation homes nor “extra” second residences. For the majority, they are
definately not starter homes nor transitionary units, and we have purposely chosen to settle
and live here for precisely the reason that there is no thru-traffic, noise or vehicular pollution,
no thru-flow of residents, commuters, gawking strangers or other unfamiliars.

We most vehemently urge and entreat the Highway Planning Authority to completely
abandon all current and future plans to construct an altemate or additional access point to the
BayView Heights Community by utilizing or altering any part of Northern Court, or any
portion of the immediate land or lots where our homes are permanently sited.

We residents of Northern Court and the immediate neighborhood strongly suggest that
the Highway Plannin%\olémority develop alternate plans which do not, in effect, destroy our
homes, our nei?hbor and our well-established lives here. Adaquate adjacent lands
exist which could be utilized for alternate access, and which could be developed and
configured to avoid the nefarious destruction of our neighborhood.

Has a clever, comprehensive design, focusing upon the currently existing entry and exit
area on Hy.51, as well as trhe Beach Road area just to the east, been given sufficient
consideration? Has such even been considered?

We believe that incomplete planning and lack of forsight and authority in the past has led
to this potentially negative situation we have outlined. We also believe that thoughtful,
creative planning now can lead to a positive, non-destructive, non-invasive outcome for
those most concerned, while meeting necessary transportation goals for the area and future.

Sincerely,

Lee Rﬁlw
[ 2

Residents of Northern Co
BayView Heights Community
Stoughton, WI


















































































































Stale of Wisconsin
Department of Natural Resourcas

Box 7921

Madison, Wisoonsin 53707

RECREATION GRANT PROJECT COST ESTIMATE WORKSHEET

form 8700-14

Rev. 8-87 {2003-Rev)

For use with Grant Applicetion Formy 8780-191

Sheet of Project Applicant; Prepared By: . LEAVE BLANK - DNRUSE ONLY
1 1 Dane County Gaylord Plumer Progact Number
County Projact Name:
Dane Renovate Locks and Dans ﬂﬁﬁﬂ?ﬁwﬁﬁaﬂsss
Thsp. ale - Ball No.
DEVELOPMENT PROJECT ITEMS Indicale Quanlity and ;
List by individual item or break down by Use Areas F‘;"“;:;f?ﬂ Unit of Cogg:;eni Es!;rl:;tego'i;tafai
{Ses ltem List On Back Of This Form) Donaled(0) Measura op————
Babcock Park Locks Contxract 200,000
LaFollette Park Locks Contract 200,000
Tenney Park Tocks Contract 200,000
TOTAL 600,000 TOTAL

NOTE: For acquisition projects, complete the information on the reverse side of this form

:

Bv:0T £807/68/0T
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Dear Darlene:

Enclosed please find a reimbursement claim for RBF-225 and
FMH-19, Babcock Boat Launch. We have attached the necessary
documentation for processing this patrial billing.

The total costs for the project are anticipated to be
approximately $351,497. 1In addition to the $227,175
available from the two programs mentioned above Dane County
received a 50% matching grant totalling $50,000 from the
Waste Tire Recovery Program. Expenditures associated with
the Waste Tire Recovery grant have not been included in this

billing.

Despite the generous funding from three different programs
we still anticipate cost overruns of approximately $24,322.
I would very much appreciate a recommendation from you as to
whether Dane County can and should seek additional funding
from the RBF and DJ programs to cover approximately $24,322.



_ State of Wisconsin
Department :of Natural Resources

REIMBURSEMENT CLAIM - Recreation Aid Project

Form 8700-11

INSTRUCTIONS: (Please see the reverse side)

Rev. 10-91

LEAVE BLANK-DNR USE ONLY

Mail Check To:

DANE COUNTY PARKS
4318 ROBERTSON ROAD
MADISON, WI 53714

Project Number
RBF-225 FMH-19

DateTecorded

Project Sponsor and Name
DANE COUNTY-BABCOCK PARK

Bur. CA Mgt. Initials

Federal Employer ID Number
(LAWCON Only)

Claim Number

Bur. FN Initials

County
DANE

[ Advance ] partial K] Final

Date of Voucher

Classification

Expenditures

This Claim Submitted to Date

Amendment This Claim

ACQUISITION -Land Acquisition

$ $

-Relocation

-Architect/Engineer

DEVELOPMENT F
ees

-Construction

$227,175

-Equipment
Purchase

MAINTENANCE

MISCELLANEOUS
(Specify)

1. Total Expenditures

A. Approved Project Amount

B. Cost Overrun
(Line 1 minus Line A)

C. Additional Aid Amt. Requested |

(Attach explanation)

2. Grantee Share

3. Grant Share RBF-225(60%)

'$136,305

FMH-19 (40%)

'$ 90,870

Certification - I cerﬁfy that to the be
based on actual payments of record and are in accordance with the ter

represents the grant share due which has not been previously requested.

st of my knowledge and belief the billed costs of expenditures are
ms of the project and the reimbursement

Sign
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Printed or Typed Name of Authorized Official
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Office Phone

246 T

Home Phone
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CONTRACT — $188,063.84
FORCE ACCOUNT — $ 29,328.74

TOTALREVENUE AVAILABLE — $277,175

RBF/FM GRANT - $227,175 /
WASTE TIRE GRANT — $ 50,000 /

N

{

DANE COUNTY SHARE — $74,322
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_ State of Wisconsin RECREATION AIDS GRANT AGREEMENT
Department of Natural Resources OR PROJECT FUNDING AGREEMENT
Box 7921 Form 8700-65 Rev. 4-88
Madison, Wisconsin 53704

Sponsor Project Number

Dane County RBF-225

Project Title

Babcock Park Access Renovation

Period Covered by This Agreement Name of Program

Date the Grant Agreement is Signed by Recreational Boating Facilities
the Department through June 30, 1994 '

Project Scope and Description of Project

Dane County proposes to renovate the Babcock Park access on Lake Waubesa. The renovation

will include the construction of a parking area for 80 car-trailer units at the launch site
plus an additional overflow parking area, construction of four launch ramps and tie-up pier,
dredging, renovation of the toilet facility, asphalt walkway, landscaping, and engineering.

Further detail is provided on the attached Cost Estimate Worksheet, Form 8700-14.



.
The State of Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (Department) and the Sponsor mutuaily agree o perform this agreement in

accordance with the (Name of Program) Recreational Boating Facilities and with the project proposali,
application, terms, promises, conditions, plans, specifications, estimates, procedures, maps and assurances attached hereio and made a

part hereof.

The Department hereby promises, in consideration of the covenants and agreements made by the Sponsor herein, to obligate to the
Sponsor the amount of 3136, 305 , and to tender to the Sponsor that portion of the obligation which is required to pay the

Depariment’s share of the costs based upon the state providing 60 percent of eligible project costs. The Sponsor hereby
promises, in consideration of the promises made by the Department herein, to execute the project described herein in accordance with

this agreement.

The Sponsor agrees to comply with all applicable Wisconsin Statutes and Wisconsin Administrative Codes in fulfilling terms of this

agreement. In pariticular, the Sponsor agrees to comply with the provisions of Chapter NR 7 , Wis. Adm. Code, attached hereto
and made a part hereof.

The Depariment agrees that the Sponsor shall have sole control of the method, hours worked, and time and manner of any performance
under this agreement other than as specifically provided herein. The Depariment reserves the right only to inspect the job site or
premises for the sole purpose of insuring that the performance is progressing or has been completed in compliance with the
agreement. The Department takes no responsibility of supervision or direction of the performance of the agreement to be performed by
the Sponsor or the Sponsor’s employes or agents. The Sponsor is an Independent Coniractor for all purposes, not an employe or agent
of the Depariment. The Department further agrees that it will exercise no conirol over the selection and dismissal of the Sponsor’s

employes or agents.

This agreement, together with any referenced parts and attachments, shall constitute the entire agreement and previous communications
or agreements pertaining to the subject matter of this agreement are hereby superseded. Any revisions, including cost adjusiments,
must be made by an amendment to this agreement or other written documentation, signed by both pariies, prior to the termination date
of the agreement. Time exiensions to the agreement may be granied to the Sponsor by the Department in writing without the
requirements of Sponsor signature.

The Sponsor may rescind this agreement in writing at any time prior o the starting of the project and before expending any funds.
After the project has been staried or funds expended, this agreement may be rescinded, modified, or amended only by mutual

agreement in writing.

Failure by the sponsor to comply with the terms of this agreement shall not cause the suspension of all obligations of the State
hereunder if, in the judgment of the Secretary of the Department, such failure was due to no fault of the Sponsor. In such case, any
amount required to settle at minimum cosis any irrevocable obligations properly incurred shall be eligible for assistance under this
agreement, at the Depariment’s discretion.

The Sponsor agrees, to save, keep harmless, defend and indemnify the Department and all its officers, employes and agents, against any
and all liability claims, costs of whatever kind and nature, for injury to or death of any person or persons, and for loss or damage to any
property (state or other) occurring in connection with or in any way incident to or arising out of the occupancy, use, service, operation
or performance of work in connection with this agreement or omissions of Sponsor’s employes, agenis or representatives.

The Sponsor agrees to reimburse the Depariment of any and all funds the Depariment deems appropriate in the event the Sponsor fails



10.
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The following special project terms and conditions were added to this agreement before it was signed by the parties hereto:

Property acquired or developed with assistance from this program shall not be converted
to uses inconsistent with public outdoor recreation without the approval of this
Department (s. NR 50.05(4), Wis. Adm. Code).

The Sponsor agrees that if any fees are to be imposed for use of the public access, such
fees shall not exceed the fee charged for daily entrance to state parks and forest
areas, unless a higher fee is approved by the Department under NR 1.93, Wis. Adm. Code.

All permits and approvals must be obtained prior to project construction.

All facilities constructed with assistance from this program must be accessible to
persons with disabilities. Four of the parking stalls must be reserved for disabled use
and legally signed as such.

A 51ng1e organlzatlon -wide audit shall be performed in accordance with the State Single

e e = o PEEE ) rre . SRR SRS TR - (- (SR SOSOY SN SORSSee R SRS CaTlmans+nd ~A+at+n

The persons signing for the Sponsor represents both personally and as an agent of his or her principal that he or she is authorized to execute
this agreement and bind his or her principal, either by a duly adopted resolution or otherwise.
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STATE OF WISCONSIN
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

FOR THE SECRETARY
(U e

pd

_ (s'gmture) Craig L. Karr‘, Director
(/2#/& C/’/I'/df//// Bureau of Community Assistance
(Title)
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RECREATION AID PROJECT COST ESTIMATE WORKSHELT

ST " OF WISCONSIN
DEPARTMEI F NATURAL RESOURCES FORM 8700-14
BOX 7921 REV. 2-80
MADISON, WISCONSIN 53707
INSTRUCTIONS: SsEE REVERSE SIDE.
PROJECT SPONSOR AND NAME LEAVE BLANK — DNR USE ONLY -
SHEET OoF pane County Park Commission - Babcock Park Boat Launch PROJECT NUMBER
COUNTY PREPARED BY DATE
Dane Jim Mueller April 4, 1992 PROGRESS INFORMATION
1 NDICATE INSP. DATE-BILLING # o
CONTRACT QUANTITY |
DEVELOPMENT ITEM (c) AND COMPONENT ESTIMATED
FORCE ACCT. | UNIT OF COSTS TOTAL ITEM l
(F) MEAS. coST PERCENT COMPLETED
Launch Ramps C 4 $5875 $23,500 A
Car-Trailer Parking Lot 6 77 $1660 127,820
Parking Lot Expansion (brushing & clearing) F 240 Hrs| $12.00 $ 2,880
Single Car Parking Bays (o 11 $500 $ 5,500
Dredging C 1700 Co.Y! $3.00 $ 5,100
Tie-up Pier F 50 L.F.| $100 $ 5,000
Toilet and Fish Cleaning Facility Renovation e 400 S.F. $50 $20,000
Asphalt Walkway c 1110 Feet| $8.00 $ 8,800
Accessible Fishing Piers F 3 $1000 $ 3,000
Landscaping & Sitework F $ 7,650
Planning & Engineering r 10% of Totali$20,925 L

TOTAL

$230,175

TOTAL
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