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Information for File #MVP-2013-04017-EMN

Applicant: Wisconsin Public Service

Corps Contact: Eric Norton

Address: 1314 Contractors Blvd., Plover, Wisconsin 54467

E-Mail: eric.m.norton@usace.army.mil

Phone: (715) 345-7911, ext. 5879

Primary County: Lincoln

Project Location: Section 1, T. 34N, R. 6E

Information Complete On: December 18, 2013

Posting Expires On: January 18, 2014

Authorization Type: Section 404 - Letter of Permission (LOP)

This application is being reviewed in accordance with the practices for documenting 
Corps jurisdiction under Sections 9 & 10 of the Rivers and Harbor Act of 1899 and 
Section 404 of the Clean Water Act identified in Regulatory Guidance Letter 07-01.  We 
have made a preliminary determination that the aquatic resources that would be impacted 
by the proposed project are regulated by the Corps of Engineers under Section 404 of the 
Clean Water Act.  Our jurisdictional review and final jurisdictional determination could 
result in modifications to the scope of the project’s regulated waterbody/wetland impacts 
and compensatory mitigation requirements identified above.  An approved jurisdictional 
determination will be made prior to reaching a permit decision, and will be posted on the 
St. Paul District web page at http://www.mvp.usace.army.mil/.

Project

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:  Wisconsin Public Service (WPS) has proposed to upgrade 
approximately 2.2 miles of an existing 6-inch natural gas pipeline to a 12-inch pipe to 
meet increased customer needs in the service area.  The existing pipeline will be 
abandoned in-place and the new pipeline would be installed via open-cut trench methods
within the existing utility right-of-way (ROW). Timber mats would be used to obtain 
access for construction equipment to conduct the proposed work.  The majority of the 
project area is comprised of upland agricultural fields, upland roadside ditches, forested 
wetlands, and residential property.
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PURPOSE AND NEED:  The purpose and need of the proposed project is to upgrade the 
existing utility infrastructure to meet increased customer needs within the service area.

ALTERNATIVES CONSIDERED: WPS reviewed and evaluated a total of three (3) 
potential routes for the proposed project in an attempt to determine which routes would 
meet the project purpose and need, avoid and minimize adverse effects to 
environmentally sensitive areas, and minimize impacts to adjacent landowners.

No Action Alternative: This alternative would result in no change to the existing pipeline.  
This alternative would not address the current natural gas demands of customers within 
the service area and would not allow one customer to convert their facility from coal to 
natural gas power.

Alternative 1 (A1) - Replace Within Existing ROW:  The preferred alternative would 
utilize the existing ROW to upgrade the natural gas pipeline from a 6-inch pipe to a new 
12-inch pipe as shown in blue in Figure 1 of the attached drawings.  The existing 6-inch 
pipe would be abandoned in place and the new 12-inch pipe would be installed adjacent 
to the old pipeline.  Minor ROW acquisitions would be needed to provide sufficient 
buffer for the new pipeline and would result in additional clearing and grading in uplands 
and wetlands within the utility corridor. This alternative would have the least amount of 
temporary wetland impacts and permanent conversion of wetlands within the project 
area.  It would also be the most cost-effective alternative and would have the least 
amount of impact on adjacent property owners as existing utility easements are already in 
place.

Alternative 2 (A2) - Transmission Line Route:  This alternative would utilize an existing 
electric transmission line ROW near the existing 6-inch natural gas pipeline as shown in 
green on Figure 1.  The applicant has stated that there are major safety concerns with 
locating and installing a gas pipeline within close proximity to electric transmission lines.  
This alternative would have higher temporary wetland impacts and more permanent 
conversion of wetlands than the preferred alternative.  In addition, the costs associated 
with this route are higher as this is a longer route than the preferred alternative.

Alternative 3 (A3) - City Road Route: This alternative would utilize portions of the 
existing ROW for city streets and local roads as shown in pink on Figure 1.  This 
alternative has the longest route of the three alternatives, would have increased residential 
and landowner impacts from ROW acquisition and impacts to existing driveways, and 
would have the most temporary wetland and permanent conversion through clearing 
activities needed to conduct the proposed project.  In addition, there are conflicts with 
existing City utilities and this is the most cost-prohibitive alternative.

AREA OF IMPACT:  Five wetlands were delineated within the proposed project area.  
Approximately 0.43-acre of wet meadow would be temporarily impacted by the proposed
project. In addition, approximately 0.80-acre of shrub carr, alder thicket, and 
hardwood/coniferous swamp would be permanently converted to fresh wet meadow 
wetland within the widened utility ROW. The permanent conversion of shrub carr, alder 
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thicket, and hardwood/coniferous swamp would be compensated for at a 0.5:1 ratio in 
accordance with the St. Paul District Internal Guidance for Compensating for Wetland 
Impacts Associated with Utility Projects.  The applicant has proposed to provide 
compensatory mitigation for these impacts by debiting 0.4 wetland credits from the Star 
Wetland Mitigation Bank in Marathon County, Wisconsin.  

Drawings

See the attached maps for alternative routes and plans for the proposed project.






























