
 

 

 

Public Notice of the Village of Cambridge, pursuant to Section 19.84, Wisconsin Statutes, is hereby given 
to the public and to the news media, that the following meeting will be held: 

 
VILLAGE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 

 
DATE: TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 22, 2026 TIME: 6:30 PM 

 
LOCATION:  AMUNDSON COMMUNITY CENTER 

200 SPRING ST. 

CAMBRIDGE, WI 53523 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER 

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE 

3. ROLL CALL 

4. PROOF OF POSTING 

5. PUBLIC COMMENT (LIMIT OF 3 MINUTES PER PERSON) 

6. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Village Board Minutes of September 8, 2026 

7. APPROVAL OF BILLS 

8. PRESENTATION BY KELSEY BELL, PROGRAM DIRECTOR, FOR BIRD CITY WISCONSIN. 

9. COMMITTEE REPORTS 

a. Economic Development Committee – Trustee Busch 

b. Library Board – Trustee Trendel 

c. Plan Commission – President Hollenbeck 

d. Water and Sewer Committee – President Hollenbeck 

e. Fire and EMS Committee – Trustee Blackwood 

f. Joint Police Committee – Trustee Jankowski 

10. VILLAGE ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT 

a. Update on Projects and Developments 

11. OLD BUSINESS – ACTION REQUIRED - NONE 

12.  NEW BUSINESS – ACTION REQUIRED 

a. Discussion and Possible Action on recommendation from the Plan Commission to approve the 
Summer Prairie Preliminary Plat for Parcel 0612-123-4780-1 subject to conditions. 

b. Discussion and Possible Action on recommendation from the Plan Commission to approve a text  
amendment to revoke Commercial Condos as a conditional use in the Mixed Business zoning district. 

c. Discussion and Possible Action on recommendation from the Plan Commission to approve the Palmer 
Meadows Plat for Parcel 0612-124-0010-2. 

d. Discussion and Possible Action on recommendation from the Plan Commission to approve the rezone 
Lots 1-8 to Low-Density Residential and Outlot 1 as Conservancy in the Palmer Meadows Plat. 



 

 

e. Discussion and Possible Action on recommendation from the Plan Commission to approve the 2-lot 
CSM for Parcel 0612-013-0501-1. 

f. Discussion and Possible Action on Resolution 2026-15 Approving Additional Election Inspectors for the 
2026-2027 Term. 

g. Discussion and Possible Action on Resolution 2026-16 Attendance of Village Staff at Election Training 
Given By “All Voting Is Local – Wisconsin”.  

13. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS 

a. Discussion and Possible Action on a referral from the Public Works Committee to consider the removal 
of parking spaces from the intersection of HWY 12 and Spring Street 

b. Discussion on E-bike and E-scooter ordinances 

c. Election Security Sub-grant 

14. PUBLIC COMMENT (LIMIT OF 3 MINUTES PER PERSON) 

15. NEXT MEETING DATES 

a. Fire and EMS Commission – Wednesday, September 23, 2026, at 6:30 p.m. 

b. Economic Development Committee – Tuesday, October 6, 2026, at 4:30 p.m.  

c. Plan Commission – Monday, October 12, 2026, at 6:30 p.m. 

d. Village Board – Tuesday, October 13, 2026, at 6:30 p.m. 

e. Library Board – Wednesday, October 14, 2026, at 6:30 p.m. 

f. Water and Sewer Committee – Tuesday, October 20, 2026, at 6:30 p.m. 

g. Village Board – Tuesday, October 27, 2026, at 6:30 p.m. 

h. Fire and EMS Commission – Wednesday, October 28, 2026, at 6:30 p.m. 

16. CLOSED SESSION 

The Village Board will convene into Closed Session pursuant to Wis. Stat. §19.85(1)(g) for conferring with 
legal counsel for the governmental body who is rendering oral or written advice concerning strategy to be 
adopted by the body with respect to litigation in which it is or is likely to become involved: discuss proposed 
dissolution of Cambridge-Oakland Cable Commission by the Town of Oakland, and 

the Village Board will convene into Closed Session pursuant to Wis. Stat. §19.85(1)(e) for deliberating or 
negotiating the purchasing of public properties, the investing of public funds, or conducting other specified 
public business, whenever competitive or bargaining reasons require a closed session: discuss advertising, 
marketing, and pricing strategies for the Melster’s property.  

17. RECONVENE TO OPEN SESSION 

18. POSSIBLE ACTION TAKEN ON CLOSED SESSION ITEMS 

19. ADJOURNMENT 

 

 Brian Wilson, Village Clerk/Treasurer 

 

Posted: September 18, 2026   
  

 
 
 
 
The Village of Cambridge Board permits a period of public comment to receive information from members of the public pursuant to 
Wis. Stat. § 19.84(2). The Wisconsin Attorney General has advised that a governmental body should refrain from Board discussion 
on an item until specific notice of the subject matter and any proposed action has been provided. (Wisconsin Department of Justice, 
Wisconsin Open Meetings Law: A Compliance Guide (2009).) 

NOTE: 
Individuals who need special accommodations are encouraged to call (608) 423-3712 at least 24 hours before the meeting.  







Outlook

Subject: Arnett's Addition to Summer Prairie – Please Keep it R-L

From Lisa Haag 
Date Wed 9/16/2026 8:25 PM
To Kristin Blackwood <kblackwood@cambridgewi.gov>
Cc Brian Wilson <BWilson@cambridgewi.gov>; Kris Breunig <KrisBreunig@cambridgewi.gov>; Lisa Haag

You don't often get email from . Learn why this is important

September 16, 2026

Dear Trustee Kristin,

My family and I live at 310 Oriole Lane in Summer Prairie. I'm writing to ask you to vote NO on
rezoning the land behind our neighborhood (Arnett's Addition) from R-L to R-M and R-H.

The land is already zoned R-L for single-family homes, so it can be developed without a rezone.
Current R-L zoning requires lots of at least 10,000 square feet, but the proposed plat has lots as
small as 7,745 square feet. We chose Summer Prairie because of its single-family lots and quiet streets,
and this plan would put much smaller lots and more traffic within the subdivision and safety is a
concern for all the children.

The Village's own 2045 Comprehensive Plan says a future land use designation does not require the
Village to approve a rezoning, and that a development's effect on adjacent properties must be
considered. I'd also ask that questions about who pays for flushing and maintaining the new
grinder pump sewer be answered in writing before any vote.

Mr. Wilson, please include this letter in the public record and packet for any Plan Commission or
Village Board meeting where Arnett's Addition or its rezoning is considered.

Thank you for your time and your service to the Village.

Lisa Haag
cell: 
email: 

https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification


Outlook

Highland Prairie Development Discussion During 9/22 Board Meeting

From Joe Schulz 
Date Mon 9/21/2026 6:41 AM
To Brian Wilson <BWilson@cambridgewi.gov>; Kris Breunig <KrisBreunig@cambridgewi.gov>

Brian/Kris,

I am out of town for work this week, so I will be unable to attend the Village Board Meeting on 9/22.
However, I wanted my comments about the Highland Prairie development, proposed by the developer
AJ Arnett, noted.

I understand the Plan-commissioning board "tentatively" approved his plans as long as he changed
some of the homes at R-L, but others were allowed to stay as R-M and R-L. I disagree with this
recommendation/approval!  

The developer, AJ Arnett, purchased this land knowing it was zoned as R-L and that is how the
property should stay. Period!!!
He is yet to propose any layout that meets current zoning.

He's made the comment that the project "isn't financially viable" if he doesn't put the full 50 houses in
the development as proposed in his R-M/R-H layout.  I truly believe the developer is just trying to
maximize his profits, as any smart business person would, so I can't blame him for that.  The Planning
Commission board already saved him ~$1M by allowing him to use grinder pumps instead of putting
in a lift station because he said adding the lift station would cost too much and he would loose money
on the project. So right there, that is an extra ~$1M in his pocket!  

If there is a financial hardship with building to meet the current zoning, then it is not our towns job to
help him dig out of his poor financial decision. He should have made sure the project was financially
justified before he purchased the property.

All the developer is going to do is build this development in our town, cash his check, and be on his
way to the next project. This town, and more specifically, the people living around, and in, this
development will be the ones dealing with the consequences for years to come.  The Panning
Commission Board, and our Village Board needs to remember that they need to keep what's best for
it's residents in mind. Not what is best or makes the most money for the developer! 

Thank you for your time,

Joe Schulz
341 Waverly Dr, Cambridge
 



Outlook

For the record – Sept 22 Village Board, item 12a, Arnett's Addition preliminary plat

From Greg Hellmich 
Date Sat 9/19/2026 5:43 PM
To Brian Wilson <BWilson@cambridgewi.gov>; Kris Breunig <KrisBreunig@cambridgewi.gov>

Mr. Wilson and Mr. Breunig,

Could you please include this with the packet or minutes for Tuesday's Village Board meeting, item
12a, the Arnett's Addition to Summer Prairie preliminary plat? Thank you.

To the Village Board:

I want to thank the Plan Commission for the conditions it added on September 14, especially condition
8, which keeps the lots behind Oriole Lane at R-L size, condition 5, which ties the final plat to the
rezoning decision, and condition 9, the Highland Drive sidewalk. I'd respectfully ask the Board to keep
those conditions as the Plan Commission recommended them.

I'd also ask the Board to consider two small additions:

1. Palmer Meadows, on the same agenda, requires the HOA documents to be approved by the Village
Attorney before the plat is signed, and a maintenance agreement that runs with the land. Since
Arnett's condition 2a assigns sewer flushing costs to the "developer or HOA," it would make sense to
hold it to the same standard.

2. The staff report noted that the Plan Commission needed to decide whether a Comprehensive Plan
amendment is required for the lots along Highland Drive, which the Future Land Use Map shows as
parks and open space. I wasn't able to find that decision in the packet, and I'd appreciate knowing
how it was resolved.

Thank you for your time and your service to the Village.

Greg Hellmich
313 Oriole Lane



Outlook

Arnett Land Project

From MELISSA Mitchell 
Date Mon 9/21/2026 10:07 AM
To Brian Wilson <BWilson@cambridgewi.gov>
Cc Kris Breunig <KrisBreunig@cambridgewi.gov>

Members of the Village Board,

I live on Oriole Lane, and when we chose our home, one of the things that mattered to us was the
overall look and character of the neighborhood. We want to see our neighborhood continue to
maintain that character and protect the value of the homes within it. With that in mind, I respectfully
ask that the Plan Commission’s recommended conditions remain in place, particularly the condition
keeping the lots behind Oriole Lane at the R-L size. I believe this is important to maintaining the
consistency and character of our neighborhood.

Thank you for you time and consideration,

Melissa Mitchell

Oriole Lane Homeowner 



Outlook

Summer Prairie Phase 2

From Janelle Grunwald 
Date Mon 9/21/2026 11:07 AM
To Brian Wilson <BWilson@cambridgewi.gov>
Cc Kris Breunig <KrisBreunig@cambridgewi.gov>

You don't often get email from Learn why this is important

Good morning,

I am unable to attend Tuesday night's meeting due to prior obligations. However, I want to ask you to
please keep the Plan Commission's conditions to developer Arnett as you recently recommended. I
believe your stipulations greatly improve the plan, especially the one keeping the lots behind Oriole
Lane plotted at residential low density size to match the current neighborhood. 

Thank you for your time and consideration. Please add this to the record so all members can see.

Thanks,
Janelle Grunwald



Outlook

Summer Prairie

From Sarah Schulz 
Date Mon 9/21/2026 11:36 AM
To Brian Wilson <BWilson@cambridgewi.gov>

Hi Brian,

Could you please include the below message in the packet for tomorrow's meeting?

Thank you,
Sarah

Hello Village of Cambridge Trustees,

I understand you will be voting on Arnett's preliminary plat for Summer Prairie on Sept. 22. Although
plan commission very slightly reduced the number of lots (by a couple?), I don't believe that is
enough.

In order to keep Summer Prairie's charm and safety, the standards for this new development should be
kept the same as current homes. Putting as many cookie-cutter houses as possible next to this
community will create discontenuity. Adding 50 homes will increase traffic by 100+ cars in this small
area, creating chaos for the families who already live here. We moved here for the safety and beauty of
this neighborhood.  Please do not disrupt these qualities to appease a developer. Your responsibility is
to the citizens of Cambridge. Our homes will become less valuable, and our kids will be less safe
playing outside with that much extra traffic. 

Please do not allow a developer to change zoning and other standards for his own benefit.  Please
vote to keep the standards the same to benefit the Cambridge residents who already live and pay
taxes here. 

Respectfully,
Sarah Schulz
341 Waverly Dr.



Outlook

Arnett Land Project

From Matthew Mitchell 
Date Mon 9/21/2026 12:33 PM
To Brian Wilson <BWilson@cambridgewi.gov>
Cc Kris Breunig <KrisBreunig@cambridgewi.gov>; K Breunig <kbreunig@ci.cambridge.wi.us>

You don't often get email from  Learn why this is important

Members of the Village Board,

I live on Oriole Lane.  When we chose to move to Cambridge one of the things that mattered to us was the overall
quality and character of the neighborhood. We would love to see our neighborhood grow.  However, it needs to be the
same standards that Summer Prairie planned for from day 1.  With that in mind, I respectfully ask the Plan
Commission to only approve housing that meet's the original requirements of Summer Prairie and is at least equal to
the quality of homes that already exist.  I believe this is important to maintain the consistency and character of our
village and neighborhood.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

Matthew Mitchell

Oriole Lane Homeowner 

https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification


Outlook

Lots at Oriole Lane

From Lindsey Jelle 
Date Tue 9/22/2026 6:17 AM
To Brian Wilson <BWilson@cambridgewi.gov>; kris.bruenig@cambridgewi.gov <kris.bruenig@cambridgewi.gov>

You don't often get email from  Learn why this is important

Good morning,

We are emailing in regarding the lots behind Oriole Lane. Please keep the Plan Commission's
conditions as recommended, especially the one keeping the lots behind Oriole Lane at R-L size. Our
neighbors bought there for the R-L lots. The new lots behind them should match theirs.
Additionally, please keep the Highland Drive sidewalk in the conditions. Kids walk that road.

Thank you!

Lindsey & Ryan Jelle
810 Chickadee Dr

https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification


Outlook

Summer Prairie Final Phase Proposal

From Bob B 
Date Tue 9/22/2026 9:25 AM
To Brian Wilson <BWilson@cambridgewi.gov>
Cc Kris Breunig <KrisBreunig@cambridgewi.gov>

Hi Brian,

Last night, I read an article on HNG News online about the preliminary plan for the final phase of the
Summer Prairie development.  As a resident of Chickadee Drive, I’m concerned about the developer
wanting to change the zoning to add high density lots.  I am not against developing this area, but I feel
strongly that the lots should be maintained at 10,000+ square feet to fit the current design of the
neighborhood.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Bob Buckman
806 Chickadee Drive

https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification


Outlook

Summer Prairie

From Laura Kalvestran 
Date Tue 9/22/2026 2:07 PM
To Brian Wilson <BWilson@cambridgewi.gov>; Kris Breunig <KrisBreunig@cambridgewi.gov>

You don't often get email from  Learn why this is important

Hello Brian and Kris, 

With the Village Board voting this evening, I wanted to reach out to both of you and share a few
concerns and questions regarding the proposed Summer Prairie development. We ask that this please
be shared with the board before tonight's meeting. 

Our primary concern is the extent to which the current proposal appears to differ from the original
development and layout of the surrounding neighborhood. The existing area was developed with
larger R-L lots, lower density, and infrastructure intended to support that type of residential use. The
proposed development seems to allow for several adjustments to accommodate a level of density that
was not originally contemplated for this area.

With that in mind, I would appreciate your consideration of the following:

1. Given the existing character and original design of the neighborhood, will the Village Board
maintain the Plan Commission’s recommended conditions, particularly the R-L-sized lots behind
Oriole Lane and the Highland Drive sidewalk? We believe these conditions are important to
providing an appropriate transition between the existing neighborhood and the proposed
development, while also addressing pedestrian and safety concerns along Highland Drive.

2. Before approving the additional density, has the Village fully considered whether the Highland
Drive lots require a Comprehensive Plan amendment and whether the proposed sewer system is
permitted and appropriate for this type and density of development? More broadly, we are
concerned about making multiple changes to zoning, lot sizes, infrastructure, and the original
planning expectations in order to accommodate a development that is materially different from
what this area was initially intended to support.

We understand that properties develop and communities evolve, but we hope the Board will carefully
consider the impact of these changes on the existing neighborhood and preserve the conditions
recommended by the Plan Commission that help provide an appropriate balance between the
proposed development and the community that is already established here.

Thank you for taking the time to consider our concerns before this evening’s meeting.

Josh and Laura Nelson 
Oriole Lane 

https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification


 

 

 
 

MINUTES 
 

VILLAGE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
AMUNDSON COMMUNITY CENTER 

200 SPRING ST., CAMBRIDGE, WI 53523 
TUESDAY, SEPTEMBER 8, 2026, 6:30 PM 

 

1. CALL TO ORDER: President Hollenbeck called the meeting to order at 6:31 p.m. 

2. PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE: Trustees led the pledge. 

3. ROLL CALL: Members Present – President Hollenbeck, Trustee Blackwood, Trustee Busch, Trustee Jacobson, 
Trustee Jankowski, Trustee Sands, and Trustee Trendel. 

Members Absent – None. 

Others Present – Tom Safer, Richard Scott, Heather Franklin, Abigail Karbusicky, Lead Cable Operator Melissa 
Murack, and Clerk/Treasurer Brian Wilson. 

4. PROOF OF POSTING: Confirmed - Upper and Lower levels of the Amundson Center, Cambridge Post Office, Badger 
Bank, Bank First, and the Village website. 

5. PUBLIC COMMENT (LIMIT OF 3 MINUTES PER PERSON):  

Richard Scott (15 Dilemma Rd.) commented that parking spaces at STH 12 and Spring St. should be removed as 
proposed previously to the Village Board. 

Mikayla Groonwald (809 Chickadee Dr.) questioned a rezoning application for parcel number 111/0612-123-4780-
1, in relation to the Summer Prairie Preliminary Plat Re-Zone application. She wanted to know if an application had 
been received. It was later clarified that as of two weeks prior, no rezoning application for Summer Prairie had been 
received. 

6. APPROVAL OF MINUTES: 

a. Approval of Village Board Minutes for August 25, 2026. 

Trustee Sands moved to approve the Minutes for August 25, 2026. Second by Trustee Trendel. Motion 
carried by voice vote. 

7. APPROVAL OF BILLS: 

Motion by Trustee Blackwood to approve bills totaling $79,890.81. Second by Trustee Sands.  Motion 
carried on a roll call vote 7-0. 

Yes – President Hollenbeck, Trustee Blackwood, Trustee Busch, Trustee Jacobson, Trustee Jankowski, 
Trustee Sands, and Trustee Trendel 

No – None 

8. COMMITTEE REPORTS:  

a. Fire and EMS Commission – Trustee Blackwood 

• The Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) draft is now before the municipalities.  

• Preliminary budget work has started, with the goal of presenting it at September meetings.  

• The new fire chief will be invited to speak in September. 

 



 

 

9. VILLAGE ADMINISTRATOR’S REPORT: 

Clerk/Treasurer Wilson gave the Administrator’s report. 

• Project updates: 

- Complete: 2026 Road Maintenance, Frontier Verizon 5G Fiber Project (minor cleanup remains), Hydrant 
Maintenance Project. 

- In Progress: Bike rack placement is being coordinated; a final plat for the Bilstad Development (7 houses) 
goes to the Plan Commission on September 14; the Koshkonong Creek Bridge Project is on track for a 
mid-October 2026 finish; preliminary sewer/water plans for the Vineyards Project (30 townhomes) are under 
review. 

- Delayed/At Risk: The Bulk Water Filling Station shipment is delayed until late October; federal funding for 
the Charge Up Dane Project (EV Charger) is in jeopardy. 

- Developer Updates: The Katie Court Development land will be sold due to a restrictive covenant; all 
approvals are in place for the Katy Court Duplexes (10 units), with groundbreaking expected in September. 

• Update on Plow Liquor License Agreement: The agreement was signed by the licensee on September 2, 2026. 
Staff will monitor for compliance, including monthly reporting. 

• Code Enforcement: The enforcement company has handled three issues: mowing overgrown weeds, cleaning 
up debris, and removing temporary signs. An update will be added to future agendas. 

10. VILLAGE CLERK/TREASURER’S REPORT 

Clerk/Treasurer Wilson reported as follows:  

• Financial reports through August 2026 were provided. The general fund is ahead by about half a million dollars, 
though some revenues may need to be reallocated to TIF 4, 5, or 6. 

• The budget process is being updated to better track revenues and costs for each TID. 

• An issue with the "2% fire dues" line item was identified and has been corrected for future reports. 

• A question about miscellaneous accounts receivable in the cable fund (Fund 920) was clarified; it includes 
expected but uncollected video service provider fees from Oakland and the state. 

• A discussion on accounting terms clarified that "loss on sale" is a software label for enterprise funds, and 
"deferred inflows related to pension" is tied to payroll and WRS liabilities, not capital gains. The exact source of 
the deferred inflow entry requires further system-level review. 

• Preference was stated for future budgets to be broken down by fund with separate pages for improved 
granularity. 

11. OLD BUSINESS – NONE 

12. NEW BUSINESS – ACTION REQUIRED:  

Motion by President Hollenbeck to move Item c. up in the agenda to discuss first. Second by Trustee 
Blackwood. Motion carried on voice vote. 

c. Discussion and Approval of Resolution 2026-14 Granting a Class “B” Beer and “Class C” Liquor (Wine Only) 
License 

Village Boad discussed an application by Heather Franklin for a Class “B” Beer and “Class C” (Wine Only) 
liquor license. 

Motion by Trustee Blackwood to approve Resolution 2026-14 Granting a Class “B” Beer and “Class 
C” Liquor (Wine Only) License. Second by Trustee Jankowski.  Motion carried on a roll call vote 7-0. 

Yes – President Hollenbeck, Trustee Blackwood, Trustee Busch, Trustee Jacobson, Trustee 
Jankowski, Trustee Sands, and Trustee Trendel 

No – None 

 

 

 



 

 

a. Discussion and Possible Action on of Fire and EMS Intergovernmental Agreement for 2027 

Trustee Blackwood discussed changes in this new IGA for 2027: 

• Key Changes:  

- The Town of Lake Mills was removed from the language with an option to rescind by year-end. 

- Financial controls were updated to require two signatures for disbursements. 

- The Commission remains three voting members with an option for an elected alternate from each 
member community and vacancies must be filled within 30 days. 

- Minutes must be available within 10 days. 

• Audit Process: The commission pays the initial audit cost, with a withdrawing municipality reimbursing it. 

• Next Steps: Long-term agreement work will begin in November 2026. 

b. Discussion and Approval of Resolution 2026-13 Approving Amendment and Restatement of Joint Fire and 
Emergency Medical Services Agreement Dated August, 2018 

Motion by President Hollenbeck to approve Resolution 2026-13 Approving Amendment and 
Restatement of Joint Fire and Emergency Medical Services Agreement Dated August, 2018. Second by 
Trustee Jacobson.  Motion carried on a roll call vote 7-0. 

Yes – President Hollenbeck, Trustee Blackwood, Trustee Busch, Trustee Jacobson, Trustee 
Jankowski, Trustee Sands, and Trustee Trendel 

No – None 

13. FUTURE AGENDA ITEMS:   

a. Discussion and Possible Action on a referral from the Public Works Committee to consider the removal of 
parking spaces from the intersection of HWY 12 and Spring Street 

b. Discussion on E-bike and E-scooter ordinances 

c. Election Security Sub-grant 

d. Fire Chief to speak at next meeting 

e. Budget for Fire and EMS 

f. Dane County Sheriff’s Contract  

g. Approve Personnel Policy Manual 

14. PUBLIC COMMENT (LIMIT OF 3 MINUTES PER PERSON):   

• Mikayla Groonwald (809 Chickadee Dr.) questioned two general fund line items significantly over budget: 

- Fire Department “2% fire dues”: Budgeted at ~$13,000, with spending at $147,000. 

- Contracted services: Budgeted at $17,500, with spending at $50,000. 

15. NEXT MEETING DATES:  

a. Economic Development Committee – Tuesday, September 1, 2026, at 4:30 p.m. 

b. Village Board – Tuesday, September 8, 2026, at 6:30 p.m. 

c. Library Board of Trustees – Wednesday, September 9, 2026, at 6:30 p.m. 

d. Plan Commission – Monday, September 14, 2026, at 6:30 p.m. 

e. Water and Sewer Committee – Tuesday, September 15, 2026, at 6:30 p.m. 

f. Village Board – Tuesday, September 22, 2026, at 6:30 p.m. 

16. CLOSED SESSION 

The Village Board will convene into Closed Session pursuant to Wis. Stat. §19.85(1)(g) for conferring with legal 
counsel for the governmental body who is rendering oral or written advice concerning strategy to be adopted by the 
body with respect to litigation in which it is or is likely to become involved: discuss proposed dissolution of 
Cambridge-Oakland Cable Commission by the Town of Oakland, and 



 

 

the Village Board will convene into Closed Session pursuant to Wis. Stat. §19.85(1)(e) for deliberating or 
negotiating the purchasing of public properties, the investing of public funds, or conducting other specified public 
business, whenever competitive or bargaining reasons require a closed session: discuss advertising, marketing, 
and pricing strategies for the Melster’s land.  

Motion by Trustee Busch to convene into Closed Session pursuant to Wis. Stat. $19.85(1)(g) and Wis. Stat. 
§19.85(1)(e). Second by Trustee Jankowski. Motion carried by roll call vote 7-0. 

Yes – President Hollenbeck, Trustee Blackwood, Trustee Busch, Trustee Jacobson, Trustee Janksowski, 
Trustee Sands, and Trustee Trendel 

No – None 

Village Board convened into Closed Session at 8:50 p.m. 

17. RECONVENE TO OPEN SESSION 

Motion by Trustee Sands to Reconvene to Open Session. Second by Trustee Trendel. Motion carried by 
unanimous voice vote. 

Village Board reconvened to Open Session at 8:06 p.m. 

18. POSSIBLE ACTION TAKEN ON CLOSED SESSION ITEMS 

No formal action was taken on items discussed in Closed Session. 

19. ADJOURNMENT  

Trustee Busch made a motion to adjourn. Second by Trustee Janksowski. Motion carried by voice vote.  

Meeting adjourned at 8:07 p.m. 

 
Respectfully submitted by Brian Wilson, Clerk/Treasurer, Village of Cambridge 
 
These minutes are not official until by the Village Board of Trustees. 



VILLAGE OF CAMBRIDGE – VILLAGE BOARD OF TRUSTEES 
BILLS APPROVAL – __________________

APPROVAL OF BILLS TOTALING $_____________ 

President Hollenbeck      Trustee Blackwood

Trustee Busch  Trustee Jacobson

Trustee Jankowski                                               Trustee Sands

Trustee Trendel

 

Highlights: Current Bills over $5,000 

__________________________________________________________ $___________

__________________________________________________________ $___________

__________________________________________________________ $___________

__________________________________________________________ $___________

__________________________________________________________ $___________

__________________________________________________________ $___________

__________________________________________________________ $___________

__________________________________________________________ $___________

Check Run Totals:
Bills over $5000 ------------------ $___________

Bills under $5000 ---------------- $___________ 

Total All Bills For Check Run: $_________________

Payroll Dated ________________ $________________























VILLAGE OF CAMBRIDGE, WISCONSIN 
  

 
PROCLAMATION 

 
Honoring Fire Chief Joseph Evans Upon His Retirement 

 
 
 

WHEREAS, Fire Chief Joseph Evans faithfully served the Village of Cambridge from December 2022 
until his retirement on August 2, 2026, providing over three years of dedicated leadership and service; 
and 

 
WHEREAS, Chief Evans secured a donation that covered the cost of refurbishing the department’s 
tender, completing this important project at no cost to taxpayers; and 

 
WHEREAS, Chief Evans led the design process for the department’s new Squad 5 and new utility 
terrain vehicle (UTV), strengthening the equipment available to support emergency response and 
community service; and 

 
WHEREAS, Chief Evans advocated for the fire department to become an Emergency Medical 
Responder service, advancing its ability to provide timely assistance to residents and visitors; and 

 
WHEREAS, through his leadership, resourcefulness, and commitment to public safety, Chief Evans 
made a lasting contribution to the Cambridge Fire Department and the community it serves; 

 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT PROCLAIMED, that the Village Board of the Village of Cambridge 
extends its sincere gratitude to Fire Chief Joeseph Evans for his service, recognizes his contributions 
to the safety and well-being of the community, and congratulates him upon his retirement. 

 
BE IT FURTHER PROCLAIMED that the Village of Cambridge offers Chief Evans its best wishes 
for a rewarding and well-deserved retirement. 
 
 
 

 
Adopted this _22nd   day of _September , 2026. 

 
 
 

________________________________ 
Village President 

________________________________ 
Village Clerk 
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Memo 
 
 To: Village of Cambridge Plan Commission 

 From: MSA Planning Staff 

 Subject: Arnett's Addition to Summer Prairie Preliminary Plat Staff Report 

 Date: September 7th, 2026 

     
Overview of Request 
Highland Prairie LLC, through Andrew (AJ) Arnett, has submitted a 
preliminary plat for the remaining 22.9-acre parcel (Parcel No. 111/0612-
123-4780-1) along Waverly Drive. The application proposes 50 residential 
lots and one 8.5-acre outlot under the name Arnett's Addition to Summer 
Prairie. The site is currently zoned R-L Low Density Residential. The 
applicant indicates that portions of the plat will require rezoning to R-M 
Medium Density Residential and R-H High Density Residential.  The rezone 
has not been submitted and will be reviewed with the Final Plat. 
A separate two-lot Certified Survey Map is being reviewed to create the 
first two homes along existing Waverly Drive. Those CSM lots are shown 
on the preliminary plat for context, but they are not included in the 50-
lot preliminary plat application. Also, no rezone application has been 
submitted.   

Background of the Request 

Context for the Proposed Development 
Summer Prairie is located in the southwest corner of the Village, along 
the western edge of Cambridge’s existing residential development. 
Waverly Drive provides access north to West Water Street, which is also 
designated as County Highway PQ. The development has convenient 
access to the regional roadway network while relying primarily on 
existing local streets for access within the neighborhood. The subdivision 
has been developed in three phases with Phase 2 completed in 
2005/2006. 

This is the third and final phase of the neighborhood, which originally 
planned for 96 single-family homes (with 56 lots built in first two phases). 
The submitted preliminary plat for Phase 3, plus 2 lot CSM, increases the 
total lots by 12 with one lot potentially providing additional units in 
townhome format.   

The preliminary plat, shown on the next page, includes 45 single-family 
lots along the looped Waverly Drive. Seven lots will be off of Highland 
Drive. Lot 44 is a larger parcel identified for future R-H zoning to include 
potentially townhome buildings. Per zoning requirements, the maximum 
units allowed on Lot 44 would be 13 units. The plat maintains an outlot 
in the southeast of quadrant of the plat preserve a wetland area and 
includes the stormwater management system installed to support 
previous phases, as well as the current phase. 
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Submitted Plans 

The submitted materials include the preliminary plat; an overall grading plan dated August 20th, 2026; an overall 
utility plan dated July 17, 2026; and an E/One low-pressure sanitary sewer layout. The preliminary plat below shows 
the 50 proposed lots, new street right-of-way, easements, and Outlot 1. 
Ordinance Requirements 
General Overview of Proposal 

• Development area: 22.9 acres 
• Preliminary plat: 50 residential lots and one 8.5-acre outlot  
• Concurrent submittal: 2 residential lots created by CSM along Waverly Drive near Chickadee Dr. intersection 
• Existing use: open property with stormwater basins  
• Existing zoning: R-L Low Density Residential 
• Intended zoning: a mix of residential districts - R-L (Lots 21-24, and 39-43), R-M (Lots 1-20 , 25-38 and 45-50), 

and R-H (Lot 44)  
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• Street system: a 60-foot public right-of-way extending Waverly Drive, with additional lots fronting existing 
Highland Drive (expanding right-of-way to match previous expansion in Phase 1 – 40 ft from centerline) 

• Utilities: public water and a low-pressure sanitary sewer system using E/One grinder pumps 
Applicable Zoning and Development Code Regulations 

• Title 16, Subdivisions 
• Title 17, Zoning 
• 2045 Cambridge Comprehensive Plan 

 
Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan 
The subject property is designated Neighborhood Residential on the 
Future Land Use Map, which is a future land use category that provides a 
mix of housing types, civic uses, existing neighborhood commercial, and 
day care facilities. The density range is 3-10 units per net acre. The 
designation is intended primarily for residential neighborhoods with 
other housing types may be appropriate, including duplex, townhomes 
and small unit apartments/condos. The development is predominantly 
composed of individual residential lots, with one larger parcel proposed 
for high-density residential zoning planned for townhomes (Lot 44). 
 
The Comprehensive Plan states that townhomes up to 4 contiguous units 
are appropriate when facing or adjacent to commercial use, large 
institutional use, or residential use of equal or greater intensity. This lot 
would be across from open space of a farmstead along an unnamed 
intermittent stream. Per zoning, Lot 44 would allow up to 13 units based 
on the lot size (i.e., min. 2,700 square feet per unit). The area west of 
Highland Drive is identified as Neighborhood Residential with a note that 
the Village seeks a complete neighborhood with a mix of neighborhood 
commercial, high-intensity residential, neighborhood residential, and 
park/open space. This suggests openness for future urbanization of this 
area with uses that could be compatible with the townhome lot in this 
subdivision. 
 
The Future Land Use Map does identify the areas along Highland Drive as 
“parks and open space” (light green color), but these lands do not have 
the natural protection resources (identified in dark green hatch). 
Currently there are woodlands in this location; however, previous preliminary plat and engineering documents 
presented single-family lots along the east side of Highland Drive within this subdivision. A determination by Plan 
Commission is required to determine if a Comprehensive Plan Amendment is necessary for this area shown for lots 
along Highland Drive. 
 

Consistency with the Zoning Code 
The parcel is currently zoned R-L Low Density Residential. The preliminary plat identifies lots that will require a 
rezone to R-M (medium density) and one lot to R-H (high density); however, staff is recommending changes to which 
properties require rezone as shown in the exhibit below. The proposed zoning mix allows smaller detached 
residential lots through most of the new street system while retaining larger lots along portions of Waverly Drive 
and Highland Drive.  

The updated preliminary plat shows how the homes can be built on Lots 28-29. 
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Land Use and Lots 
The lots are arranged around a connected street system and provide generally conventional residential building 
sites. The plan transitions from smaller R-M lots along the new 
Waverly Drive loop extension, as well as along Highland Drive. 
One larger R-L lot (0.8 acres) is presented along Highland Drive 
in the last lot in the southwest portion of the subdivision.  

This 3rd and final phase includes smaller lots (8,127-10,050 
square feet) then previously documented for this portion of 
the subdivision. Previous lot sizes were between 11,500-
15,000 square feet for lots abutting this final phase. The 
updated final phase will provide 51 single-family lots and 1 
multi-family lot (Lot 44).  This is compared to 39 single-family 
lots proposed originally for the areas in the final phase. The 
majority of these lots would be required to be rezoned to R-M 
(shown in orange on the right). 

A future rezone application will be necessary along with the 
Final Plat to officially allow this change in density.  In total, 
there are 4 additional lots along the backyards of the Phase 2 
lots on the south side of Oriole Lane (i.e., 10 lots in 2004 layout 
with 14 lots as presented in 2026 Preliminary Plat/CSM – as 
noted by purple numbers).  

Lot 44 is the single lot identified for R-H zoning. No specific 
multifamily site plan or dwelling-unit count has been 
submitted; however, based on the size of lot would be 
restricted to 13 units (per zoning) in no more than 4-unit 
buildings (per Comprehensive Plan). Approval of the 
preliminary plat does not approve the zoning or approve a 
particular layout, density, or plan for Lot 44. More details 
shall be presented with the rezone to better understand the 
intended development with relation to adjacent and 
planned land uses. 

Access and Streets 
Waverly Drive will be extended through the site, looping 
back to the existing street network. This extension will 
provide the planned for and completion of road network 
within the subdivision. There will be sidewalk on both sides 
of the street. The extension of Waverly will transition from 
a 66-ft right-of-way down to 60-ft right-of-way, which is 
allowed per subdivision ordinance. This will reduce the 
terrace width from ~10 feet to ~7 feet with the required 36-
ft road.  

Lots 44 through 50 will have direct access from existing Highland Drive.  The right-of-way dedication matches or shall 
match the 40-ft from centerline to proposed lots (as shown in First Addition to Summer Prairie Plat).  Sidewalk is not 
present on Highland Drive nor is it built for the lot currently built in the southeast corner of Highland/Waverly. As 
presented no sidewalk will be built for the additional development in Phase 3 of subdivision.   

 

Phase 2 Layout (2004) 

Preliminary Plat Phase 3 (2026) 
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Grading and Stormwater Management 
The preliminary grading plan shows substantial grading for the new street and residential lots while directing runoff 
toward existing drainage corridors and ponds (Outlot 1) along the low-lying areas across the south and east sides of 
the site. Per discussions with the Village staff and Dane County, the stormwater management plan (SWMP) included 
full buildout of the neighborhood in the initial build and were approved by previous Village engineer.  We are 
recommending in the conditions that the planned development can still treat the planned impervious areas, as well 
as allow for conveyance/passthrough of 200-year storm through the development.  This will not require the storm 
basins to be upgraded to manage a 200-year storm; however, ditches/pipes shall allow for the conveyance of 200-
year storms to the basins.   

 

 
Overall grading plan dated July 16, 2026 

Utilities 
At the initial buildout it was assumed additional lands would develop around this subdivision to the east and south.  
These lands are now under Dane County Parks ownership, so no additional development is foreseen. Early 2026 the 
Water and Sewer Commission approved in principle an E/One system to serve this area (vs. a lift station) with final 
design to be reviewed and accepted once materials are submitted.   

The subdivision is proposed to be served by public water and a low-pressure (E/One grinder pump) sanitary sewer 
system. The overall utility plan shows water and sewer connections to each lot. The E/One concept divides the 
development into pressure zones and identifies individual grinder pump stations and flow directions. Final utility 
design remains subject to review by Engineering and shall be submitted with the Final Plat. 
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Overall utility plan dated July 17, 2026 

 
Environmental Features and Outlot 1 
The preliminary plat and grading plan show existing ponds 
and drainage corridors. The majority of these features are 
located within or adjacent to Outlot 1. Development must 
maintain required easements. A wetland delineation was 
completed in October 2025, identifying four wetland areas 
covering 2.2 acres. Per Wisconsin DNR letter, dated 
2/19/26, storm basins, W-2, W-3, and W-4 are exempted 
from state wetland regulations (through artificial 
exemption requirements). This leaves the larger wetland 
south and east of the storm basins as protected. 

 

Parkland Dedication 
Section 16.28.020 requires park, recreation, and open-
space dedication based on the number of new residential 
dwelling units. At one dwelling unit per platted lot, the 50-lot preliminary plat would generate a minimum land 
dedication calculation of 1.60 acres. The actual obligation may be greater if Lot 44 is developed with more than one 
dwelling unit. 
Outlot 1 contains existing ponds and drainage/open-space features. Stormwater facilities, wetlands, and similar 
constrained lands are not automatically eligible to satisfy the parkland requirement. Unless the Village Board accepts 
suitable land for park purposes, a fee-in-lieu-of-land is the likely method of compliance. 
Per Sec. 16.28.030, the applicable fees per new dwelling unit are: 

Park impact fee: $791.00 per dwelling unit 
Fee-in-lieu-of-land: $733.00 per dwelling unit 
Total: $1,524.00 per dwelling unit, subject to annual CPI adjustment 
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For 62 dwelling units (assuming maximum buildout of Lot 44), the minimum total would be $94,488. The final 
amount should be calculated from the actual dwelling-unit count and the fee schedule in effect when payment is 
due, including any additional units developed on Lot 44. Alternatively, a trail network could be incorporated loop 
through the subdivision and could be considered as a linear park (typically length times a certain width of the trail 
corridor) to reduce the fee-in-lieu and provide some recreational amenity.  

 
Potential Action 
Should Plan Commission recommend to Village Board approval of the Preliminary Plat for Arnett's Addition to 
Summer Prairie, staff recommend the following conditions: 

1. Full engineering review of grading, streets, utilities to be considered with Final Plat submittal. The applicant 
shall address all comments and requirements identified by the Village Engineer and obtain written approval 
of revised preliminary engineering before submitting the Final Plat. 

2. Full engineering review will be required for the E/One sanitary sewer system as part of the Final Plat. 

a. Design of the E/One system includes acceptable resident times however resident times are 
expected to be higher until full buildout occurs.  Until full buildout of Arnett’s Additon to Summer 
Prairie, resident times in the force main may exceed 6 hours which may result in odors within the 
Village sanitary sewer at the connecting manholes.  Any required maintenance for flushing by the 
Village of Cambridge staff to address odors shall be the financial responsibility of the developer or 
HOA and shall be addressed in the developer’s agreement for recoverable financial obligations.   

b. The Village will require the connecting manholes to be lined for prevention of H2S corrosion. 

c. E/One easement and flushing connections to be evaluated by Village Engineer. 

3. The stormwater management plan was previously approved by the Village as part of the original two phases 
of development.  It is not expected that the pond will require redesign however in order for the Village to 
accept the stormwater management for Arnett’s Addition to Summer Prairies, the developer/developer’s 
engineer shall provide the following to the Village Engineer as a condition to Final Plat and Final Engineering 
approval. 

a. As-built certification and maintenance/repair of the existing facilities. 

b. Under current proposed conditions (full build-out), confirmation that the existing stormwater 
ponds satisfy the density requirements for rate control and water quality for the proposed Plat. 

c. Engineering plans to demonstrate safe passage of 200-year storm through the site; however, 
managing the 200-year storm is not required per conversations with Dane County. 

4. The revised plat shall identify the intended zoning district for every lot per revisions noted in this staff report 
and correct any other dimensional nonconformities. 

5. Final Plat approval is contingent upon adoption of the necessary rezoning from R-L Low Density Residential 
to R-M Medium Density Residential and R-H High Density Residential for the applicable lots. Lots not 
included in the rezoning shall comply with the R-L district. 

6. Park impact fees and parkland dedication or fee-in-lieu requirements shall be satisfied, with the final 
obligation based on projected dwelling units, including either approved plans for Lot 44 or based on 
maximum lots allowed by zoning designation. 

7. Any multifamily development on Lot 44 shall require separate zoning and site plan review. Preliminary Plat 
approval does not approve a dwelling-unit count, building layout, parking plan, or access configuration for 
that lot. 





ent Form (attached) 

Village of Cambridge Land Division Application 
200 Spring Street, PO Box 99, Cambridge, WI 53523 ♦ Phone (608) 423- 3712 

https://cambridgewi.gov 

Application Information 

The Plan Commission meets on the second Monday of each month at 6:30 p.m. in the Amundson Community Center. 
To be considered for the meeting agenda, submit your complete application (including fee) at least 25 days in advance. 
Include: 5 hard copies and 1 digital copy of all materials and Environmental Assessment Checklist (required for all land 
divisions). 

If your proposal affects land outside the plat or changes the Village’s official zoning map, a public hearing may be 
required. In that case, the Village will publish a Class 2 notice per §15.08.040 of the Municipal Code. If you have any 
questions about the requirements, please contact Steve Tremlett, Zoning Administrator, at (608) 242-4828 or 
stremlett@msa-ps.com. 

 

Owner Name(s): HIGHLAND PRAIRIE LLC 
Applicant Name (if different than above): Andrew (AJ) Arnett 

Project Address: Waverly Drive, Cambridge, WI Parcel #(s): 111/0612-123-4780-1 

Applicant Address (if different than above): 2255 Tower Dr Stoughton WI 53589 

Applicant Email: AJ@ArnettHomes.com Surveyor: Wisconsin Mapping, LLC 

Surveyor Phone: (608) 764-5602 Surveyor Email: wismapping@charter.net 
Current Zoning: R-L – Residential Existing Use of Property: Vacant residential property R-L 

Development Size: _22.9 acres and _50 lots Acres Remaining in Parent Parcel: 0 

Proposed Zoning: R-M and R-H Plat Name: Arnett's Addition to Summer Prairie 
 

Land Division Submittal Checklist: 

 Fee (see information at right) 
 
 Sketch Plan: No fee. 
 CSM: $350 plus $50 per lot over 2 lots. 
 Preliminary Plat: $350 plus $50 per lot. 
 Final Plat: $350 plus $50 per lot. 

 Complete Application (this page) 

 Sketch plan/CSM/Plat (one hard copy) 

 Environmental Assessment Checklist 
(Appendix A under Section 16.12) 

 Project Description & Int 

 

Applicant Signature:   Date: 7/17/2026 

 

Owner Signature:   Date: 7/17/2026 
 

 

 

For Staff Use Only 

Date Received: Fee Amount: $2,850.00 Paid? 

Project to Appear before Plan Commission on: PH Publication Dates: 

Plan Commission Recommendation: □ Denied □ Approved Subject to: 

Village Board Decision: □ Denied □ Approved (Res # ) Subject to: 

G:\09\09310\09310038\Documents\0_Forms and Schedules\Application Forms Templates\Cambridge Land Division 
Application.doc Updated: 12/10/2025 



Project Description & Intent – Land Division Application 
Please complete the following sections to describe your proposed land division. This form 
replaces the need for a separate letter of intent. 

 
1. Project Overview: 

Summarize the proposed land division, including the number of lots, intended use, 
and any phasing plans. 

 
 
 
 
 

2. Purpose of the Land Division: 
Explain why the division is being requested and how it supports the goals of the 
property owner or developer. 

 
 
 

 
3. Infrastructure and Utility Needs: 

Identify any new or modified infrastructure (roads, water/sewer, stormwater) 
required for the development. Provide preliminary engineering, inclusive of 
conceptual stormwater management plan, for Preliminary Plat review. Provide final 
engineering plans for Final Plat review. 

 
 
 
 
 

4. Environmental Features and Considerations: 
Note any known environmental constraints (wetlands, floodplains, steep slopes, 
etc.) and how they will be addressed. Provide wetland delineation report if lands are 
identified with mapped or wetland type soils per Wisconsin DNR. 

 
 
 
 

5. Additional Information or Special Considerations: 
Include any other relevant details that may assist staff and the Plan Commission in 
reviewing your application. 

 
 
 
 

 
G:\09\09310\09310038\Documents\0_Forms and Schedules\Application Forms Templates\Cambridge 

Land Division Application.doc Updated: 12/10/2025 



Project Description & Intent – Land Division Application

1. Project Overview

Arnett's Addition to Summer Prairie is a proposed 50-lot residential subdivision consisting of 49 
single-family residential lots and one multifamily lot. The subdivision is intended to provide a variety 
of housing opportunities through a combination of Residential Low Density (R-L), Residential 
Medium Density (R-M), and Residential High Density (R-H) zoning. Lots 21-25, 39-40, and 49-50 

will remain R-L to provide a compatible transition adjacent to the existing neighborhood. The 

remaining single-family lots are proposed to be rezoned R-M, while Lot 44 is proposed to be zoned 

R-H for future multifamily residential development.

2. Purpose of the Land Division

The purpose of the proposed land division is to complete the final phase of the Summer Prairie 
development utilizing public infrastructure that was previously planned and constructed for this 
area. The project provides a variety of housing opportunities while preserving compatibility with the 
existing neighborhood, protecting open space, enhancing pedestrian connectivity, and expanding 
the Village's housing options.

Approximately 8.5 acres of the property will remain as permanent open space dedicated to

environmental preservation, a public multi-use trail system connecting to the existing Summer

Prairie trail network and adjacent Dane County parkland, and integrated stormwater management

facilities.

3. Infrastructure and Utility Needs

The subdivision will require extensions of public streets, water mains, sanitary sewer, and other

public infrastructure necessary to serve the proposed development.

The subdivision will utilize the existing regional stormwater management facilities that were

previously constructed and specifically designed to serve this phase of the Summer Prairie

development, as well as the two previously constructed phases that have already been completed.

Preliminary grading, drainage, utility, and conceptual stormwater management plans are being

submitted with this Preliminary Plat application.

Sanitary sewer service is proposed to utilize an E/One low-pressure grinder pump system

connected to the existing 4-inch force main previously stubbed into the property. Public water

service will be provided through extensions of the existing water main system.

Lots 44 through 50 are intentionally designed to maintain the existing rural roadway character by

utilizing open roadside drainage swales and driveway culverts rather than an urban street section.

The drainage swales will convey and infiltrate stormwater runoff, functioning similarly to linear rain

gardens while preserving the appearance of the existing roadway and supporting environmentally

responsible stormwater management. An 8-inch water main will be extended from the existing



hydrant near Lot 50 to the edge of Lot 44, where it will terminate with a new fire hydrant to provide

water service and fire protection for this portion of the development.

4. Environmental Features and Considerations

The development has been designed to preserve the natural character of the property through the

dedication of approximately 8.5 acres of permanent open space, preservation of environmental

features, integrated stormwater management, and construction of a public multi-use trail system.

A wetland delineation was completed in 2026 and will be included with this application, along with

the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources Artificial Wetland Exemption Determination for the

existing stormwater ponds and Wetlands W-2, W-3, and W-4. The subdivision has been designed

to avoid identified environmental resources while utilizing the existing regional stormwater

management facilities to minimize additional land disturbance and protect downstream water

quality.

5. Additional Information or Special Considerations

This subdivision represents the final planned phase of the Summer Prairie development and has

been designed to efficiently utilize existing public infrastructure that was originally planned and

constructed with this phase in mind. The proposed zoning pattern provides a thoughtful transition

between existing and future residential development while creating a high-quality neighborhood that

balances housing opportunities, environmental stewardship, and long-term community benefits.

The proposed subdivision substantially exceeds the Village's minimum parkland dedication

requirement by providing approximately 8.5 acres of permanent open space dedicated to

environmental preservation, a public multi-use trail system, and integrated stormwater management

facilities. This dedication provides significantly more open space than is required under the Village's

land division ordinance and represents a lasting benefit to future residents and the Village of

Cambridge as a whole.
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Summer Prairie - Rev2
Cambridge, WI

On:Prepared by : May 20, 2026M. Crowley

Notes :
Analysis based upon drawings and data provided. Station recommendations are preliminary.

GPD values impact retention times only, not line sizing or hydraulics. GP laterals to be
1.25".

Analysis valid only with pipe type listed.

General recommendations for valve placement are: clean out valves at intervals of
approximately 1,000 ft and at branch ends and junctions; isolation valves at branch junctions;
and air release valves at changes in grade of 20 to 25 ft or more and/or at intervals of 2,000
to 2,500 ft. Lateral kits comprised of a ball and check valve are required to be installed
between the pump discharge and street main on all installations. Laterals should be located
as close to the public right of way as possible.

Quantities of grinder pumps, pipe, and valves are indicated on the cost page. The model of
grinder pump(s) indicated is based upon the initial information provided to us but may not be
the most appropriate for the specific location or requirements of the project. Costs of these
items and their installation are best obtained from sources in your region. We recommend
you contact your local distributor of Environment One products for additional
recommendations.

08.01.2025 - Initial analysis.
08.13.2025 - Rev1.
05.20.2026 - Rev2.

<<<<<  E N D   O F   N O T E S  >>>>>
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May 20, 2026

Budgetary Low Pressure Sewer System Costs

Summer Prairie - Rev2
Cambridge, WI

Quantity Sub TotalDescription Unit Cost Installation

Valves 1 Air/Vacuum Release Valve $0.00$0.00 0.00
6 Clean Out $0.00$0.00 0.00

$0.00

Pumps 51 DH071-93 $0.00$0.00 0.00
51 Lateral Kits (Includes Ball\Check Valve Assembly) $0.00$0.00 0.00
51 Lateral (Boundary) Installation $0.00$0.00 0.00
51 Pump/Panel Installation $0.00$0.00 0.00

2,550 LF of 1.25" Lateral Pipe $0.00$0.00 0.00
1 W-Series Quadplex $0.00$0.00 0.00

50 LF of 1.5" Lateral Pipe $0.00$0.00 0.00
$0.00

Piping 1,204 2.00" Pipe $0.00$0.00 0.00
992 3.00" Pipe $0.00$0.00 0.00

$0.00

Total Per Connection Total (w/o other) >>>>>>>>>>>> $0.00
$0.00Grand Total Per Connection Grand Total (including other) >>>>>>>>>>>> $0.00
$0.00

Number of Connections 53

Note: The System Costs above are based on piping sized for, and Grinder Pumps manufactured by Environment One Corporation.

Page 1 Y:\SSB\SSB Engineering Data\AE Projects\Summer Prairie, WI\Summer Prairie, WI - rev2.EOne



PRELIMINARY PRESSURE SEWER- PIPE SIZING AND BRANCH ANALYSIS
Prepared By: Summer Prairie - Rev2

May 20, 2026Cambridge, WIM. Crowley

Max Main
Elevation

Minimum Pump
Elevation

Zone
Number

Connects
to Zone

Number 
of Pumps
in Zone

Max
Sim Ops

Accum
Pumps
in Zone

Length of Main
this Zone

Pipe Size
(inches)

Max Flow
Per Pump
(gpm)

Gals/day
per Pump

Max
Velocity
(FPS)

Friction Loss
Factor
(ft/100 ft)

Friction
Loss This
Zone

Accum Fric
Loss (feet)

Max Flow
(GPM)

Static Head
(feet)

Total
Dynamic
Head (ft)

Friction loss calculations were based on a Constant for inside roughness "C" of :This spreadsheet was calculated using pipe diameters for: SDR11HDPE 150
1.00 1.19 1.62 12.12 870.00 850.00 20.00 32.122.00 136.002.0022.00 2.3823 3 11.001067
2.00 2.52 3.78 10.50 870.00 860.00 10.00 20.504.00 150.002.0033.00 3.5733 6 11.00200
3.00 1.19 1.00 7.72 870.00 868.00 2.00 9.724.00 84.002.0022.00 2.3822 2 11.00200
4.00 2.52 5.74 6.72 870.00 866.00 4.00 10.728.00 228.002.0033.00 3.5730 8 11.00200
5.00 1.19 1.20 8.67 870.00 850.00 20.00 28.676.00 101.002.0022.00 2.3823 3 11.00200
6.00 2.52 5.27 7.47 870.00 858.00 12.00 19.477.00 209.002.0033.00 3.5736 9 11.00200
7.00 0.65 1.22 2.20 870.00 860.00 10.00 12.208.00 188.003.0044.00 2.1945 14 11.00200
8.00 0.98 0.98 0.98 870.00 870.00 0.00 0.988.00 100.003.0055.00 2.7450 22 11.00200
9.00 1.19 0.82 13.93 854.00 840.00 14.00 27.9310.00 69.002.0022.00 2.3823 3 11.00200

10.00 2.52 5.72 13.11 854.00 840.00 14.00 27.1111.00 227.002.0033.00 3.5736 9 11.00200
11.00 0.65 2.05 7.39 854.00 842.00 12.00 19.3912.00 316.003.0044.00 2.1949 18 11.00200
12.00 1.38 5.34 5.34 854.00 842.00 12.00 17.3412.00 388.003.0066.00 3.29613 31 11.00200

1Page Note: This analysis is valid only with the use of progressive cavity type grinder pumps as manufactured by Environment One.
Y:\SSB\SSB Engineering Data\AE Projects\Summer Prairie, WI\Summer Prairie, WI - rev2.EOne



PRELIMINARY PRESSURE SEWER- ACCUMULATED RETENTION TIME(HR)
Summer Prairie - Rev2Prepared By:

M. Crowley May 20, 2026Cambridge, WI

Length of Zone Average Retention
Time (Hr)

Accumulated
Retention Time (Hr)

Connects to
Zone

Zone
Number

Average Fluid
Changes per Day

Accumulated
Total of Pumps

this Zone

Pipe Size (inches) Gallons per 100
lineal feet

Capacity of Zone Average Daily Flow

This spreadsheet was calculated using pipe diameters for: SDR11HDPE 200Gals per Day per Dwelling

136.00 20.95 3,201 152.81 0.16 0.621.00 2.00 3 2.00 15.40
150.00 23.10 3,801 164.52 0.15 0.462.00 4.00 6 2.00 15.40

84.00 12.94 400 30.92 0.78 1.093.00 4.00 2 2.00 15.40
228.00 35.12 4,201 119.62 0.20 0.324.00 8.00 8 2.00 15.40
101.00 15.56 600 38.57 0.62 1.715.00 6.00 3 2.00 15.40
209.00 32.19 1,800 55.91 0.43 1.086.00 7.00 9 2.00 15.40
188.00 62.92 2,800 44.50 0.54 0.657.00 8.00 14 3.00 33.47
100.00 33.47 7,001 209.19 0.11 0.118.00 8.00 22 3.00 33.47

69.00 10.63 600 56.45 0.43 2.109.00 10.00 3 2.00 15.40
227.00 34.96 1,800 51.48 0.47 1.6710.00 11.00 9 2.00 15.40
316.00 105.75 3,600 34.04 0.71 1.2111.00 12.00 18 3.00 33.47
388.00 129.85 6,200 47.75 0.50 0.5012.00 12.00 31 3.00 33.47

1Page Note: This analysis is valid only with the use of progressive cavity type grinder pumps as manufactured by Environment One
Y:\SSB\SSB Engineering Data\AE Projects\Summer Prairie, WI\Summer Prairie, WI - rev2.EOne



State of Wisconsin 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
3911 Fish Hatchery Road 
Fitchburg, WI 53711 
 

 

 

February 19, 2026                                                                                    EXE-SC-2026-13-00512 
 
Andrew Arnett 
2255 Tower Drive 
Stoughton, WI 53589 
 
RE: Artificial Wetland Exemption Determination for two storm water ponds and Wetlands  
W-2, W-3 and W-4 located at SW SW T6N R12E S12 in the Village of Cambridge, Dane 
County. 
 
Dear Andrew Arnett, 
 
The Department has completed your request for an artificial wetland exemption 
determination for two storm water ponds and Wetlands  W-2, W-3 and W-4 (see attached 
map). 
 
According to s. 281.36 (4n), Wis. Stats., a landscape feature where hydrophytic vegetation 
may be present as a result of human modification to the landscape or hydrology and for 
which no definitive evidence exists showing a prior wetland or stream history before August 
1, 1991, may be exempt from state wetland regulations. The following types of artificial 
wetlands cannot be exempted from state wetland regulation: 1) a wetland that serves as a 
fish spawning area or that is passage to a fish spawning area and 2) a wetland created as a 
result of a wetland mitigation requirement. In addition, the Department also evaluated 
whether the wetlands are providing significant flood protection to adjacent or downstream 
properties and infrastructure and providing significant water quality functions to adjacent 
or downstream water bodies. 
 
The Department reviewed the following materials during its exemption determination and 
the results of the review are explained below: 

1. The request narrative 
2. Site location map and photos showing various viewpoints in the wetlands 
3. Historic Maps such as the Original Land Survey Plat, Bordner Survey, USGS 

topographic Quad map, and soil maps. 
4. 2005 historical aerial image of site construction. 



 

 

ELIGIBLE 
Based on the information reviewed above, the wetland identified as two storm water ponds 
and Wetlands  W-2, W-3 and W-4, lacked a wetland history prior to August 1, 1991, and 
fulfills all artificial wetland exemption requirements. Therefore, two storm water ponds and 
Wetlands  W-2, W-3 and W-4 are exempt from state wetland regulations. 

This letter describes the Department's decision regarding the jurisdictional status of two 
storm water ponds and Wetlands W-2, W-3 and W-4, and are only valid for state 
jurisdictional purposes. For decisions regarding the federal jurisdictional status of two 
storm water ponds and Wetlands W-2, W-3 and W-4, please contact the U.S. Army Corps 
of Engineers. 
 
If you have any questions, please contact me at 608-228-4067 or at 
Allen.Ramminger@wisconsin.gov  
 
 
Sincerely, 

 

Allen Ramminger 
Water Management Specialist 

 
Email CC: 
USACE Project Manager 
 Village Zoning Administrator 
 WDNR Conservation Warden 
 Consultant 

mailto:Allen.Ramminger@wisconsin.gov
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1.0 Introduction 

Heartland Ecological Group, Inc. (“Heartland”) completed an assured wetland determination 

and delineation on the Highland Prairie site on October 10, 2025, at the request of Highland 

Prairie, LLC. Fieldwork was completed by Jeff Kraemer, an assured delineator qualified via 

the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources’ (WDNR’s) Wetland Delineation Assurance 

Program (Appendix E, Qualifications). The 23.24-acre site (the “Study Area”) is southwest 

of the intersection of County Trunk Highway (CTH) PQ and US Highway 12, in the southwest 

¼ of Section 12, T6N, R12E, Village of Cambridge, Dane County, Wisconsin (Figure 1, 

Appendix A). The purpose of the wetland delineation was to determine the location and 

extent of wetlands within the Study Area and to identify and approximately map observed 

waterways/watercourses and waterbodies. 

Four (4) wetland areas totaling approximately 2.20 acres were delineated and mapped 

within the Study Area (Figure 7, Appendix A). Additionally, two (2) stormwater ponds 

totaling approximately 1.67 acres were identified and mapped within the Study Area. 

Wetlands, waterways/watercourses, and waterbodies discussed in this report may be 

subject to federal regulation under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 

(USACE), state regulation under the jurisdiction of the WDNR, and local zoning authorities. 

Heartland recommends this report be submitted to local authorities, the WDNR, and USACE 

for final jurisdictional review and concurrence. 
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2.0 Methods 

2.1 Wetlands 

Wetlands were determined and delineated using the criteria and methods described in the 

USACE Wetland Delineation Manual, T.R. Y-87-1 (“1987 Corps Manual”) and the applicable 

Regional Supplement to the Corps of Engineers Wetland Delineation Manual. In addition, the 

Guidance for Submittal of Delineation Reports to the St. Paul District USACE and the WDNR 

(WDNR, 2015) was followed in completing the wetland delineation and report. 

Determinations and delineations utilized available resources including the U.S. Geological 

Survey’s (USGS) WI 7.5 Minute Series (Topographic) Map (Figure 2, Appendix A), the U.S. 

Department of Agriculture (USDA) Natural Resource Conservation Service’s (NRCS) Soil 

Survey Geographic Database (SSURGO) Web Soil Survey (Figure 3, Appendix A), the 

WDNR’s Wetland Indicator data layer (Figure 4, Appendix A), the WDNR’s Wisconsin 

Wetland Inventory data layer (Figure 5, Appendix A), the WNDR’s 24k Hydro Flowlines 

(Rivers and Streams) data layer (Figures 2 and 5, Appendix A), the WDNR’s Color-Stretch 

LiDAR and Hillshade Image Service Layer (Figure 6, Appendix A), and aerial imagery 

available through the USDA Farm Service Agency’s (FSA) National Agriculture Imagery 

Program (NAIP) and Dane County’s Land Information Office. 

Wetland determinations were completed on-site at sample points, often along transects, 

using the three (3) criteria (vegetation, soil, and hydrology) approach per the 1987 Corps 

Manual and the Regional Supplement. Procedures in these sources were followed to 

demonstrate that, under normal circumstances, wetlands were present or not present based 

on a predominance of hydrophytic vegetation, hydric soils, and wetland hydrology. 

Recent weather conditions influence the visibility or presence of certain wetland hydrology 

indicators. An assessment of recent precipitation patterns helps to determine if 

climatic/hydrologic conditions were typical when the field investigation was completed. 

Therefore, a review of antecedent precipitation in the 90 days leading up to the field 

investigation was completed. Using an Antecedent Precipitation Tool (APT) analysis 

developed by the USACE (Deters & Gutenson 2021), the amount of precipitation over these 

90 days was compared to averages and standard deviation thresholds observed over the 

past 30 years to generally represent if conditions encountered during the investigation were 

normal, wet, or dry. Recent precipitation events in the weeks prior to the investigation were 
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also considered while interpreting wetland hydrology indicators. Additionally, the Palmer 

Drought Severity Index was checked for long-term drought or moist conditions (NOAA, 

2018). 

The uppermost wetland boundary and sample points were identified and marked with 

wetland flagging and located with a Global Navigation Satellite System (GNSS) receiver 

capable of sub-meter accuracy. In some cases, wetland flagging was not utilized to mark 

the boundary and the location was only recorded with a GNSS receiver, particularly in active 

agricultural areas. The GNSS data was then used to map the wetlands using ESRI ArcGIS 

ProTM software. 

3.0 Results and Discussion 

3.1 Desktop Review  

Climatic Conditions 

According to the APT analysis using the previous 90 days of precipitation data, conditions 

encountered at the time of the fieldwork were expected to be normal for the time of year 

(Appendix B). The Palmer Drought Severity Index was checked as part of the APT analysis, 

and the long-term conditions at the time of the fieldwork were in the mild wetness range. 

Fieldwork was completed outside the dry season based on long-term regional hydrology 

data utilized in the WebWIMP Climatic Water Balance and computed as part of the APT 

analysis. The growing season was determined to still be underway based on several species 

still green and trees and shrubs that have not yet senesced. 

General Topography and Land Use 

The topography within the Study Area was rolling, with various hills, depressions, and a 

well-defined slope along the western edge of the Study Area. A topographic high of 

approximately 870 feet above mean sea level (msl) was recorded on the northwest side, 

and a topographic low of approximately 823 feet above msl was recorded near the 

southeast corner (Figures 2, 6, and 7, Appendix A). Land use within the Study Area is 

primarily unoccupied old field, shrub/scrub, wet meadow and woodland. Surrounding areas 

are primarily agricultural row cropping, with meadows, woodland, and residential properties 

also present. General drainage is to the southeast. 
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Soil Mapping 

Soils mapped by the NRCS Soil Survey within the Study Area and their hydric status are 

summarized in Table 1. Wetlands identified during the field investigation are located 

primarily within areas mapped as hydric or partially hydric soils including wetland indicator 

soils (Figures 3 and 4, Appendix A). 

Table 1. Summary of NRCS Mapped Soils within the Study Area 

Soil symbol: Soil Unit 

Name 

Soil Unit 

Component 

Soil Unit 

Component 

Percentage 

Landform 
Hydric 

status 

489A: Marshan silt loam Marshan 90 Depressions on 

stream terraces 

Yes 

 
Sable 5 Depressions on 

stream terraces 

Yes 

 
Hayfield 3 Outwash plains No  
Palms 2 Depressions Yes 

7104B: Virgil silt loam, 1-

4% slopes 

Virgil 85-95 Interdrumlins No 

 
Sable 3-8 Interdrumlins Yes  

St. Charles 2-7 Drumlins No 

7124B: Dodge silt loam, 2-

6% slopes 

Dodge 80-95 Drumlins No 

 
St. Charles 3-10 Drumlins No  

Mayville 2-7 Drumlins No  
Lamartine 0-3 Drumlins No 

7124C2: Dodge silt loam, 

6-12% slopes, eroded 

Dodge-

Eroded 

80-90 Drumlins No 

 
St. Charles-

Eroded 

7-13 Till plains No 

 
McHenry-

Eroded 

3-7 Moraines No 

7197A: Troxel silt loam, 0-

3% slopes 

Troxel-Wet 

substratum 

80-90 Depressions, 

moraines 

No 

 Elburn 5-11 Drainageways No 

 Plano 5-9 Till plains No 

7204A: Virgil silt loam, 

gravelly substratum, 0-3% 

slopes 

Virgil-

Gravelly 

substratum 

85-95 Drainageways on 

outwash plains 

No 

 Sebewa 2-5 Depressions on 

outwash plains 

Yes 

 Drummer-

Drained 

5-6 Depressions on 

outwash plains 

Yes 
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Soil symbol: Soil Unit 

Name 

Soil Unit 

Component 

Soil Unit 

Component 

Percentage 

Landform 
Hydric 

status 

 Sable 1-4 Depressions on 

outwash plains 

Yes 

7325C2: Dresden silt 

loam, 6-12% slopes, 

eroded 

Dresden-

Eroded 

85-95 Plains No 

 Casco-Eroded 3-8 Moraines No 

 Kegonsa 2-7 Plains No 

7327B: Kegonsa silt loam, 

2-6% slopes 

Kegonsa 90 Outwash plains No 

 Batavia-

Gravelly 

substratum 

5 Outwash plains No 

 Dresden-Silt 

loam 

3 Outwash plains No 

 Warsaw 2 Outwash plains No 

7698B: Grays silt loam, 2-

6% slopes 

Grays 90 Lake plains No 

 Salter-Mwd 5 Lake plains No 

 Zurich 3 Lake plains No 

 Wauconda 2 Lakebeds (relict) No 

7748B: Plano silt loam, 

gravelly substratum, 2-6% 

slopes 

Plano-

Gravelly 

substratum 

80-90 Outwash plains No 

 Warsaw 5-10 Outwash plains No 

 Plano-

Moderately 

wet, gravelly 

substratum 

5-10 Outwash plains No 

AL-W: Alluvial land, wet Alluvial land, 

wet 

75 Flood plains No 

 Otter 5 Flood plains on 

stream terraces, 

depressions on 

stream terraces 

Yes 

 Orion 

variant-

Poorly 

drained 

5 Flood plains Yes 

 Orion 5 Flood plains No 

 Palms 5 Depressions Yes 

 Water 5 — No 
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Wetland Mapping 

The Wisconsin Wetlands Inventory (WWI) mapping (Figure 5, Appendix A) depicts two (2) 

wetland areas within the Study Area. One (1) is a forested (T3K) wetland in the southeast 

corner and the other is a forested, emergent wet meadow (T3/E2K) wetland just south of 

the forested wetland along the southeast border. Additionally, there are three (3) wetland 

points in the eastern portion of the Study Area. 

Waterway/Watercourse and Waterbody Mapping 

The WDNR’s Rivers and Streams data layer (Figures 2 and 5, Appendix A) does not depict 

any waterways, watercourses, or waterbodies within the Study Area.  

Aerial Photography 

Available NAIP imagery of the Study Area from the period of 2004-2024 (Appendix F) was 

reviewed for evidence of wetland signatures and to gain insight into the site’s recent 

history. Residential development on the northwestern side of the Study Area began in 2005 

and was completed in 2018. The stormwater ponds appeared to have been constructed 

between 2004 and 2005. The Study Area was partially graded between 2004 and 2010, 

presumably for the residential construction to the northwest but not completed. The Study 

Area was revegetated and remained primarily undisturbed following the 2008 image, 

however mowed paths are visible in some years. 

3.2 Field Review 

Four (4) wetlands were identified and delineated within the Study Area. Wetland 

determination data sheets (Appendix C) were completed at 17 sample points that were 

representative of the wetland and upland conditions near the boundary and where potential 

wetlands may be present based on the desktop review and field reconnaissance. Appendix D 

provides photographs, typically at the sample point locations of the wetlands and adjacent 

uplands. Photographs providing evidence of growing season are also included. The wetland 

boundary and sample point locations are shown on Figure 7 (Appendix A), and the wetlands 

are summarized in Table 2 and detailed in the following sections. 
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Table 2. Summary of Wetlands Identified within the Study Area 

Wetland 

ID 
Wetland Description 

*Surface Water 

Connections 

*NR151 

Protective 

Area 

Acreage 

(on-site) 

W-1 
Wet Meadow/Ruderal 

Hardwood Swamp 

Potential Off-site 

Connection to a 

Tributary to 

Koshkonong Creek 

Less 

susceptible, 

10-30 feet 

1.68 

W-2 
Wet Meadow/Shrub 

Carr 

Potentially isolated and 

artificial 

Less 

susceptible, 

10-30 feet 

0.17 

W-3 Wet Meadow 
Potentially isolated and 

artificial 

Less 

susceptible, 

10-30 feet 

0.26 

W-4 Wet Meadow 
Potentially isolated 

artificial 

Less 

susceptible, 

10-30 feet 

0.09 

*Classification based on Heartland’s professional opinion. Jurisdictional authority of 
wetland and waterway protective areas under NR 151 lies with the WDNR. Local zoning 
authorities may have additional restrictions. USACE has authority for determining 
federal jurisdiction of wetlands and waterways. 

2.20 

 
Wetland 1 (W-1) 

Wetland 1 (W-1) is a 1.68-acre complex of wet meadow and ruderal hardwood swamp 

communities located in the southeastern portion of the Study Area. W-1 is likely contiguous 

to an unnamed tributary to Koshkonong Creek that lies just southeast of the Study Area. 

The boundary of W-1 generally coincided with a poorly defined topographic break. 

Dominant vegetation observed in W-1 included box elder (Acer negundo, FAC), black maple 

(Acer saccharum, FACU), silver maple (Acer saccharinum, FACW), common buckthorn 

(Rhamnus cathartica, FAC), silky dogwood (Cornus racemosa, FACW), and reed canary 

grass (Phalaris arundinacea, FACW). Therefore, the wetland vegetation parameter was met. 

The Depleted Matrix (F3) and Redox Dark Surface (F6) hydric soil indicators were noted in 

W-1. Thus, the hydric soil parameter was met. 

The primary wetland hydrology indicator of Saturation (A3) was noted within W-1. 

Furthermore, the secondary indicators included Geomorphic Position (D2) and a positive 

FAC-Neutral Test (D5). Therefore, the wetland hydrology parameter was met. 
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Wetland 2 (W-2) 

Wetland 2 (W-2) is a 0.17-acre complex of wet meadow and shrub carr communities located 

in the northeast portion of the Study Area. The wetland appears to have developed as a 

result of grading, spoil piles are present surround the margin. The boundary of W-2 

coincided with a moderately defined topographic break.  

Dominant vegetation observed in W-2 included American elm (Ulmus americana, FACW), 

black willow (Salix nigra, OBL), eastern cottonwood (Populus deltoides, FAC), sandbar 

willow (Salix interior, FACW), and reed canary grass (FACW). Therefore, the wetland 

vegetation parameter was met based on the Dominance Test. 

The hydric soil indicators Depleted Below Dark Surfaces (A11) and Depleted Matrix (F3) 

were noted in W-2. Therefore, the hydric soil parameter was met. 

No primary wetland hydrology indicators were noted in W-2, however the secondary 

indicators Geomorphic Position (D2), and a positive FAC-Neutral Test (D5) were noted. 

Therefore, the wetland hydrology parameter was met. 

Wetland 3 (W-3) 

Wetland 3 (W-3) is a 0.26-acre wet meadow gully and depressional area that commences at 

the point discharge of a sewer outfall situated at the end of the dead‑end roadway north of 

W-3. The wetland appears to have developed artificially due to the point discharge and may 

also have been constructed as a temporary erosion control device based on observed riprap 

present.  The boundary correlated mostly with a poorly defined topographic break. 

Dominant vegetation observed in W-3 included black willow (OBL), sandbar willow (FACW), 

hybrid cattail (Typha x glauca, OBL), and reed canary grass (FACW). Therefore, the 

hydrophytic vegetation parameter was met. 

The Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) and Depleted Matrix (F3) hydric soil indicators were 

noted in W-3. Therefore, hydric soil parameter was met. 

The only primary wetland hydrology indicator noted in W-3 was Surface Water (A1). 

Additionally, secondary wetland hydrology indicators included Geomorphic Position (D2) and 

a positive FAC-Neutral Test (D5). Therefore, the wetland hydrology parameter was met. 
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Wetland 4 (W-4) 

Wetland 4 (W-4) is a 0.09-acre wet meadow situated adjacent to a riparian swale that 

discharges nearby. The wetland appears to have developed artificially from grading relics 

and/or temporary erosion control. 

Dominant vegetation observed in W-4 included box elder (FAC), red-osier dogwood (Cornus 

alba, FACW), and reed canary grass (FACW). Therefore, the wetland vegetation parameter 

was met based on the Dominance Test and having a Prevalance Index of 2.04. 

The hydric soil indicators Depleted Below Dark Surfaces (A11) and Depleted Matrix (F3) 

were noted in W-4. Therefore, the hydric soil parameter was met. 

No primary wetland hydrology indicators were noted in W-4. However, the secondary 

indicators of Geomorphic Position (D2) and a positive FAC-Neutral Test (D5) were noted. 

Therefore, the wetland hydrology parameter was met. 

Waterways/Watercourses and Waterbodies 

Two (2) constructed stormwater ponds were mapped within or immediately adjacent to the 

Study Area. 

3.3 Other Considerations 

This report is limited to the identification and delineation of wetlands within the Study Area. 

Other regulated environmental resources that could result in land use restrictions may be 

present within the Study Area that were not evaluated by Heartland (e.g., navigable 

waterways/watercourses, floodplains, cultural resources, and threatened or endangered 

species). 

Wisconsin Act 183 provides exemptions to permitting requirements for certain nonfederal 

wetlands. Nonfederal wetlands are wetlands that are not subject to federal jurisdiction. 

Exemptions apply to projects in urban areas with wetland impacts up to 1-acre per parcel. 

An urban area is defined as an incorporated area; an area within ½ mile of an incorporated 

area; or an area served by a sewerage system. Exemptions for nonfederal wetlands also 

apply to projects in rural areas with wetland impacts up to three (3) acres per parcel. 

Exemptions in rural areas only apply to structures with an agricultural purpose such as 

buildings, roads, and driveways. The determination of federal and nonfederal wetlands 



ASSURED WETLAND DELINEATION REPORT  
 
Highland Prairie, LLC 
Highland Prairie 

Project #: 20251676 
January 30, 2026 

 

 

Solutions for people, projects, and ecological resources.   Page 13 

 

MUST be made by the USACE through an Approved Jurisdictional Determination (AJD). This 

report may be submitted to the USACE to assist with their determination. 

Wis. Adm. Code NR 151 (“NR 151”) requires that a “protective area” (buffer) be determined 

from the Ordinary High-Water Mark (OHWM) of lakes, navigable waterways such as streams 

and rivers, or at the delineated boundary of wetlands. Per NR 151.125, the protective area 

width for “less susceptible” wetlands (dominated by invasive or non-native plant species) is 

determined by using 10% of the average wetland width, no less than 10 feet or more than 

30 feet. “Moderately susceptible” wetlands, lakes, and perennial and intermittent navigable 

waterways have mostly native species dominating and require a protective area width of 50 

feet; while “highly susceptible wetlands” have significant native species dominating and may 

be associated with outstanding or exceptional resource waters in areas of special natural 

resource interest and require protective area width of 75 feet. Table 2 in Section 3.2 above 

lists the potential wetland buffers per NR 151 for each wetland identified based on 

Heartland’s professional opinion. Please note that jurisdictional authority on wetland and 

waterway protective areas under NR 151 lies with the WDNR. Local zoning authorities and 

regional planning organizations may have additional land use restrictions within or adjacent 

to wetlands. 
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4.0 Conclusion 

Heartland completed an assured wetland determination and delineation within the Highland 

Prairie Site on October 10, 2025, at the request of Highland Prairie, LLC. Fieldwork was 

completed by Jeff Kraemer, an assured delineator qualified via the WDNR’s Wetland 

Delineation Assurance Program (Appendix E). The Study Area lies in Section 12, T6N, R21E, 

Village of Cambridge, Dane County, WI (Figure 1, Appendix A).  

Four (4) wetland areas, and two (2) stormwater ponds were delineated and mapped within 

the 23.24 Study Area (Figure 7, Appendix A). The wetlands, which may be classified as wet 

meadow, shrub carr, and ruderal hardwood swamp, total approximately 2.20 acres within 

the Study Area. The storm water ponds total approximately 1.67-acres. Wetlands W-2, W-3, 

and W-4 appear to have developed artificially as a result of past grading and erosion 

control.  Stormwater ponds were also constructed. 

Wetlands, waterways/watercourses, and waterbodies discussed in this report may be 

subject to federal regulation under the jurisdiction of the USACE, state regulation under the 

jurisdiction of the WDNR, and the local zoning authority. Heartland recommends this report 

be submitted to the USACE and WDNR for final jurisdictional review and concurrence. 

Review by local authorities may be necessary for determination of any applicable zoning and 

setback restrictions. 

Heartland recommends that all applicable regulatory agency reviews and permits are 

obtained prior to beginning work within the Study Area or within or adjacent to wetlands or 

waterways. Heartland can assist with evaluating the need for additional environmental 

reviews, surveys, or regulatory agency coordination in consideration of the proposed activity 

and land use as requested but is outside of the scope of the wetland delineation. 

Experienced and qualified professionals completed the wetland determination and 

delineation using standard practices and professional judgment. Wetland boundaries may be 

affected by conditions present within the Study Area at the time of the fieldwork. All final 

decisions on wetlands and their boundaries are made by the USACE, the WDNR, and/or 

sometimes a local unit of government. Wetland determination and boundary reviews by 

regulatory agencies may result in modifications to the findings presented to the Client. 

These modifications may result from varying conditions between the time the wetland 

delineation was completed and the time of the review. Factors that may influence the 
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findings may include but are not limited to precipitation patterns, drainage modifications, 

changes or modification to vegetation, and the time of year. 
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https://nhd.usgs.gov/
https://dnr.wi.gov/topic/surfacewater/swdv/
https://data-wi-dnr.opendata.arcgis.com/
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Antecedent Precipitation vs Normal Range based on NOAA's Daily Global Historical Climatology Network
Daily Total
30-Day Rolling Total
30-Year Normal Range

30 Days Ending 30th %ile  (in) 70th %ile  (in) Observed (in) Wetness Condition Condition Value Month Weight Product
2025-10-10 2.366142 4.377559 2.417323 Normal 2 3 6
2025-09-10 2.322441 3.5 2.901575 Normal 2 2 4
2025-08-11 3.219685 4.900394 4.255906 Normal 2 1 2

Result Normal Conditions - 12

Coordinates 42.99421, -89.02933
Observation Date 2025-10-10

Elevation (ft) 843.821
Drought Index (PDSI) Mild wetness

WebWIMP H2O Balance Wet Season

Weather Station Name Coordinates Elevation (ft) Distance (mi) Elevation Weighted Days Normal Days Antecedent
LAKE MILLS WWTP 43.0803, -88.8967 811.024 8.958 32.797 4.325 10905 89
LAKE MILLS 4.3 N 43.1361, -88.9006 847.113 3.86 36.089 1.876 3 1

LAKE MILLS 3.6 WNW 43.0891, -88.9765 855.971 4.073 44.947 2.016 3 0
JOHNSON CREEK 3.2 NW 43.1156, -88.8128 884.843 4.885 73.819 2.559 2 0

JEFFERSON WWTP 42.9942, -88.8042 783.137 7.564 27.887 3.615 4 0
WATERTOWN WWTP 43.1742, -88.7364 825.131 10.365 14.107 4.81 435 0
FT ATKINSON WWTP 42.905, -88.8589 787.074 12.262 23.95 5.812 1 0
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Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: State:

Investigator(s):

Lat:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

X

Are Vegetation , Soil X , or Hydrology Yes X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS – Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

No X
No X X
No X

X
X
X Yes X

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Northcentral and Northeast Region 

20251676 Highland Prairie City/County: V Cambridge, Dane Co Sampling Date: 10/10/2025

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Sideslope Local relief (concave, convex, none): None Slope %: 3-5%

Highland Prairie, LLC WI Sampling Point: P1

Jeff Kraemer Section, Township, Range: S12, T6N, R21E

WGS84

Virgil silt loam, 1 to 4 percent slopes None per WWI

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR K 42.9929732 Long: -89.0318444 Datum:

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? No

naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No

Remarks:  (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)
APT analysis indicates that climate conditions are normal for the time of year. Sample point recoded near electric transmission row. Subsoil seems 
disturbed, mixing of top soil. 

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Drainage Patterns (B10)
High Water Table (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Saturation (A3) Marl Deposits (B15) Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Iron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7) Shallow Aquitard (D3)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Other (Explain in Remarks) Microtopographic Relief (D4)

Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) Geomorphic Position (D2)

Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Remarks: 
No wetland hydrology indicators observed, no saturation.

No
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
2004-2024 NAIP Aerial Imagery

Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present?

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. (A/B)

7.

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: x 1 =

1. x 2 =

2. x 3 =

3. x 4 =

4. x 5 =

5. Column Totals: (B)

6.

7.

Herb Stratum (Plot size:

1.

2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4. X

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. P1

Tree Stratum 30' radius )
Absolute 
% Cover

Dominant 
Species?

Indicator 
Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Carya ovata 10 Yes FACU Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:Tilia americana 10 Yes FACU 1 (A)

Juniperus virginiana 5 Yes FACU Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata: 7 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 14.3%

Rhamnus cathartica 15 Yes FAC

Prevalence Index worksheet:

10 Yes FACU FAC species 25 75

0 0

Total % Cover of:

20

Rosa multiflora

UPL species 30 150

FACU species 123

25 =Total Cover

737

Prevalence Index  = B/A = 3.92

188 (A)

15' radius ) OBL species

Multiply by:

FACW species 10

492

25 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5' radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Poa pratensis 60 Yes FACU 3 - Prevalence Index is ≤3.01

Daucus carota 30 Yes UPL

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

Rhamnus cathartica 10 No FAC 1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Phalaris arundinacea 10 No FACW data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

Dactylis glomerata 5 No FACU

Cirsium arvense 5 No FACU

Solidago canadensis 10 No FACU

FACU

Sapling/shrub – Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Erigeron strigosus 5 No FACU Tree – Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in 
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.Cirsium vulgare 3 No

Woody Vine Stratum 30' radius ) Woody vines – All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in 
height.

Herb – All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.138 =Total Cover

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes No

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Upland old field community

=Total Cover

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

X

SOIL P1

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features

SIL

M

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type1

12-24 10YR 3/3

Loamy/Clayey SIL

Loc2 Texture Remarks

Loamy/Clayey

Distinct redox concentrations10YR 4/3 25 10YR 4/6 3 C

52

10YR 4/2 15 D M

10YR 3/2 5

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Matrix (F3) Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

0-12 10YR 3/1 100

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dark Surface (S7)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21)
Sandy Redox (S5) Redox Depressions (F8) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Yes No

Remarks:
Subsoil seems disturbed, mixing present in top soil

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):                   Hydric Soil Present?

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: State:

Investigator(s):

Lat:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

X

Are Vegetation , Soil X , or Hydrology Yes X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS – Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

No X
No X X
No X

X
X
X Yes X

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Northcentral and Northeast Region 

20251676 Highland Prairie City/County: V Cambridge, Dane Co Sampling Date: 10/10/2025

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Sideslope Local relief (concave, convex, none): None Slope %: 3-5%

Highland Prairie, LLC WI Sampling Point: P2

Jeff Kraemer Section, Township, Range: S12, T6N, R21E

WGS84

Virgil silt loam, 1 to 4 percent slopes None per WWI

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR K 42.9930858 Long: -89.0299977 Datum:

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? No

naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No

Remarks:  (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)
APT analysis indicates that climate conditions are normal for the time of year. Sample point recoded near electric transmission row. Soils seem 
disturbed from mixing. 

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Drainage Patterns (B10)
High Water Table (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Saturation (A3) Marl Deposits (B15) Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Iron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7) Shallow Aquitard (D3)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Other (Explain in Remarks) Microtopographic Relief (D4)

Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) Geomorphic Position (D2)

Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Remarks: 
No wetland hydrology indicators observed, no saturation.

No
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
2004-2024 NAIP Aerial Imagery

Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present?

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. (A/B)

7.

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: x 1 =

1. x 2 =

2. x 3 =

3. x 4 =

4. x 5 =

5. Column Totals: (B)

6.

7.

Herb Stratum (Plot size:

1.

2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4. X

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. P2

Tree Stratum 30' radius )
Absolute 
% Cover

Dominant 
Species?

Indicator 
Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0 (A)

Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata: 2 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0%

Prevalence Index worksheet:

FAC species 15 45

0 0

Total % Cover of:

10

UPL species 28 140

FACU species 86

=Total Cover

539

Prevalence Index  = B/A = 4.02

134 (A)

15' radius ) OBL species

Multiply by:

FACW species 5

344

=Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5' radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Poa pratensis 60 Yes FACU 3 - Prevalence Index is ≤3.01

Bromus inermis 20 Yes UPL

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

Solidago canadensis 10 No FACU 1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Setaria pumila 15 No FAC data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

Daucus carota 8 No UPL

Phalaris arundinacea 5 No FACW

Lolium perenne 10 No FACU

FACU

Sapling/shrub – Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Erigeron strigosus 3 No FACU Tree – Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in 
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.Cirsium arvense 3 No

Woody Vine Stratum 30' radius ) Woody vines – All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in 
height.

Herb – All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.134 =Total Cover

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes No

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Upland old field community

=Total Cover

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

X

SOIL P2

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features

SIL, 5% gravel

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type1

16-24 10YR 4/4

Loamy/Clayey SIL

Loc2 Texture Remarks

Loamy/Clayey

10YR 5/4 40

60

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Matrix (F3) Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

0-16 10YR 4/4 100

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dark Surface (S7)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21)
Sandy Redox (S5) Redox Depressions (F8) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Yes No

Remarks:
Mixed and disturbed soils present

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):                   Hydric Soil Present?

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: State:

Investigator(s):

Lat:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology Yes X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS – Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

X No
No X X
No X

X
X
X Yes X

Remarks: 
No wetland hydrology indicators observed, no saturation

No
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
2004-2024 NAIP Aerial Imagery

Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present?
Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Iron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7) Shallow Aquitard (D3)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Other (Explain in Remarks) Microtopographic Relief (D4)

Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) Geomorphic Position (D2)

Remarks:  (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)
APT analysis indicates that climate conditions are normal for the time of year.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Drainage Patterns (B10)
High Water Table (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Saturation (A3) Marl Deposits (B15) Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? No

naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

WGS84

Marshan silt loam T3K per WWI

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR K 42.9932870 Long: -89.0285921 Datum:

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Northcentral and Northeast Region 

20251676 Highland Prairie City/County: V Cambridge, Dane Co Sampling Date: 10/10/2025

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Toeslope Local relief (concave, convex, none): None Slope %: 1-3%

Highland Prairie, LLC WI Sampling Point: P3

Jeff Kraemer Section, Township, Range: S12, T6N, R21E

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. (A/B)

7.

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: x 1 =

1. x 2 =

2. x 3 =

3. x 4 =

4. x 5 =

5. Column Totals: (B)

6.

7.

Herb Stratum (Plot size: X

1.

2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4. X

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Upland mesic woods/thicket, weedy hydrophytes more indicative of past disturbance than wetland conditions.

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes No

Herb – All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.28 =Total Cover

Sapling/shrub – Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree – Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in 
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.

Woody Vine Stratum 30' radius ) Woody vines – All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in 
height.

FACU

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

50 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5' radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Rhamnus cathartica 25 Yes FAC 3 - Prevalence Index is ≤3.01

Ribes cynosbati 3 No

60 =Total Cover

442

Prevalence Index  = B/A = 3.20

138 (A)

15' radius ) OBL species

Multiply by:

FACW species 0

112

UPL species 0 0

FACU species 28

FAC

Prevalence Index worksheet:

FAC species 110 330

0 0

Total % Cover of:

0

4 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 75.0%

Rhamnus cathartica 50 Yes

25 Yes FACU 3 (A)

Acer negundo 10 No FAC Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata:

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. P3

Tree Stratum 30' radius )
Absolute 
% Cover

Dominant 
Species?

Indicator 
Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Populus deltoides 25 Yes FAC Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:Acer saccharum

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

XYes No

Remarks:
likely sediment overlying buried surface.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):                   Hydric Soil Present?

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dark Surface (S7)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21)
Sandy Redox (S5) Redox Depressions (F8) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Matrix (F3) Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

0-16 10YR 3/2 100

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L)

20-24 10YR 3/1 90 10YR 5/8 10 C

100

Loamy/Clayey SIL

Loc2 Texture Remarks

Loamy/Clayey

Loamy/Clayey SICL, prominent redox concentrations

SOIL P3

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features

SICL

M

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type1

16-20 10YR 2/1

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: State:

Investigator(s):

Lat:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology Yes

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS – Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

X No
X No X
X No

X

X

X
X
X Yes X

Remarks: 
Only secondary wetland hydrology indicators observed.

No
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
2004-2024 NAIP Aerial Imagery

Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present?
Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Iron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7) Shallow Aquitard (D3)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Other (Explain in Remarks) Microtopographic Relief (D4)

Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) Geomorphic Position (D2)

Remarks:  (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)
APT analysis indicates that climate conditions are normal for the time of year.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Drainage Patterns (B10)
High Water Table (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Saturation (A3) Marl Deposits (B15) Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? No

naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes If yes, optional Wetland Site ID: W-1

WGS84

Marshan silt loam T3K per WWI

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR K 42.9933436 Long: -89.0284484 Datum:

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Northcentral and Northeast Region 

20251676 Highland Prairie City/County: V Cambridge, Dane Co Sampling Date: 10/10/2025

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): Concave Slope %: 1-3

Highland Prairie, LLC WI Sampling Point: P4

Jeff Kraemer Section, Township, Range: S12, T6N, R21E

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. (A/B)

7.

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: x 1 =

1. x 2 =

2. x 3 =

3. x 4 =

4. x 5 =

5. Column Totals: (B)

6.

7.

Herb Stratum (Plot size: X

1. X

2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4. X

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Wet meadow / ruderal hardwood swamp

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes No

Herb – All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.102 =Total Cover

Sapling/shrub – Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree – Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in 
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.

Woody Vine Stratum 30' radius ) Woody vines – All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in 
height.

FACW

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Solanum dulcamara 2 No FAC data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

15 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5' radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Phalaris arundinacea 95 Yes FACW 3 - Prevalence Index is ≤3.01

Pilea pumila 5 No

35 =Total Cover

366

Prevalence Index  = B/A = 2.41

152 (A)

15' radius ) OBL species

Multiply by:

FACW species 100

40

Cornus racemosa

UPL species 0 0

FACU species 10

FAC

Prevalence Index worksheet:

5 Yes FAC FAC species 42 126

0 0

Total % Cover of:

200

5 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 80.0%

Rhamnus cathartica 10 Yes

10 Yes FACU 4 (A)

Populus deltoides 5 No FAC Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata:

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. P4

Tree Stratum 30' radius )
Absolute 
% Cover

Dominant 
Species?

Indicator 
Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Acer negundo 20 Yes FAC Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:Acer saccharum

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

X

XYes No

Remarks:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):                   Hydric Soil Present?

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dark Surface (S7)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21)
Sandy Redox (S5) Redox Depressions (F8) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Matrix (F3) Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

0-10 10YR 3/2 100

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L)

18-24 10YR 5/1 85 10YR 5/6 15 C

85 10YR 5/8 15 C

Loamy/Clayey SIL

Loc2 Texture Remarks

M Loamy/Clayey

Loamy/Clayey SIC, prominent redox concentrations

SOIL P4

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features

SICL, prominent redox concentrations

M

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type1

10-18 10YR 3/1

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: State:

Investigator(s):

Lat:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology Yes X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS – Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

X No
X No X
X No

X

X

X
X
X Yes X

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Northcentral and Northeast Region 

20251676 Highland Prairie City/County: V Cambridge, Dane Co Sampling Date: 10/10/2025

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): Concave Slope %: 1-3%

Highland Prairie, LLC WI Sampling Point: P5

Jeff Kraemer Section, Township, Range: S12, T6N, R21E

WGS84

Marshan silt loam T3K (WWI)

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR K 42.9938318 Long: -89.0283607 Datum:

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? No

naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes If yes, optional Wetland Site ID: W-1

Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No

Remarks:  (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)
APT analysis indicates that climate conditions are normal for the time of year. Sample point taken in ruderal hardwood swamp

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Drainage Patterns (B10)
High Water Table (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Saturation (A3) Marl Deposits (B15) Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Iron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7) Shallow Aquitard (D3)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Other (Explain in Remarks) Microtopographic Relief (D4)

Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) Geomorphic Position (D2)

Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Remarks: 
Only secondary indicators met.

No
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
2004-2024 NAIP Aerial Imagery

Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present?

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. (A/B)

7.

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: x 1 =

1. x 2 =

2. x 3 =

3. x 4 =

4. x 5 =

5. Column Totals: (B)

6.

7.

Herb Stratum (Plot size: X

1. X

2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4. X

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. P5

Tree Stratum 30' radius )
Absolute 
% Cover

Dominant 
Species?

Indicator 
Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Acer negundo 20 Yes FAC Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:Acer saccharinum 5 Yes FACW 3 (A)

Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata: 3 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0%

Cornus alba 3 No FACW

Prevalence Index worksheet:

FAC species 25 75

0 0

Total % Cover of:

206

UPL species 5 25

FACU species 2

25 =Total Cover

314

Prevalence Index  = B/A = 2.33

135 (A)

15' radius ) OBL species

Multiply by:

FACW species 103

8

3 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5' radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Phalaris arundinacea 95 Yes FACW 3 - Prevalence Index is ≤3.01

Bromus inermis 5 No UPL

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

Parthenocissus inserta 1 No FACU 1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Urtica dioica 5 No FAC data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

Arctium minus 1 No FACU

Sapling/shrub – Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree – Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in 
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.

Woody Vine Stratum 30' radius ) Woody vines – All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in 
height.

Herb – All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.107 =Total Cover

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes No

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Ruderal hardwood swamp

=Total Cover

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

X

X

SOIL P5

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features

SICL, prominent redox concentrations

M

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type1

10-20 10YR 3/1

Loamy/Clayey SIL

Loc2 Texture Remarks

M Loamy/Clayey

Loamy/Clayey SIC, prominent redox concentrations20-24 10YR 5/1 85 10YR 5/8 15 C

88 10YR 5/6 12 C

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Matrix (F3) Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

0-10 10YR 3/2 100

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dark Surface (S7)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21)
Sandy Redox (S5) Redox Depressions (F8) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Yes No

Remarks:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):                   Hydric Soil Present?

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: State:

Investigator(s):

Lat:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

X

Are Vegetation , Soil X , or Hydrology Yes X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS – Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

X No
No X X
No X

X

X
X
X Yes X

Remarks: 
No wetland hydrology indicators observed, no saturation.

No
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
2004-2024 NAIP Aerial Imagery

Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present?
Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Iron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7) Shallow Aquitard (D3)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Other (Explain in Remarks) Microtopographic Relief (D4)

Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) Geomorphic Position (D2)

Remarks:  (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)
APT analysis indicates that climate conditions are normal for the time of year. Sample point taken in upland berm, which is spoils from the nearby 
constructed ponds.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Drainage Patterns (B10)
High Water Table (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Saturation (A3) Marl Deposits (B15) Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? No

naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

WGS84

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR K 42.9939300 Long: -89.0283562 Datum:

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Northcentral and Northeast Region 

20251676 Highland Prairie City/County: V Cambridge, Dane Co Sampling Date: 10/10/2025

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): berm Local relief (concave, convex, none): None Slope %: 3-5%

Highland Prairie, LLC WI Sampling Point: P6

Jeff Kraemer Section, Township, Range: S12, T6N, R21E

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. (A/B)

7.

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: x 1 =

1. x 2 =

2. x 3 =

3. x 4 =

4. x 5 =

5. Column Totals: (B)

6.

7.

Herb Stratum (Plot size: X

1.

2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4. X

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
weedy hydrophytes, representative of past disturbance and seedbank rather than wetland conditions.

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes No

Herb – All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.125 =Total Cover

Sapling/shrub – Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree – Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in 
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.

Woody Vine Stratum 30' radius ) Woody vines – All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in 
height.

Bromus inermis 15 No UPL

FAC

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Arctium minus 20 No FACU data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

=Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5' radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Phalaris arundinacea 65 Yes FACW 3 - Prevalence Index is ≤3.01

Urtica dioica 25 Yes

20 =Total Cover

420

Prevalence Index  = B/A = 2.90

145 (A)

15' radius ) OBL species

Multiply by:

FACW species 65

80

UPL species 15 75

FACU species 20

Prevalence Index worksheet:

FAC species 45 135

0 0

Total % Cover of:

130

3 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0%

3 (A)

Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata:

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. P6

Tree Stratum 30' radius )
Absolute 
% Cover

Dominant 
Species?

Indicator 
Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Acer negundo 20 Yes FAC Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

Yes No

Remarks:
Mixed matrix

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):                   Hydric Soil Present?

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dark Surface (S7)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21)
Sandy Redox (S5) Redox Depressions (F8) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Matrix (F3) Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

0-24 10YR 3/2 65

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L)

10YR 2/2 15

20

Loamy/Clayey SIL, mixed matrix

Loc2 Texture Remarks

SOIL P6

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type1

10YR 5/1
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Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: State:

Investigator(s):

Lat:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

X

Are Vegetation , Soil X , or Hydrology Yes X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS – Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

X No
X No X
X No

X
X
X

X

X
X

X
X
X Yes X

Remarks: 
Wetland hydrology observed.  Stormwater pond, inundated throughout, sample point at edge and above open water.

No
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
2004-2024 NAIP Aerial Imagery

Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): 6 Wetland Hydrology Present?
Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches): 10

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Iron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7) Shallow Aquitard (D3)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Other (Explain in Remarks) Microtopographic Relief (D4)

Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) Geomorphic Position (D2)

Remarks:  (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)
APT analysis indicates that climate conditions are normal for the time of year. Sample point taken at OHWM of constructed stormwater pond edge. 

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Drainage Patterns (B10)
High Water Table (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Saturation (A3) Marl Deposits (B15) Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? No

naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

WGS84

Marshan silt loam None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR K 42.9940609 Long: -89.0283880 Datum:

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Northcentral and Northeast Region 

20251676 Highland Prairie City/County: V Cambridge, Dane Co Sampling Date: 10/10/2025

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): pond Local relief (concave, convex, none): None Slope %: 1%

Highland Prairie, LLC WI Sampling Point: P7

Jeff Kraemer Section, Township, Range: S12, T6N, R21E

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. (A/B)

7.

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: x 1 =

1. x 2 =

2. x 3 =

3. x 4 =

4. x 5 =

5. Column Totals: (B)

6.

7.

Herb Stratum (Plot size: X

1. X

2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4. X

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Wet meadow / shrub carr / open water - veg noted around perimeter.

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes No

Herb – All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.105 =Total Cover

Sapling/shrub – Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree – Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in 
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.

Woody Vine Stratum 30' radius ) Woody vines – All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in 
height.

Echinocystis lobata 5 No FACW

FAC

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Arctium minus 5 No FACU data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

15 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5' radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Phalaris arundinacea 85 Yes FACW 3 - Prevalence Index is ≤3.01

Urtica dioica 10 No

50 =Total Cover

340

Prevalence Index  = B/A = 2.00

170 (A)

15' radius ) OBL species

Multiply by:

FACW species 105

20

UPL species 0 0

FACU species 5

FACW

Prevalence Index worksheet:

FAC species 25 75

35 35

Total % Cover of:

210

4 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0%

Salix interior 15 Yes

15 Yes FAC 4 (A)

Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata:

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. P7

Tree Stratum 30' radius )
Absolute 
% Cover

Dominant 
Species?

Indicator 
Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Salix nigra 35 Yes OBL Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:Acer negundo

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

X

XYes No

Remarks:
soils are distrubed through grading and excavation, mucky soils are not likely native.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):                   Hydric Soil Present?

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dark Surface (S7)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21)
Sandy Redox (S5) Redox Depressions (F8) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Matrix (F3) Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

0-4 10YR 3/2 100

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L)

16-24 10YR 3/1 95 10YR 5/6 5 C

100

Loamy/Clayey SIL

Loc2 Texture Remarks

Muck

Loamy/Clayey SICL, prominent redox concentrations

SOIL P7

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features

MUCK

M

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type1

4-16 N 2.5/

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: State:

Investigator(s):

Lat:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology Yes X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS – Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

X No
No X X
No X

X
X
X Yes X

Remarks: 
No wetland hydrology indicators observed, no saturation.

No
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
2004-2024 NAIP Aerial Imagery

Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present?
Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Iron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7) Shallow Aquitard (D3)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Other (Explain in Remarks) Microtopographic Relief (D4)

Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) Geomorphic Position (D2)

Remarks:  (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)
APT analysis indicates that climate conditions are normal for the time of year.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Drainage Patterns (B10)
High Water Table (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Saturation (A3) Marl Deposits (B15) Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? No

naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

WGS84

Marshan silt loam T3K (WWI)

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR K 42.9934260 Long: -89.0278048° Datum:

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Northcentral and Northeast Region 

20251676 Highland Prairie City/County: V Cambridge, Dane Co Sampling Date: 10/10/2025

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Backslope Local relief (concave, convex, none): None Slope %: 3-5%

Highland Prairie, LLC WI Sampling Point: P8

Jeff Kraemer Section, Township, Range: S12, T6N, R21E

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. (A/B)

7.

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: x 1 =

1. x 2 =

2. x 3 =

3. x 4 =

4. x 5 =

5. Column Totals: (B)

6.

7.

Herb Stratum (Plot size: X

1.

2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4. X

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Upland woodland

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes No

Herb – All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.16 =Total Cover

Sapling/shrub – Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree – Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in 
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.

Woody Vine Stratum 30' radius ) Woody vines – All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in 
height.

FAC

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

20 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5' radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Rhamnus cathartica 15 Yes FAC 3 - Prevalence Index is ≤3.01

Geum canadense 1 No

70 =Total Cover

358

Prevalence Index  = B/A = 3.38

106 (A)

15' radius ) OBL species

Multiply by:

FACW species 10

200

UPL species 0 0

FACU species 50

FAC

Prevalence Index worksheet:

FAC species 46 138

0 0

Total % Cover of:

20

3 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 66.7%

Rhamnus cathartica 20 Yes

10 No FAC 2 (A)

Acer saccharinum 10 No FACW Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata:

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. P8

Tree Stratum 30' radius )
Absolute 
% Cover

Dominant 
Species?

Indicator 
Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Prunus serotina 50 Yes FACU Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:Populus deltoides

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

XYes No

Remarks:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):                   Hydric Soil Present?

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dark Surface (S7)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21)
Sandy Redox (S5) Redox Depressions (F8) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Matrix (F3) Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

0-8 10YR 3/2 100

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L)

100

Loamy/Clayey SIL

Loc2 Texture Remarks

Loamy/Clayey

SOIL P8

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features

SICL

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type1

8-18 10YR 4/4

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: State:

Investigator(s):

Lat:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology Yes X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS – Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

X No
X No X
X No

X

X

X

X
X
X Yes X

Remarks: 
Wetland hydrology observed.

No
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
2004-2024 NAIP Aerial Imagery

Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): 12 Wetland Hydrology Present?
Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches): 18

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Iron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7) Shallow Aquitard (D3)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Other (Explain in Remarks) Microtopographic Relief (D4)

Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) Geomorphic Position (D2)

Remarks:  (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)
APT analysis indicates that climate conditions are normal for the time of year. Sample point is a ruderal hardwood swamp taken at drainageway.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Drainage Patterns (B10)
High Water Table (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Saturation (A3) Marl Deposits (B15) Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? No

naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes If yes, optional Wetland Site ID: W-1

WGS84

Marshan silt loam T3K (WWI)

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR K 42.9933440 Long: -89.0280163 Datum:

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Northcentral and Northeast Region 

20251676 Highland Prairie City/County: V Cambridge, Dane Co Sampling Date: 10/10/2025

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): floodfringe Local relief (concave, convex, none): None Slope %: 1-3%

Highland Prairie, LLC WI Sampling Point: P9

Jeff Kraemer Section, Township, Range: S12, T6N, R21E

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. (A/B)

7.

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: x 1 =

1. x 2 =

2. x 3 =

3. x 4 =

4. x 5 =

5. Column Totals: (B)

6.

7.

Herb Stratum (Plot size: X

1. X

2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4. X

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Ruderal hardwood swamp

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes No

Herb – All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.70 =Total Cover

Sapling/shrub – Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree – Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in 
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.

Woody Vine Stratum 30' radius ) Woody vines – All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in 
height.

Epilobium ciliatum 2 No FACW

FAC

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Geum canadense 3 No FAC data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

35 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5' radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Phalaris arundinacea 60 Yes FACW 3 - Prevalence Index is ≤3.01

Symphyotrichum lateriflorum 5 No

20 =Total Cover

303

Prevalence Index  = B/A = 2.42

125 (A)

15' radius ) OBL species

Multiply by:

FACW species 72

0

Cornus racemosa

UPL species 0 0

FACU species 0

FAC

Prevalence Index worksheet:

10 Yes FAC FAC species 53 159

0 0

Total % Cover of:

144

5 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0%

Rhamnus cathartica 25 Yes

10 Yes FAC 5 (A)

Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata:

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. P9

Tree Stratum 30' radius )
Absolute 
% Cover

Dominant 
Species?

Indicator 
Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Acer saccharinum 10 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:Acer negundo

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

X

XYes No

Remarks:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):                   Hydric Soil Present?

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dark Surface (S7)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21)
Sandy Redox (S5) Redox Depressions (F8) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Matrix (F3) Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

0-8 10YR 3/2 100

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L)

17-24 10YR 5/1 88 10YR 5/6 12 C

85 10YR 5/8 15 C

Loamy/Clayey SIL

Loc2 Texture Remarks

M Loamy/Clayey

Loamy/Clayey SIC, prominent redox concentrations

SOIL P9

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features

SICL, prominent redox concentrations

M

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type1

8-17 10YR 3/1

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: State:

Investigator(s):

Lat:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology Yes X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS – Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

X No
X No X
X No

X

X

X
X
X Yes X

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Northcentral and Northeast Region 

20251676 Highland Prairie City/County: V Cambridge, Dane Co Sampling Date: 10/10/2025

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): Concave Slope %: 1-3%

Highland Prairie, LLC WI Sampling Point: P10

Jeff Kraemer Section, Township, Range: S12, T6N, R21E

WGS84

Troxel silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR K 42.9948338 Long: -89.0277588 Datum:

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? No

naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes If yes, optional Wetland Site ID: W-2

Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No

Remarks:  (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)
APT analysis indicates that climate conditions are normal for the time of year. No surface connection to pond or W-1.  Potential grading relic from 
prior grading activities.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Drainage Patterns (B10)
High Water Table (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Saturation (A3) Marl Deposits (B15) Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Iron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7) Shallow Aquitard (D3)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Other (Explain in Remarks) Microtopographic Relief (D4)

Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) Geomorphic Position (D2)

Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Remarks: 
Only secondary indicators observed.

No
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
2004-2024 NAIP Aerial Imagery

Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present?

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. (A/B)

7.

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: x 1 =

1. x 2 =

2. x 3 =

3. x 4 =

4. x 5 =

5. Column Totals: (B)

6.

7.

Herb Stratum (Plot size: X

1. X

2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4. X

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. P10

Tree Stratum 30' radius )
Absolute 
% Cover

Dominant 
Species?

Indicator 
Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Ulmus americana 8 Yes FACW Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:Salix nigra 5 Yes OBL 5 (A)

Populus deltoides 5 Yes FAC Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata: 5 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0%

Salix interior 30 Yes FACW

Prevalence Index worksheet:

FAC species 5 15

5 5

Total % Cover of:

260

UPL species 7 35

FACU species 0

18 =Total Cover

315

Prevalence Index  = B/A = 2.14

147 (A)

15' radius ) OBL species

Multiply by:

FACW species 130

0

30 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5' radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Phalaris arundinacea 90 Yes FACW 3 - Prevalence Index is ≤3.01

Apocynum androsaemifolium 5 No UPL

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Leonurus cardiaca 2 No UPL data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

Bidens frondosa 2 No FACW

Sapling/shrub – Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree – Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in 
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.

Woody Vine Stratum 30' radius ) Woody vines – All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in 
height.

Herb – All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.99 =Total Cover

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes No

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Wet meadow / shrub carr dominated by RCG

=Total Cover

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

X
X

SOIL P10

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features

SICL, prominent redox concentrations

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type1

4-20 10YR 4/2

Loamy/Clayey SIL

Loc2 Texture Remarks

M Loamy/Clayey85 10YR 5/6 15 C

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Matrix (F3) Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

0-4 10YR 3/2 100

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dark Surface (S7)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21)
Sandy Redox (S5) Redox Depressions (F8) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Yes No

Remarks:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):                   Hydric Soil Present?

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: State:

Investigator(s):

Lat:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

X

Are Vegetation , Soil X , or Hydrology Yes X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS – Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

No X
No X X
No X

X
X
X Yes X

Remarks: 
No wetland hydrology indicators observed, no saturation.

No
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
2004-2024 NAIP Aerial Imagery

Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present?
Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Iron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7) Shallow Aquitard (D3)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Other (Explain in Remarks) Microtopographic Relief (D4)

Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) Geomorphic Position (D2)

Remarks:  (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)
APT analysis indicates that climate conditions are normal for the time of year. Sample point taken on upland pond embankment.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Drainage Patterns (B10)
High Water Table (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Saturation (A3) Marl Deposits (B15) Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? No

naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

WGS84

Troxel silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR K 42.9947164 Long: -89.0278870 Datum:

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Northcentral and Northeast Region 

20251676 Highland Prairie City/County: V Cambridge, Dane Co Sampling Date: 10/10/2025

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Sideslope of Embankment Local relief (concave, convex, none): None Slope %: 3-5%

Highland Prairie, LLC WI Sampling Point: P11

Jeff Kraemer Section, Township, Range: S12, T6N, R21E

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. (A/B)

7.

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: x 1 =

1. x 2 =

2. x 3 =

3. x 4 =

4. x 5 =

5. Column Totals: (B)

6.

7.

Herb Stratum (Plot size:

1.

2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4. X

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Upland community

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes No

Herb – All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.69 =Total Cover

Sapling/shrub – Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree – Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in 
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.

Woody Vine Stratum 30' radius ) Woody vines – All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in 
height.

Arctium minus 3 No FACU

Rubus occidentalis 8 No UPL

UPL

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

Phalaris arundinacea 5 No FACW 1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Hackelia virginiana 10 Yes FACU data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

Hesperis matronalis 3 No FACU

=Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5' radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Alliaria petiolata 30 Yes FACU 3 - Prevalence Index is ≤3.01

Bromus inermis 10 Yes

65 =Total Cover

479

Prevalence Index  = B/A = 3.57

134 (A)

15' radius ) OBL species

Multiply by:

FACW species 5

184

UPL species 18 90

FACU species 46

Prevalence Index worksheet:

FAC species 65 195

0 0

Total % Cover of:

10

5 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 40.0%

15 Yes FAC 2 (A)

Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata:

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. P11

Tree Stratum 30' radius )
Absolute 
% Cover

Dominant 
Species?

Indicator 
Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Acer negundo 50 Yes FAC Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:Populus deltoides

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

XYes No

Remarks:
Mixed matrix, soils are disturbed

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):                   Hydric Soil Present?

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dark Surface (S7)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21)
Sandy Redox (S5) Redox Depressions (F8) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Matrix (F3) Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

0-18 10YR 3/2 75

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L)

10YR 4/2 5

20

Loamy/Clayey SICL, mixed matrix, disturbed soils

Loc2 Texture Remarks

SOIL P11

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features
(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type1

10YR 4/4

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: State:

Investigator(s):

Lat:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology Yes X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS – Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

X No
X No X
X No

X

X

X

X
X
X Yes X

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Northcentral and Northeast Region 

20251676 Highland Prairie City/County: V Cambridge, Dane Co Sampling Date: 10/10/2025

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Swale Local relief (concave, convex, none): Depression Slope %:

Highland Prairie, LLC WI Sampling Point: P12

Jeff Kraemer Section, Township, Range: S12, T6N, R21E

WGS84

Troxel silt loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR K 42.9951571 Long: -89.0281368 Datum:

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? No

naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes If yes, optional Wetland Site ID: W-3

Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No

Remarks:  (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)
APT analysis indicates that climate conditions are normal for the time of year. Sample point taken in rip rapped swale which leads to W-2.  Wetland 
appears to be a grading relic from past grading and possibilty a temporary erosion control structure.  Wetland is fed by eroded gully's draining from 
stubbed roads and side lots.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Drainage Patterns (B10)
High Water Table (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Saturation (A3) Marl Deposits (B15) Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Iron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7) Shallow Aquitard (D3)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Other (Explain in Remarks) Microtopographic Relief (D4)

Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) Geomorphic Position (D2)

Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Remarks: 
Ony secondary indicators observed.

No
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
2004-2024 NAIP Aerial Imagery

Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present?

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. (A/B)

7.

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: x 1 =

1. x 2 =

2. x 3 =

3. x 4 =

4. x 5 =

5. Column Totals: (B)

6.

7.

Herb Stratum (Plot size: X

1. X

2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4. X

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. P12

Tree Stratum 30' radius )
Absolute 
% Cover

Dominant 
Species?

Indicator 
Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Salix nigra 10 Yes OBL Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (A)

Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata: 3 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0%

Salix interior 15 Yes FACW

Prevalence Index worksheet:

3 No FACU FAC species 0 0

10 10

Total % Cover of:

230

Cirsium arvense

UPL species 0 0

FACU species 3

10 =Total Cover

252

Prevalence Index  = B/A = 1.97

128 (A)

15' radius ) OBL species

Multiply by:

FACW species 115

12

18 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5' radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Phalaris arundinacea 100 Yes FACW 3 - Prevalence Index is ≤3.01

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

Sapling/shrub – Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree – Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in 
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.

Woody Vine Stratum 30' radius ) Woody vines – All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in 
height.

Herb – All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.100 =Total Cover

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes No

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Wet meadow

=Total Cover
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Sampling Point:

X
X

X

SOIL P12

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features

LS

M

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type1

4-9 10YR 3/3

Loamy/Clayey SIL

Loc2 Texture Remarks

Loamy/Clayey

Loamy/Clayey SICL, prominent redox concentrations9-20 10YR 4/2 88 10YR 5/8 12 C

100

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Matrix (F3) Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

0-4 10YR 3/2 100

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dark Surface (S7)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21)
Sandy Redox (S5) Redox Depressions (F8) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Yes No

Remarks:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):                   Hydric Soil Present?

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: State:

Investigator(s):

Lat:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

X

Are Vegetation , Soil X , or Hydrology Yes X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS – Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

No X
No X X
No X

X
X
X Yes X

Remarks: 
No wetland hydrology indicators observed, no saturation

No
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
2004-2024 NAIP Aerial Imagery

Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present?
Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Iron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7) Shallow Aquitard (D3)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Other (Explain in Remarks) Microtopographic Relief (D4)

Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) Geomorphic Position (D2)

Remarks:  (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)
APT analysis indicates that climate conditions are normal for the time of year.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Drainage Patterns (B10)
High Water Table (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Saturation (A3) Marl Deposits (B15) Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? No

naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

WGS84

Virgil silt loam, 1 to 4 percent slopes None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR K 42.9946679 Long: -89.0286616 Datum:

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Northcentral and Northeast Region 

20251676 Highland Prairie City/County: V Cambridge, Dane Co Sampling Date: 10/10/2025

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Toeslope Local relief (concave, convex, none): None Slope %: 1-3%

Highland Prairie, LLC WI Sampling Point: P13

Jeff Kraemer Section, Township, Range: S12, T6N, R21E
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Sampling Point:

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. (A/B)

7.

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: x 1 =

1. x 2 =

2. x 3 =

3. x 4 =

4. x 5 =

5. Column Totals: (B)

6.

7.

Herb Stratum (Plot size:

1.

2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4. X

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Upland old field

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes No

Herb – All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.135 =Total Cover

Sapling/shrub – Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree – Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in 
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.

Woody Vine Stratum 30' radius ) Woody vines – All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in 
height.

Phalaris arundinacea 5 No FACW

FACU

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Solidago canadensis 20 No FACU data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

10 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5' radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Poa pratensis 90 Yes FACU 3 - Prevalence Index is ≤3.01

Cirsium arvense 20 No

=Total Cover

560

Prevalence Index  = B/A = 3.86

145 (A)

15' radius ) OBL species

Multiply by:

FACW species 5

520

UPL species 0 0

FACU species 130

FAC

Prevalence Index worksheet:

FAC species 10 30

0 0

Total % Cover of:

10

2 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 50.0%

Acer negundo 10 Yes

1 (A)

Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata:

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. P13

Tree Stratum 30' radius )
Absolute 
% Cover

Dominant 
Species?

Indicator 
Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

XYes No

Remarks:
Mixed matrix and soils disturbed from past grading.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):                   Hydric Soil Present?

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dark Surface (S7)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21)
Sandy Redox (S5) Redox Depressions (F8) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Matrix (F3) Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

0-6 10YR 3/2 100

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L)

10YR 5/1 35

18-24 10YR 3/3 65

100

Loamy/Clayey SICL

Loc2 Texture Remarks

Loamy/Clayey

Loamy/Clayey SICL, mixed matrix, disturbed soils

SOIL P13

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features

SICL

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type1

6-18 10YR 3/3

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: State:

Investigator(s):

Lat:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology Yes X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS – Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

X No
X No X
X No

X X
X
X

X

X

X
X

Yes X

Remarks: 
Wetland hydrology observed.

No
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
2004-2024 NAIP Aerial Imagery

Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): 0 Wetland Hydrology Present?

1
Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches): 0

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Iron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7) Shallow Aquitard (D3)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Other (Explain in Remarks) Microtopographic Relief (D4)

Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) Geomorphic Position (D2)

Remarks:  (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)
APT analysis indicates that climate conditions are normal for the time of year. Sample point taken in eroded swale. Wetland commences at point 
discharge of sewer pipe from deadend road.  Deeply incised gully.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Drainage Patterns (B10)
High Water Table (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Saturation (A3) Marl Deposits (B15) Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? No

naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes If yes, optional Wetland Site ID: W-3

WGS84

Grays silt loam, 2 to 6 percent slopes None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR K 42.9958472 Long: -89.0280290 Datum:

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Northcentral and Northeast Region 

20251676 Highland Prairie City/County: V Cambridge, Dane Co Sampling Date: 10/10/2025

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Swale Local relief (concave, convex, none): Concave Slope %:

Highland Prairie, LLC WI Sampling Point: P14

Jeff Kraemer Section, Township, Range: S12, T6N, R21E

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. (A/B)

7.

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: x 1 =

1. x 2 =

2. x 3 =

3. x 4 =

4. x 5 =

5. Column Totals: (B)

6.

7.

Herb Stratum (Plot size: X

1. X

2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4. X

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Wet meadow

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes No

Herb – All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.85 =Total Cover

Sapling/shrub – Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree – Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in 
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.

Woody Vine Stratum 30' radius ) Woody vines – All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in 
height.

FACW

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

30 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5' radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Typha X glauca 75 Yes OBL 3 - Prevalence Index is ≤3.01

Phalaris arundinacea 10 No

=Total Cover

155

Prevalence Index  = B/A = 1.35

115 (A)

15' radius ) OBL species

Multiply by:

FACW species 40

0

UPL species 0 0

FACU species 0

FACW

Prevalence Index worksheet:

FAC species 0 0

75 75

Total % Cover of:

80

2 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0%

Salix interior 30 Yes

2 (A)

Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata:

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. P14

Tree Stratum 30' radius )
Absolute 
% Cover

Dominant 
Species?

Indicator 
Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

X
X

Yes No

Remarks:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):                   Hydric Soil Present?

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dark Surface (S7)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21)
Sandy Redox (S5) Redox Depressions (F8) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Matrix (F3) Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

0-5 10YR 3/2 100

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L)

88 10YR 5/6 12 C

Loamy/Clayey SIL

Loc2 Texture Remarks

M Loamy/Clayey

SOIL P14

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features

SIL, prominent redox concentrations

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type1

5-18 10YR 4/2

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: State:

Investigator(s):

Lat:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

X

Are Vegetation , Soil X , or Hydrology Yes X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS – Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

No X
No X X
No X

X
X
X Yes X

Remarks: 
No wetland hydrology indicators observed, no saturation.

No
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
2004-2024 NAIP Aerial Imagery

Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present?
Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Iron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7) Shallow Aquitard (D3)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Other (Explain in Remarks) Microtopographic Relief (D4)

Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) Geomorphic Position (D2)

Remarks:  (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)
APT analysis indicates that climate conditions are normal for the time of year.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Drainage Patterns (B10)
High Water Table (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Saturation (A3) Marl Deposits (B15) Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? No

naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

WGS84

Virgil silt loam, gravelly substratum, 0 to 3 percent slopes None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR K 42.9959250 Long: -89.0279000 Datum:

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Northcentral and Northeast Region 

20251676 Highland Prairie City/County: V Cambridge, Dane Co Sampling Date: 10/10/2025

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): side slope Local relief (concave, convex, none): None Slope %: 3-5%

Highland Prairie, LLC WI Sampling Point: P15

Jeff Kraemer Section, Township, Range: S12, T6N, R21E

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. (A/B)

7.

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: x 1 =

1. x 2 =

2. x 3 =

3. x 4 =

4. x 5 =

5. Column Totals: (B)

6.

7.

Herb Stratum (Plot size:

1.

2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4. X

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Upland old field

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes No

Herb – All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.130 =Total Cover

Sapling/shrub – Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree – Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in 
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.

Woody Vine Stratum 30' radius ) Woody vines – All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in 
height.

Daucus carota 10 No UPL

FACU

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

Phalaris arundinacea 5 No FACW 1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Bromus inermis 10 No UPL data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

3 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5' radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Poa pratensis 90 Yes FACU 3 - Prevalence Index is ≤3.01

Solidago canadensis 15 No

=Total Cover

539

Prevalence Index  = B/A = 4.05

133 (A)

15' radius ) OBL species

Multiply by:

FACW species 5

420

UPL species 20 100

FACU species 105

FAC

Prevalence Index worksheet:

FAC species 3 9

0 0

Total % Cover of:

10

1 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0%

Acer negundo 3 No

0 (A)

Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata:

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. P15

Tree Stratum 30' radius )
Absolute 
% Cover

Dominant 
Species?

Indicator 
Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

XYes No

Remarks:
10% gravel in second horizon, disturbed/mixed matrix for past grading.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):                   Hydric Soil Present?

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dark Surface (S7)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21)
Sandy Redox (S5) Redox Depressions (F8) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Matrix (F3) Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

0-5 10YR 3/2 100

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L)

10YR 5/4 10

10YR 3/2 20

70

Loc2 Texture Remarks

Loamy/Clayey

SOIL P15

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features

SICL, 10% gravel, disturbed/mixed matrix

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type1

5-18 10YR 4/4

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: State:

Investigator(s):

Lat:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology Yes X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS – Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

X No
X No X
X No

X

X

X
X
X Yes X

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Northcentral and Northeast Region 

20251676 Highland Prairie City/County: V Cambridge, Dane Co Sampling Date: 10/10/2025

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Depression Local relief (concave, convex, none): Concave Slope %: 1-3%

Highland Prairie, LLC WI Sampling Point: P16

Jeff Kraemer Section, Township, Range: S12, T6N, R21E

WGS84

Virgil silt loam, 1 to 4 percent slopes None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR K 42.9937120 Long: -89.0294399 Datum:

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? No

naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes If yes, optional Wetland Site ID: W-4

Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No

Remarks:  (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)
APT analysis indicates that climate conditions are normal for the time of year. Riparian swale discharges near this point. Scattered fill piles are 
located in and around W-4.  Appears as a grading relic and/or temporary erosion control feature.

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Drainage Patterns (B10)
High Water Table (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Saturation (A3) Marl Deposits (B15) Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Iron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7) Shallow Aquitard (D3)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Other (Explain in Remarks) Microtopographic Relief (D4)

Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) Geomorphic Position (D2)

Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Remarks: 
Only secondary indicators observed.

No
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
2004-2024 NAIP Aerial Imagery

Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present?

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. (A/B)

7.

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: x 1 =

1. x 2 =

2. x 3 =

3. x 4 =

4. x 5 =

5. Column Totals: (B)

6.

7.

Herb Stratum (Plot size: X

1. X

2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4. X

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. P16

Tree Stratum 30' radius )
Absolute 
% Cover

Dominant 
Species?

Indicator 
Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Acer negundo 5 Yes FAC Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 3 (A)

Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata: 3 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 100.0%

Cornus alba 8 Yes FACW

Prevalence Index worksheet:

FAC species 5 15

0 0

Total % Cover of:

216

UPL species 0 0

FACU species 0

5 =Total Cover

231

Prevalence Index  = B/A = 2.04

113 (A)

15' radius ) OBL species

Multiply by:

FACW species 108

0

8 =Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5' radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Phalaris arundinacea 100 Yes FACW 3 - Prevalence Index is ≤3.01

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

Sapling/shrub – Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree – Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in 
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.

Woody Vine Stratum 30' radius ) Woody vines – All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in 
height.

Herb – All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.100 =Total Cover

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes No

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Wet meadow

=Total Cover

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

X
X

X

SOIL P16

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features

SICL, prominent redox concentrations

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type1

6-20 10YR 4/2

Loamy/Clayey SIL

Loc2 Texture Remarks

M Loamy/Clayey90 10YR 5/6 10 C

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Matrix (F3) Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

0-6 10YR 3/2 100

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dark Surface (S7)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21)
Sandy Redox (S5) Redox Depressions (F8) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Yes No

Remarks:

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):                   Hydric Soil Present?

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Project/Site:

Applicant/Owner: State:

Investigator(s):

Lat:

Soil Map Unit Name: NWI classification:

X

Are Vegetation , Soil X , or Hydrology Yes X

Are Vegetation , Soil , or Hydrology

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS – Attach site map showing sampling point locations, transects, important features, etc.

No X
No X X
No X

X
X
X Yes X

Remarks: 
No wetland hydrology indicators observed, no saturation

No
(includes capillary fringe)
Describe Recorded Data (stream gauge, monitoring well, aerial photos, previous inspections), if available:
2004-2024 NAIP Aerial Imagery

Saturation Present? Yes No Depth (inches): Wetland Hydrology Present?
Water Table Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Sparsely Vegetated Concave Surface (B8) FAC-Neutral Test (D5)

Field Observations:
Surface Water Present? Yes No Depth (inches):

Iron Deposits (B5) Thin Muck Surface (C7) Shallow Aquitard (D3)
Inundation Visible on Aerial Imagery (B7) Other (Explain in Remarks) Microtopographic Relief (D4)

Drift Deposits (B3) Presence of Reduced Iron (C4) Stunted or Stressed Plants (D1)
Algal Mat or Crust (B4) Recent Iron Reduction in Tilled Soils (C6) Geomorphic Position (D2)

Remarks:  (Explain alternative procedures here or in a separate report.)
APT analysis indicates that climate conditions are normal for the time of year.  

HYDROLOGY
Wetland Hydrology Indicators: Secondary Indicators (minimum of two required)
Primary Indicators (minimum of one is required; check all that apply)                                       Surface Soil Cracks (B6)

Surface Water (A1)

Water Marks (B1) Hydrogen Sulfide Odor (C1) Crayfish Burrows (C8)
Sediment Deposits (B2) Oxidized Rhizospheres on Living Roots (C3) Saturation Visible on Aerial Imagery (C9)

Water-Stained Leaves (B9) Drainage Patterns (B10)
High Water Table (A2) Aquatic Fauna (B13) Moss Trim Lines (B16)
Saturation (A3) Marl Deposits (B15) Dry-Season Water Table (C2)

Is the Sampled Area
Hydric Soil Present? Yes within a Wetland? Yes No

significantly disturbed? Are “Normal Circumstances” present? No

naturally problematic? (If needed, explain any answers in Remarks.)

Hydrophytic Vegetation Present? Yes

Wetland Hydrology Present? Yes If yes, optional Wetland Site ID:

WGS84

Dodge silt loam, 6 to 12 percent slopes, eroded None

Are climatic / hydrologic conditions on the site typical for this time of year? Yes No (If no, explain in Remarks.) 

Subregion (LRR or MLRA): LRR K 42.9938168 Long: -89.0295796 Datum:

WETLAND DETERMINATION DATA FORM – Northcentral and Northeast Region 

20251676 Highland Prairie City/County: V Cambridge, Dane Co Sampling Date: 10/10/2025

Landform (hillside, terrace, etc.): Sideslope Local relief (concave, convex, none): None Slope %: 3-5%

Highland Prairie, LLC WI Sampling Point: P17

Jeff Kraemer Section, Township, Range: S12, T6N, R21E

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6. (A/B)

7.

Sapling/Shrub Stratum (Plot size: x 1 =

1. x 2 =

2. x 3 =

3. x 4 =

4. x 5 =

5. Column Totals: (B)

6.

7.

Herb Stratum (Plot size:

1.

2. 4 - Morphological Adaptations1 (Provide supporting

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

9.

10.

11.

12.

(Plot size:

1.

2.

3.

4. X

Remarks:  (Include photo numbers here or on a separate sheet.)
Upland old field community

=Total Cover

Hydrophytic 
Vegetation 
Present? Yes No

Herb – All herbaceous (non-woody) plants, regardless 
of size, and woody plants less than 3.28 ft tall.150 =Total Cover

Sapling/shrub – Woody plants less than 3 in. DBH 
and greater than or equal to 3.28 ft (1 m) tall.

Definitions of Vegetation Strata:

Tree – Woody plants 3 in. (7.6 cm) or more in 
diameter at breast height (DBH), regardless of height.

Woody Vine Stratum 30' radius ) Woody vines – All woody vines greater than 3.28 ft in 
height.

Symphyotrichum ericoides 5 No FACU

Bromus inermis 10 No UPL

FAC

Problematic Hydrophytic Vegetation1 (Explain)

Daucus carota 10 No UPL 1Indicators of hydric soil and wetland hydrology must 
be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Phalaris arundinacea 10 No FACW data in Remarks or on a separate sheet)

Solidago canadensis 10 No FACU

=Total Cover 1 - Rapid Test for Hydrophytic Vegetation

5' radius ) 2 - Dominance Test is >50%

Hydrophytic Vegetation Indicators:

Poa pratensis 90 Yes FACU 3 - Prevalence Index is ≤3.01

Setaria pumila 15 No

=Total Cover

585

Prevalence Index  = B/A = 3.90

150 (A)

15' radius ) OBL species

Multiply by:

FACW species 10

420

UPL species 20 100

FACU species 105

Prevalence Index worksheet:

FAC species 15 45

0 0

Total % Cover of:

20

1 (B)

Percent of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC: 0.0%

0 (A)

Total Number of Dominant 
Species Across All Strata:

VEGETATION – Use scientific names of plants. P17

Tree Stratum 30' radius )
Absolute 
% Cover

Dominant 
Species?

Indicator 
Status Dominance Test worksheet:

Number of Dominant Species 
That Are OBL, FACW, or FAC:

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



Sampling Point:

XYes No

Remarks:
Mixed soil profile disturb from past grading.

Restrictive Layer (if observed):
Type:

Depth (inches):                   Hydric Soil Present?

Stripped Matrix (S6) Marl (F10) (LRR K, L) Other (Explain in Remarks)
Dark Surface (S7)

3Indicators of hydrophytic vegetation and wetland hydrology must be present, unless disturbed or problematic.

Sandy Gleyed Matrix (S4) Depleted Dark Surface (F7) Red Parent Material (F21)
Sandy Redox (S5) Redox Depressions (F8) Very Shallow Dark Surface (F22)

Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR K, L)

1Type:  C=Concentration, D=Depletion, RM=Reduced Matrix, MS=Masked Sand Grains. 2Location:  PL=Pore Lining, M=Matrix.

Thick Dark Surface (A12) Depleted Matrix (F3) Piedmont Floodplain Soils (F19) (MLRA 149B)
Sandy Mucky Mineral (S1) Redox Dark Surface (F6) Mesic Spodic (TA6) (MLRA 144A, 145, 149B)

Stratified Layers (A5) Loamy Mucky Mineral (F1) (LRR K, L) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR K, L)
Depleted Below Dark Surface (A11) Loamy Gleyed Matrix (F2) Iron-Manganese Masses (F12) (LRR K, L, R)

0-4 10YR 3/2 100

Hydric Soil Indicators: Indicators for Problematic Hydric Soils3:
Histosol (A1) Polyvalue Below Surface (S8) (LRR R, 2 cm Muck (A10) (LRR K, L, MLRA 149B)
Histic Epipedon (A2) MLRA 149B) Coast Prairie Redox (A16) (LRR K, L, R)
Black Histic (A3) Thin Dark Surface (S9) (LRR R, MLRA 149B) 5 cm Mucky Peat or Peat (S3) (LRR K, L, R)
Hydrogen Sulfide (A4) High Chroma Sands (S11) (LRR K, L)

10YR 3/3 15

85

Loamy/Clayey SIL

Loc2 Texture Remarks

Loamy/Clayey

SOIL P17

Profile Description:  (Describe to the depth needed to document the indicator or confirm the absence of indicators.)
Depth Matrix Redox Features

SIL, 10% gravel, mixed profile

(inches) Color (moist) % Color (moist) % Type1

4-18 10YR 4/4

US Army Corps of Engineers Northcentral and Northeast Region – Version 2.0



ASSURED WETLAND DELINEATION REPORT  
 
Highland Prairie, LLC 
Highland Prairie 

Project #: 20251676 
January 30, 2026 

 

 

Solutions for people, projects, and ecological resources.    

 

Appendix D | Site Photographs 

 

 

  



Highland Prairie  Assured Wetland Delineation 
Highland Prairie, LLC    Dane County, Wisconsin 
Photos Taken: 10/10/2025   Heartland Project #: 20251676 
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Photo #1 Sample point P1  Photo #2 Sample point P1 

 

 

 
Photo #3 Sample point P1  Photo #4 Sample point P1 

 

 

 
Photo #5 Sample point P2 

 
 

 Photo #6 Sample point P2  

 



Highland Prairie  Assured Wetland Delineation 
Highland Prairie, LLC    Dane County, Wisconsin 
Photos Taken: 10/10/2025   Heartland Project #: 20251676 
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Photo #7 Sample point P2  Photo #8 Sample point P2 

 

 

 
Photo #9 Sample point P3  Photo #10   Sample point P3 

 

 

 
Photo #11   Sample point P3 

 
 

 Photo #12   Sample point P3 

 



Highland Prairie  Assured Wetland Delineation 
Highland Prairie, LLC    Dane County, Wisconsin 
Photos Taken: 10/10/2025   Heartland Project #: 20251676 
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Photo #13   Sample point P4  Photo #14   Sample point P4 

 

 

 
Photo #15   Sample point P4  Photo #16   Sample point P4 

 

 

 
Photo #17   Sample point P5 

 
 

 Photo #18   Sample point P5 

 



Highland Prairie  Assured Wetland Delineation 
Highland Prairie, LLC    Dane County, Wisconsin 
Photos Taken: 10/10/2025   Heartland Project #: 20251676 
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Photo #19   Sample point P5  Photo #20   Sample point P5 

 

 

 
Photo #21   Sample point P6  Photo #22   Sample point P6 

 

 

 
Photo #23   Sample point P6 

 
 

 Photo #24   Sample point P6 

 



Highland Prairie  Assured Wetland Delineation 
Highland Prairie, LLC    Dane County, Wisconsin 
Photos Taken: 10/10/2025   Heartland Project #: 20251676 
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Photo #25   Sample point P7  Photo #26   Sample point P7 

 

 

 
Photo #27   Sample point P7  Photo #28   Sample point P7 

 

 

 
Photo #29   Sample point P8 

 
 

 Photo #30   Sample point P8 

 



Highland Prairie  Assured Wetland Delineation 
Highland Prairie, LLC    Dane County, Wisconsin 
Photos Taken: 10/10/2025   Heartland Project #: 20251676 
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Photo #31   Sample point P8  Photo #32   Sample point P8 

 

 

 
Photo #33   Sample point P9  Photo #34   Sample point P9 

 

 

 
Photo #35   Sample point P9 

 
 

 Photo #36   Sample point P9  

 



Highland Prairie  Assured Wetland Delineation 
Highland Prairie, LLC    Dane County, Wisconsin 
Photos Taken: 10/10/2025   Heartland Project #: 20251676 
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Photo #37   Sample point P10  Photo #38   Sample point P10 

 

 

 
Photo #39   Sample point P10  Photo #40   Sample point P10 

 

 

 
Photo #41   Sample point P11 

 
 

 Photo #42   Sample point P11 

 



Highland Prairie  Assured Wetland Delineation 
Highland Prairie, LLC    Dane County, Wisconsin 
Photos Taken: 10/10/2025   Heartland Project #: 20251676 
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Photo #43   Sample point P11  Photo #44   Sample point P11 

 

 

 
Photo #45   Sample point P12  Photo #46   Sample point P12 

 

 

 
Photo #47   Sample point P12 

 
 

 Photo #48   Sample point P12  

 



Highland Prairie  Assured Wetland Delineation 
Highland Prairie, LLC    Dane County, Wisconsin 
Photos Taken: 10/10/2025   Heartland Project #: 20251676 
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Photo #49   Sample point P13  Photo #50   Sample point P13 

 

 

 
Photo #51   Sample point P13  Photo #52   Sample point P13 

 

 

 
Photo #53   Sample point P14 

 
 

 Photo #54   Sample point P14 

 



Highland Prairie  Assured Wetland Delineation 
Highland Prairie, LLC    Dane County, Wisconsin 
Photos Taken: 10/10/2025   Heartland Project #: 20251676 
 

Solutions for people, projects, and ecological resources.  Page 10 of 13 

 

 

 
Photo #55   Sample point P14  Photo #56   Sample point P14 

 

 

 
Photo #57   Sample point P15  Photo #58   Sample point P15 

 

 

 
Photo #59   Sample point P15 

 
 

 Photo #60   Sample point P15 

 



Highland Prairie  Assured Wetland Delineation 
Highland Prairie, LLC    Dane County, Wisconsin 
Photos Taken: 10/10/2025   Heartland Project #: 20251676 
 

Solutions for people, projects, and ecological resources.  Page 11 of 13 

 

 

 
Photo #61   Sample point P16  Photo #62   Sample point P16 

 

 

 
Photo #63   Sample point P16  Photo #64   Sample point P16 

 

 

 
Photo #65   Sample point P17 

 
 

 Photo #66   Sample point P17 

 



Highland Prairie  Assured Wetland Delineation 
Highland Prairie, LLC    Dane County, Wisconsin 
Photos Taken: 10/10/2025   Heartland Project #: 20251676 
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Photo #67   Sample point P17  Photo #68   Sample point P17 

 

 

 
Photo #69   Constructed swale into W-2  Photo #70  Constructed swale into W-2 

 

 

 
Photo #71  Constructed swale into W-2 

 
 

 Photo #72   Constructed swale into W-2 

 



Highland Prairie  Assured Wetland Delineation 
Highland Prairie, LLC    Dane County, Wisconsin 
Photos Taken: 10/10/2025   Heartland Project #: 20251676 
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Photo #73   Riprap berm and swale from W-3 to 

W-2 
 Photo #74   Breaker rock conveyance swale to 

W-4 

 

 

 
Photo #75   Breaker rock conveyance swale to 

W-4 
 Photo #76   Breaker rock conveyance swale to 

W-4 
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Appendix E | Delineator Qualifications 

 

  



 
April 1, 2025 
 
Jeff Kraemer 
Heartland Ecological Group, Inc. 
506 Springdale Street 
Mt. Horeb, WI 53572 
 
 Subject: 2025 Assured Wetland Delineator Confirmation 
 
Dear Jeff Kraemer: 
 
This letter provides Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (WDNR) confirmation for the wetland delineations you 
conduct during the 2025 growing season.  You and your clients will not need to wait for the WDNR to review your wetland 
delineations before moving forward with project planning.  This will help expedite the review process for WDNR’s wetland 
regulatory program.  Your name and contact information will continue to be listed on our website at:  
http://dnr.wi.gov/topic/wetlands/assurance.html. 
 
In the instance where a municipality may require a letter of confirmation for your work prior to moving forward in the local 
regulatory process, this letter shall serve as that confirmation.  Although your wetland delineations do not require WDNR 
field review, inclusion of a Wetland Delineation Report is required for projects needing State authorized wetland, waterway 
and/or storm water permit approvals. 
 
To comply with Chapter 23.321, State Statutes, please supply the department with a polygon shapefile of the wetland 
boundaries delineated within the project area.  Please do not include data such as parcel boundaries, project limits, wetland 
graphic representation symbols, etc.  If internal upland polygons are found within a wetland polygon, then please label as 
UPLAND. The shapefile should utilize a State Plane Projection and be overlain onto recent aerial photography.  If a different 
projection system is used, please indicate in which system the data are projected.  In the correspondence sent with the 
shapefile, please supply a brief description of each wetland’s plant community (eg: wet meadow, floodplain forest, etc.).  
Please send these data to Calvin Lawrence (608-266-0756 or email at calvin.lawrence@wisconsin.gov).   
 
If you or any client has a question regarding your status in the Wetland Delineation Professional Assurance Program, contact 
me by email at kara.brooks@wisconsin.gov or phone at 414-308-6780.  Thank you for all your hard work and best wishes for 
the upcoming field season. 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
  
 
Kara Brooks 
Wetland Identification Coordinator 
Bureau of Watershed Management  
 

State of Wisconsin 
DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES 
1027 W. Saint Paul Avenue 
Milwaukee WI  53233 
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Appendix F | NAIP Imagery  

 

 























































































































































































































































































































































Village of Cambridge Environmental Assessment
Checklist

Preliminary Plat – Arnett's Addition to Summer Prairie
Project: Arnett's Addition to Summer Prairie (Preliminary Plat)
Owner: HIGHLAND PRAIRIE LLC
Applicant: Andrew (AJ) Arnett
Location: Waverly Drive, Cambridge, Wisconsin
Parcel Number: 111/0612-123-4780-1

Question Yes No

Land Resources

A. Changes in relief and drainage patterns ✓

B. Floodplain ✓

C. Soil instability ✓

D. Prime agricultural land ✓

E. Wetlands/environmental corridors ✓

Water Resources

A. Navigable stream or dry run ✓

B. Lake frontage ✓

Human and Scientific Interest

A. Archaeological/geological interest ✓

B. Historical interest ✓

C. Unique architecture ✓

Energy, Transportation & Communications

A. Future official map street ✓

B. Existing/planned utility corridor ✓

Explanation of 'Yes' Responses
Changes in Relief and Drainage Patterns
Preliminary grading is proposed as part of the subdivision. A preliminary grading and drainage plan
and conceptual stormwater management plan are included. The subdivision will utilize the existing
regional stormwater management facilities that were previously constructed and specifically
designed to serve this phase of the Summer Prairie development, as well as the two previously
constructed phases that have already been completed.

Wetlands and Environmental Corridors
A wetland delineation was completed in 2026 and is included with this application. The Wisconsin
Department of Natural Resources Artificial Wetland Exemption Determination for the existing
stormwater ponds and Wetlands W-2, W-3, and W-4 is also included. The subdivision has been
designed to avoid identified wetlands and environmental resources while preserving approximately
8.5 acres of permanent open space dedicated to environmental preservation, a public multi-use trail
system, and integrated stormwater management facilities.



Existing or Planned Utility Corridors
Existing public infrastructure already serves the property, including public water, sanitary sewer,
and regional stormwater facilities. Public water will be provided through extensions of the existing
water main system. Sanitary sewer service will utilize an E/One low-pressure grinder pump system
connected to the existing 4-inch force main previously stubbed into the property.



Outlook

Arnett’s Addition Consideration Before Tonight’s Village Board Meeting

From Andrew Arnett 
Date Tue 9/22/2026 12:12 PM
To Paula hollenbeck <phollenbeck@cambridgewi.gov>; Jennifer Trendel <JTrendel@cambridgewi.gov>; Sharon

Jacobson <SJacobson@cambridgewi.gov>; Betsy Busch <BBusch@cambridgewi.gov>; Greg Jankowski
<GJankowski@cambridgewi.gov>; Mitch Sands <msands@cambridgewi.gov>; Kristin Blackwood
<kblackwood@cambridgewi.gov>

Cc Aiden Arnett ; Kris Breunig <KrisBreunig@cambridgewi.gov>; Brian Wilson
<BWilson@cambridgewi.gov>; Stephen Tremlett <stremlett@msa-ps.com>

Village Board Members,

Ahead of tonight’s meeting, I wanted to provide some additional context regarding Arnett’s Addition
to Summer Prairie, particularly the Plan Commission recommendation that Lots 25–43 be revised to
meet RL dimensional standards.

I understand the concerns raised regarding neighborhood character, open space, and the
configuration of the lots around the curve. I am asking the Board to consider the development as a
whole rather than looking only at individual lot sizes.

My proposal is not to make the entire development RM. It is intentionally a mixture of RL and RM lots.
I believe that mixture creates a reasonable transition, provides different housing choices, and creates
an attractive, livable residential neighborhood with substantial public open space.

Requiring these lots to conform to RL dimensions would eliminate two otherwise buildable single-
family lots. I believe there are several reasons those two housing opportunities should be preserved:

• This is the end of the Village’s growth area in this direction. This side of the development is
surrounded by county parkland, so there is no opportunity for future outward residential expansion.
That makes it especially important to make reasonable and efficient use of the developable land that
remains.

• The smaller lots provide another housing choice. I am proposing homes of approximately 1,300
square feet, providing an opportunity for a smaller home rather than requiring every new home to
follow the same lot and home-size pattern as the adjoining neighborhood.

• The infrastructure is essentially the same whether there are 12 homes or 14. The streets, water, sewer,
utilities and other improvements still have to be constructed. Preserving the two lots allows that
infrastructure to serve additional homes without extending the development farther outward.

• Those additional homes also add to the Village’s tax base. Eliminating two buildable homes
permanently eliminates the additional assessed value and property-tax base those homes would
create. Preserving the lots allows the Village to make more productive use of infrastructure that is



already being constructed while adding two additional homes to the community’s tax base.

• The development provides substantial public open space. Outlot 1 contains approximately 8.5 acres
dedicated to the public. The survey identifies approximately 65,200 square feet of pond and 86,500
square feet of wetlands, leaving approximately five acres outside those identified areas.

• Using the Village’s parkland dedication calculation of 0.032 acre per dwelling unit, even if the
development is calculated at 61 potential dwelling units, including up to 12 units on the multifamily
lot, the numerical dedication requirement is approximately 1.95 acres. The approximately five acres
outside the identified pond and wetland areas is well above that numerical acreage requirement,
subject to the Village determining which portions qualify under the ordinance.

I recognize that the adjoining development generally has larger lots and larger homes. However, it
does not provide comparable dedicated public open space. My proposal takes a different approach by
allowing a mixture of lot and home sizes while dedicating approximately 8.5 acres to the public and
providing a multi-use trail connection. That trail will benefit not only the new development but also
provide the existing neighborhood with access through the development to the adjoining county park
and trail system.

When considering neighborhood character, I believe the Board should look at the entire development
not simply individual lot size. Smaller lots in a portion of the development are balanced by substantial
publicly dedicated open space, trail connectivity, additional housing choices, and more efficient use of
the remaining developable land.

I am not asking the Village to sacrifice open space in exchange for smaller lots. I am proposing to use
the developable land efficiently while providing substantial public open space, a multi-use trail
connection, and improved access to the county park for both the existing neighborhood and the new
development.

There was also concern about the two pie-shaped lots around the curve and the side view of the
homes. I have demonstrated that my proposed homes fit on these lots. If the concern is architectural
appearance rather than buildability, I am willing to address that through enhanced side elevations,
windows, architectural details and landscaping rather than eliminating two homes.

I also think the overall neighborhood context is important. The surrounding area already contains a
variety of housing types, including duplexes and four-unit buildings on the route into this
neighborhood. A mixture of RL and RM within this development provides a transition between
housing types rather than making the entire development one density.

I would also ask the Board to reconsider Condition 9 regarding the sidewalk along Highland Drive. I
understand and accept responsibility for sidewalk improvements associated with and fronting my
development. However, Condition 9 goes further and requires me to bear the cost of constructing
sidewalk within the public right-of-way fronting 401 Highland Drive (Lot 34 of Summer Prairie First
Addition), an existing separately owned parcel that is not part of my development.

That property is an existing corner lot where sidewalk was previously constructed along one frontage
but not continued around the Highland Drive frontage. I do not believe the cost of completing a
sidewalk improvement fronting an existing property should now be shifted to an adjacent developer



simply because I am developing nearby property. If the Village determines that sidewalk is required
along the Highland Drive frontage of 401 Highland Drive, I respectfully ask that it use the procedures
available to the Village for requiring or assessing the improvement to the property that actually abuts
that sidewalk, rather than making it a condition and expense of Arnett’s Addition.

I am willing to construct the sidewalk along the frontage associated with my development and
coordinate it so there is a continuous pedestrian connection. I am simply asking that responsibility for
the portion fronting an existing separately owned parcel remain with the appropriate property rather
than being transferred to my development.

My goal is to provide additional housing choices, make responsible use of land where future outward
growth is no longer possible, efficiently utilize the infrastructure being constructed, increase the
Village’s tax base, and create an attractive, livable neighborhood with substantial public open space.

I respectfully ask the Board to reconsider the requirement that all of the affected lots meet RL
dimensional standards and allow the proposed mixture of RL and RM lots so these two buildable
housing opportunities can be preserved. I also ask the Board to reconsider the portion of Condition 9
requiring Arnett’s Addition to pay for sidewalk construction fronting the separately owned property at
401 Highland Drive.

Thank you for taking the time to consider this before tonight’s meeting. I look forward to discussing it
with you.

Andrew (AJ) Arnett



RESOLUTION 2026-15 

APPROVING A PRELIMINARY PLAT FOR 

ARNETT’S ADDITION TO SUMMER PRAIRIE 

WHEREAS, Highland Prairie LLC, through Andrew Arnett, has submitted a Preliminary Plat for Arnett’s 

Addition to Summer Prairie for the approximately 22.9-acre property identified as Parcel No. 111/0612-

123-4780-1 along Waverly Drive in the Village of Cambridge; and 

WHEREAS, the proposed Preliminary Plat includes 50 residential lots, one 8.5-acre outlot, new street 

right-of-way, easements, and associated improvements; and 

WHEREAS, the Village of Cambridge Plan Commission reviewed the proposed Preliminary Plat and 

recommended approval to the Village Board subject to the following conditions: 

1. Full engineering review of grading, streets, utilities to be considered with Final Plat submittal. The 

applicant shall address all comments and requirements identified by the Village Engineer and obtain 

written approval of revised preliminary engineering before submitting the Final Plat.  

2. Full engineering review will be required for the E/One sanitary sewer system as part of the Final 

Plat: 

a) Design of the E/One system includes acceptable resident times; however, resident times 

are expected to be higher until full buildout occurs. Until full buildout of Arnett’s Additon 

to Summer Prairie, resident times in the force main may exceed 6 hours which may result 

in odors within the Village sanitary sewer at the connecting manholes. Any required 

maintenance for flushing by the Village of Cambridge staff to address odors shall be the 

financial responsibility of the developer or HOA and shall be addressed in the developer’s 

agreement for recoverable financial obligations. 

b) The Village will require the connecting manholes to be lined for prevention of H2S 

corrosion. 

c) E/One easement and flushing connections to be evaluated by Village Engineer. 

3. The stormwater management plan was previously approved by the Village as part of the original 

phases of development. The existing ponds are not expected to require redesign; however, prior to 

Final Plat and final engineering approval, the developer or developer’s engineer shall provide the 

following to the Village Engineer: 

a) As-built certification and maintenance/repair of the existing facilities. 

b) Under current proposed conditions (full build-out), confirmation that the existing 

stormwater ponds satisfy the density requirements for rate control and water quality for the 

proposed Plat. 

c) Engineering plans to demonstrate safe passage of 200-year storm through the site; however, 

managing the 200-year storm is not required per conversations with Dane County. 

4. The revised plat shall identify the intended zoning district for every lot and correct any dimensional 

nonconformities. 



5. Final Plat approval is contingent upon adoption of the necessary rezoning from R-L Low Density 

Residential to R-M Medium Density Residential and R-H High Density Residential for the 

applicable lots. Lots not included in the rezoning shall comply with the R-L district.  

6. Park impact fees and parkland dedication or fee-in-lieu requirements shall be satisfied, with the 

final obligation based on projected dwelling units, including either approved plans for Lot 44 or 

based on maximum lots allowed by zoning designation.  

7. Any multifamily development on Lot 44 shall require separate zoning and site plan review. 

Preliminary Plat approval does not approve a dwelling-unit count, building layout, parking plan, or 

access configuration for that lot.  

8. The area currently occupied by Lots 25-43 shall be revised to meet the dimensional standards of 

the R-L Low Density Residential District.  

9. Sidewalk shall be constructed along the east side of Highland Drive from Waverly Drive to the 

southern boundary of Lot 44. The Development Agreement shall require the developer to bear the 

cost of and construct the sidewalk, including the portion of public right-of-way fronting 401 

Highland Drive (Lot 34 from Summer Prairie First Addition).  

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Village Board of the Village of Cambridge approves 

the proposed Preliminary Plat for Arnett’s Addition to Summer Prairie, subject to the conditions 

recommended by the Plan Commission and stated above. 

This Ordinance shall take effect the day after passage and publication as provided by law.   

Adopted by the Village Board of the Village of Cambridge, Wisconsin, this 22nd day of September, 2026, 

on a roll call vote: ______ Ayes ______ Nays 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

VILLAGE OF CAMBRIDGE 

 

______________________________ 

Paula Hollenbeck, Board President 

 

ATTEST 

 

______________________________ 

Kris Breunig, Administrator 

 



ORDINANCE 2026-11 

AN ORDINANCE TO AMEND CHAPTER 17 OF THE CAMBRIDGE MUNICIPAL CODE 

UNDER MIXED USE BUSINESS DISTRICT 

  

WHEREAS, pursuant to the requirements of Wisconsin Statutes § 62.23, and applicable local ordinances, 

a public hearing was required prior to the adoption of this ordinance;  

WHEREAS, notice of said public hearing was published as a Class 2 notice under Chapter 985 of the 

Wisconsin Statutes, with the first publication occurring at least two weeks prior to the hearing date, and the 

final publication occurring at least seven days prior to the hearing;  

WHEREAS, the Village Plan Commission held a duly noticed public hearing on September 14th, 2026, 

at Village Hall, to consider the proposed ordinance and receive public comment;  

WHEREAS, the Village Board of the Village of Cambridge, Dane and Jefferson Counties, Wisconsin, do 

ordain as follows: 

• Remove Commercial Condos as a conditional use from the Mixed Use Business zoning district.  

This Ordinance shall take effect the day after passage and publication as provided by law.   

Adopted by the Village Board of the Village of Cambridge, Wisconsin, this 22nd day of September, 2026, 

on a roll call vote: ______ Ayes ______ Nays 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

VILLAGE OF CAMBRIDGE 

 

______________________________ 

Paula Hollenbeck, Board President 

 

ATTEST 

 

______________________________ 

Kris Breunig, Administrator 
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Memo 
 
 To: Village of Cambridge Plan Commission 

 From: Steve Tremlett, AICP, Zoning Administrator 

 Subject: 230 Bilstad Road Development Final Plat Staff Report 

 Date: September 9th, 2026 

     
Overview of Request 
Michael Coughlin has submitted the Palmer Meadows Final Plat for the property at 230 Bilstad Road (Parcel No. 
111/0612-124-0010-2). The Final Plat creates eight residential lots (Lots 1-8) and one stormwater outlot (Outlot 1). 
Lot 1 contains the existing residence, while Lots 2-8 would create new half-acre single-family residential building 
sites. Outlot 1 is reserved for stormwater and drainage purposes. 

Alongside the Final Plat application, the previously reviewed rezoning application has be re-requested with changes 
reflecting the updated development layout. A public hearing was held at the August Plan Commission meeting. The 
rezone is on tonight’s agenda as a separate item. 

 
Background of the Request 
In June 2026, the Village reviewed and conditionally approved a Preliminary Plat for the development. That 
proposal included the existing parent lot, six new residential lots, and an outlot. Preliminary approval was 
conditioned on: 

1. addressing MSA Engineering comments, including modify alignment of reserved right-of-way outside of 
the wetland and wetland setback, if feasible. 

2. paying applicable park impact and fee-in-lieu-of-land fees 
3. completing the necessary rezoning for the new residential lots and the outlot. 

A public hearing was held at the August Plan Commission meeting with no public comments received. Action on 
the rezone was postponed until the Final Plat is submitted and reviewed for concurrent consideration. As a result 
of the addition of another residential lot and shifting lot lines required revisions to the original rezoning approval.  

 

Final Plat Conformance with Preliminary Plat 
The Final Plat generally maintains the development pattern reviewed with the Preliminary Plat, including single-
family lots along Bilstad Road, outlot for stormwater management behind the new single-family lots, and 
easements for private E/One System back to existing sanitary manhole. The principal changes are the addition of 
one residential lot and the shifting of some lot lines and sizes. The Preliminary Plat contained six new residential 
lots, while the Final Plat contains seven new lots. The revised lots are as follows: 

• Lot 1: 13.462 acres, containing the existing residence. 
• Lots 2-8: seven new residential lots ranging from approximately 0.500 to 0.611 acres. 
• Outlot 1: approximately 0.698 acres with stormwater management BMPs. 

The overall land use, access pattern, stormwater concept, and general subdivision layout remain substantially the 
same. Staff considers the revision consistent with the overall concept approved at the Preliminary Plat stage.  
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Submitted Plans 

 
 
Final Plat (exerprt0, and recent aerial view of site 
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Ordinance Requirements 
Applicable Zoning & Development Code Regulations 

• Title 16, Subdivision. 
• Title 17, Zoning 

Zoning 

The residential lots are intended to be rezoned from A Agriculture to R-L Low Density Residential, while Outlot 1 is 
intended to be zoned C Conservancy. This zoning arrangement is consistent with the residential and stormwater 
functions shown on the Final Plat. 

The rezoning and Final Plat are separate actions. Further review of the rezoning is provided in the rezoning staff 
report. Final Plat approval should remain contingent upon adoption of the zoning map amendment, and the plat 
should not be recorded until the zoning has been issued. 

Zoning Map with Legend 

 

Land Use and Lots 

Surrounding uses include farmland to the west, single family housing to the north, attached housing to the south, 
and the golf course to the east. Directly across from the proposed lots on Bilstad, there is a storage structure 
owned and operated by the Country Club. These surrounding uses are generally considered compatible with low-
density residential development and do not raise concern. 

 

Access and Road 
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A primary issue during Preliminary Plat review was the condition and width of Bilstad Road. The applicant has 
agreed to widen Bilstad Road by four feet in front of his existing home lot through the planned development. The 
final plat will dedicate land to establish a typical 66-foot right-of-way along Bilstad Road. 

 

 
The Preliminary Plat review also reserved land for a future roadway connection toward County Highway B. The 
alignment, originally shown as straight, was subsequently curved to avoid impacts to nearby wetlands. The Final 
Plat currently identifies this corridor as a 66-foot-wide easement for a future road. Based on prior discussions with 
the applicant and the Village, the intent is for this area to remain reserved for a future public roadway with future 
dedicdation should the land to the west (along Spring Street) develop.  This would provide better connectivity in 
this area, as well as reduce the length of the dead-end Bilstad Road. The Development Agreement and plat should 
be revised as necessary to clearly reflect that intent and the conditions under which future dedication would occur. 
Additionally, it should be verified if future road area is properly set back from existing septic systems. 

There is concern with the “C”-shaped future roadway alignment as it could create potential visibility or sight-
distance issues. The recommendation is to have the road curve to be outside of the wetland setback, but should 
not curve back north and instead extend west directly after the initial bend. This is demonstrated below.  Plan 
Commission is invited to discuss and provide input on a possible condition of approval that would require this 
change.  

 

 

Stormwater Management 

Quam Engineering submitted a revised Erosion Control and Stormwater Management Report dated July 29, 2026. 
The report evaluates the development, road widening, and future potential road construction. Three bio-retention 

Proposed, 
66’ ROW: 
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basins serving the development are proposed to allow the planned development.  There are three additional bio-
retention basins expected associated with the future roadway – not approved in this review as it will be dependent 
on future engineering should a road be needed to serve future development to the west. Approximately 25% 
impervious area is expected for each of the new residential lots.’ The three basins are a revision from the initial 
plans, where one large basin was planned. The report concludes pre-development peak runoff rates for the 1, 2, 
10, 100, and 200 year, 24-hour storm event are maintained.   

• We have correspondence from the County that stormwater management improvements will serve the 
current development.  Future review will be necessary with the future roadway if constructed. We have 
not received an official letter approving the stormwater management plan (SWMP) from the County. This 
should be a condition of approval. 

• Dane County erosion control and stormwater management permits are required, alongside a Wisconsin 
DNR Notice of Intent. These approvals should be a condition of final plat approval. 

During the Preliminary Plat process questions were raised about whether stormwater basins will remain private or 
be dedicated to the public. The basins will remain private.  The SWMP includes a draft long-term maintenance 
agreement for the stormwater facilities. Under that agreement, the property owner/future owners would be 
responsible for maintaining the stormwater system. The agreement establishes ongoing inspection and 
maintenance requirements for storm sewers, grassed swales, and bio-retention basins. It is intended to run with 
the land. It also gives Dane County the ability to perform required maintenance and recover its costs if the 
responsible property owners fail to maintain the facilities.  

• Before recording, the maintenance agreement should be finalized so that responsibility for Outlot 1 is 
clearly assigned to the affected property owners and remains enforceable after the lots are sold. Also, 
future development of the lots should remain consistent with the approved stormwater assumptions. 

• Because the Outlot is currently only accessible via the roadway that has not yet been dedicated, 
engineering has also requested access easement should be provided from Bilstad Road to the private 
stormwater facilities to ensure long-term access for inspection and maintenance. 

 

Utilities 

The applicant's engineer submitted revised construction plans and written 
responses to the Village's previous engineering comments. The applicant's 
response letter documents resolves some of the engineering comments. 
Acceptance of the engineering plans will require additional review.  The 
primary focus of review of the engineering plans for the plat approval is if 
there are any issues with the planned lot and outlot layout to allow for 
necessary grading, utilities and stormwater management.  MSA has 
confirmed that the lot configuration will allow for the necessary 
improvements.   

The sanitary system serving Lots 2-8 will consist of individual E-One grinder 
pumps connected to a shared private two-inch force force main, which will 
connect to an existing manhole in the school property. Easements will be 
necessary to allow the forcemain into the School property and for a 
portion presently crossing into the landowner to the east of the school property. Final Plat approval should remain 
conditioned upon resolution of all outstanding engineering comments and written approval of the final plans by 
MSA. Engineering has requested the plans show all necessary sanitary easements for the full length of the private 
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force main, including the portion crossing private property north of the plat, and clearly identify responsibility for 
ownership, maintenance, and access. 

 

Homeowners Association 

Although the Preliminary Plat indicated that no HOA would be established, the applicant has since indicated that 
an HOA will be created. The HOA is intended to share responsibility for the private sanitary force main and other 
common infrastructure associated with the development. The HOA agreement shall be submitted to the Village 
and accepted by the Village Attorney prior to signing the plat. 

 

Parkland Dedication 

The Preliminary Plat calculation was based on six new dwelling units. Because the Final Plat now creates seven new 
residential lots, the fee obligation should also be based on seven new dwelling units. Using the amount identified 
during Preliminary Plat review, this would equal $10,668, subject to any applicable adjustment under the current 
fee schedule. Fees remain due on a per-lot basis as provided by the Village's ordinance. These fees should be paid 
prior to signing the plat. 
 

Potential Action 
If the Plan Commission recommends to the Village Board approval of the Palmer Meadows Final Plat, we 
recommend the following conditions: 

1. Prior to the Village signing the Final Plat, the following shall be completed: 
a. Easements within the plat shall be verified by Village Engineer and proof of approved easements 

required outside of the plat shall be provided. 
b. Lots 1-8 shall be rezoned to R-L Low Density Residential and Outlot 1 rezoned to C Conservancy. 
c. Acceptance letter from Dane County on the SWMP is provided to the Village.  
d. Pay the applicable park impact fee and parkland fee-in-lieu-of-land for each of the seven new 

residential lots at the rate in effect when payment is due, consistent with the conditions of 
Preliminary Plat approval. 

e. Provide the Village with the proposed HOA documents. The documents shall be reviewed and 
approved in a form acceptable to Village staff and the Village Attorney. 

f. Review and approval by DOA with acceptance letter provided to the Village. 
2. The Final Plat and Development Agreement shall clearly identify the 66-foot-wide road reservation for a 

future public roadway connection to County Highway B. The documents shall provide for dedication of the 
corridor to the Village if and when future westward development requires construction of the roadway, in 
a form acceptable to Village. The plat shall be revised as necessary so the corridor is identified 
consistently with this intended reservation and future dedication. 

3. The long-term stormwater maintenance agreement shall be accepted by the Village prior to building 
permit issuance. 

4. The applicant shall address all remaining Village Engineering comments and obtain written approval of the 
final construction plans from MSA Engineering prior to a building permit issuance. Final construction plans 
shall be signed and stamped as required. 

5. The applicant shall obtain all required Dane County erosion control and stormwater approvals and WDNR 
approvals prior to building permit issuance. Construction of the future roadway and associated additional 
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stormwater facilities shall be subject to separate Dane County stormwater review and approval prior to 
construction. 
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Application.doc  Updated: 12/10/2025 

Village of Cambridge Land Division Application 
200 Spring Street, PO Box 99, Cambridge, WI 53523 ♦ Phone (608) 423- 3712 

https://cambridgewi.gov 

Application Information  

The Plan Commission meets on the second Monday of each month at 6:30 p.m. in the Amundson Community Center. 
To be considered for the meeting agenda, submit your complete application (including fee) at least 25 days in advance. 
Include: 5 hard copies and 1 digital copy of all materials and Environmental Assessment Checklist (required for all land 
divisions). 

If your proposal affects land outside the plat or changes the Village’s official zoning map, a public hearing may be 
required. In that case, the Village will publish a Class 2 notice per §15.08.040 of the Municipal Code. If you have any 
questions about the requirements, please contact Steve Tremlett, Zoning Administrator, at (608) 242-4828 or 
stremlett@msa-ps.com.  
 

Owner Name(s): 

Applicant Name (if different than above):  

Project Address: Parcel #(s): 

Applicant Address (if different than above): 

Applicant Email:  Surveyor: 

Surveyor Phone:  Surveyor Email: 

Current Zoning: Existing Use of Property: 

Development Size: _____acres and _____lots Acres Remaining in Parent Parcel: 

Proposed Zoning:  Plat Name:    
 

Land Division Submittal Checklist: 
 Fee (see information at right) 

• Sketch Plan: No fee.   
• CSM: $350 plus $50 per lot over 2 lots.   
• Preliminary Plat: $350 plus $50 per lot. 
• Final Plat: $350 plus $50 per lot. 

 

 Complete Application (this page) 
 Sketch plan/CSM/Plat (one hard copy) 
 Environmental Assessment Checklist 

(Appendix A under Section 16.12) 
 Project Description & Intent Form (attached) 

 
 

Applicant Signature:  ________________________________________  Date: _______________________ 
 

Owner Signature:  __________________________________________  Date:  ______________________  

For Staff Use Only 

Date Received:  Fee Amount: Paid? 

Project to Appear before Plan Commission on: PH Publication Dates: 

Plan Commission Recommendation:  □ Denied □ Approved  Subject to: 

Village Board Decision:  □ Denied □ Approved (Res #_________)  Subject to: 

Michael Coughlin 

230 Bilstad Road Cambridge, WI 111-0612-124-0010-2

Birrenkott Surveying Michael@coughlingrp.com

AG Farmland 
4

16
R-L Palmer Meadows 

7-10-26

mailto:stremlett@msa-ps.com
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Project Description & Intent – Land Division Application 
Please complete the following sections to describe your proposed land division. This form 
replaces the need for a separate letter of intent. 
 

1. Project Overview: 
Summarize the proposed land division, including the number of lots, intended use, 
and any phasing plans. 
 
 
 
 
 

2. Purpose of the Land Division: 
Explain why the division is being requested and how it supports the goals of the 
property owner or developer. 
 
 
 
 
 

3. Infrastructure and Utility Needs: 
Identify any new or modified infrastructure (roads, water/sewer, stormwater) 
required for the development. Provide preliminary engineering, inclusive of 
conceptual stormwater management plan, for Preliminary Plat review.  Provide final 
engineering plans for Final Plat review. 
 
 
 
 
 

4. Environmental Features and Considerations: 
Note any known environmental constraints (wetlands, floodplains, steep slopes, 
etc.) and how they will be addressed. Provide wetland delineation report if lands are 
identified with mapped or wetland type soils per Wisconsin DNR. 
 

  
 
 

5. Additional Information or Special Considerations: 
Include any other relevant details that may assist staff and the Plan Commission in 
reviewing your application. 
 

 

The proposed land division will consist of (7) single family lots, approximately .6ac
allow for single family homes. 

This land division is being requested by the homeowner, to help fit with the 
asthetic of the road. The frontage of this land is best served as single family homes
while allowing the back to remain in its current state. 

We have provided all the documentation we believe is needed for the review including;
Preliminary plat and enginnering, storm water review, road design, etc. 

WEtland deliation has been completed by Heartland and submitted to the DNR
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Phone (608) 838-7750  ♦  Fax (608) 838-7752  ♦  E-mail rquam@quamengineering.com 

 

July 27, 2026 
 
MSA 
Attn: William Pinnow, PE 
 
Re:  Bilstad Road - Plan Review 
 
Dear Mr. Pinnow: 
 
Enclosed is the revised Plan Set dated July 27, 2026. This letter and the above referenced submittal correspond to 
your review comments dated May 3rd, 2026.  Attached to this letter are the revised Plan Set. 
 
Our responses and revisions to your comments are as follows: 
Engineering Comments 

1. Quam’s plans submitted at 1”=100’ scale when printed on 11”x17” paper. Resubmit at 1”=40’ formatted 
for 11” x17” paper. 

a. The scale has been reduced as much as possible. 
2. Outlot 1 not shown on Quam’s plans. 

a. Outlot 1 is shown on the provided plans. 
3. Identify the datum used. 

a. Williamson Surveying will provide datum information. 
4. Show tax key numbers for all parcels 

a. Provided, see Sheet C-2. 
5. Show owners name and addresses for all parcels 

a. Provided, see Sheet C-2. 
6. Show easements for future private utilities such as power, telecommunications, gas, etc. 

a. Future private utilities will be located within the right-of-way. 
7. Need to provide erosion control plans 

a. Provided, see Sheet C-2. 
8. Need to provide traƯic control plans 

a. Provided, see C-12 and C-13. 
9. Final plans will need to be stamped by a Wisconsin licensed engineer. 

a. Final Plans will be stamped once approved. 
10. Right of way draining across private property will require a drainage easement. 

a. Drainage easements have been added to the plans. 
11. What are the “mounds” in the front yards of the lots as shown on Sheet 3? How will driveways navigate 

these mounds? 
a. The mounds have been removed. 

12. Draining into the outlot and onto the adjacent parcel will require a drainage easement. 
a. Drainage easements have been provided. 

13. Outlot 1 and Lot 2 appear to encroach on the wetland buƯer. This will need additional 
permitting/review. 

a. This will not require additional review after consulting with MSA. 
14. Provide finished floor elevations, property corner elevations and driveway grades for review. As-builts 

will be required post-construction. 
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a. Finished floor elevations will be provided with building permits for the homes. Property corner 
elevations are provided on Sheet C-2. The As-built requirement has been noted. 

15. Excess onsite material shall not be used as fill material within the Public Right-of-Way. 
a. Noted; this has been added to Sheet C-2. 

 
Streets 

16. Existing right of way not labelled and dimensioned. 
a. Added, see Sheets C-3 to C-5. 

17. Proposed right of way dedication not labeled and dimensioned. 
a. Added, see Sheets C-3 to C-5. 

18. We will need engineered roadway drawings showing the new pavement thickness design, widths & 
grades, cross culvert improvements, regrading of the drainage ditches, etc 

a. Added, see Sheets C-3 to C-5, and C10. 
19. Need to show preliminary road layout for the future road reservation located north of lot 2 showing how 

it fits with the proposed grading shown within the future right of way. 
a. See C-9 & C-10. 

20. Future road right of way goes through wetlands. Can this be relocation to go around the wetlands? 
a. The future road right of way has been relocated. 

21. Driveway culverts will need to be located and calculations for slopes and sizes provided. 
a. There will be no driveway culverts, the drainage ditches between the lots will provide drainage 

between the driveways to the rear of the lots. 
22. Any trees located in the right of way should be identified on the drawings. 

a. The existing trees will be added to the plans once collected before final stamp. 
23. Any work within the right of way requires a street opening permit from the Village. 

a. Noted, this permit will be applied for during the construction phase. A note has been added to 
C-2. 

 
Sanitary Sewer 

24. Provide calculations and designs for the E-One system. 
a. Provided. 

25. Who will own and operate the force main? If by the Village then it should be located within Village right 
of way. If private it will need a long-term maintenance agreement. 

a. The force main will be private, owned by the residents. 
26. 27. Force main will require easements where located on private property. 

a. Easements for the force main will be provided. 
27. Force main will require tracer wire. 

a. Note added to sheets C-6 to C-8. 
28. Easements to be minimum 20-feet wide. Show how to access any manhole located within an 

easement. 
a. There are no manholes, the cleanouts and easement for the sanitary sewer can be accessed 

from the 66’ wide future road reservation. 
29. Force main sizing should incorporate accommodations for future development. 

a. The force main is private and will not be sized for future development. 
30. Sheet 1 has contour line labeled as a force main. 

a. This has been corrected. 
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31. Show location of well for existing house and dimension setback from that well to the force main. 
a. The existing well is 160-ft from the force main, shown on C-7. 

32. Show location of septic system existing house and dimension setback from that system to the force 
main. Will that house be connecting to the force main? 

a. The existing septic system will not be connecting to the force main, it is located 139-ft from the 
force main. 

33. Provide plan and profile sheets for the force main, details on proposed sanitary manholes, and 
connection to existing manhole. 

a. Plan and profiles have been created for the sanitary force main, additional details are included 
in the E-One PDF. 

34. Force main appears to impact the wetland buƯer. This will require additional permitting and review. 
a. This has been discussed with MSA and will not require additional permitting provided it receives 

DNR approval during the NOI process. 
 
Water Supply 

35. Provide location or allowable areas to locate each of the proposed residential wells, meeting DNR well 
setback requirements. 

a. The proposed well locations are shown on Sheet C-2. 
 
Storm Sewer and Drainage 

36. Provide copy of stormwater management plan approved by Dane County. 
a. The stormwater management plan is currently under review with Dane County. 

37. Provide details and calculations for the bio-basins. 
a. The details and calculations are included in the stormwater management report. 

38. Provide details and calculations for the storm sewers. 
a. The details and calculations are included in the stormwater management report. 

39. Provide long term maintenance agreement(s) for the biobasins, drainage ditches on private property, 
and storm sewers. 

a. The maintenance agreements are included in the stormwater management report. 
40. Provide 4H:1V slopes on side slopes of proposed drainage ditches to make them mowable. 

a. The slopes have been changed to 4:1 as requested. 
41. Show rip rap at outfalls. 

a. Rip rap has been added to outfall locations. 

If you have any quesƟons or comments, please feel free to contact me. 
 
Sincerely, 

 

Adam Ryan 

Cc: Michael Coughlin via michael@coughlingrp.com 

FN: MC-52 
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Quam Engineering, LLC
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Bilstad Rd, WI
Rev1

On:Prepared by : July 20, 2026M. Crowley

Notes :
Analysis based upon drawings and data provided. Station recommendations are preliminary.

GPD values impact retention times only, not line sizing or hydraulics. GP laterals to be
1.25".

Analysis valid only with pipe type listed.

General recommendations for valve placement are: clean out valves at intervals of
approximately 1,000 ft and at branch ends and junctions; isolation valves at branch junctions;
and air release valves at changes in grade of 20 to 25 ft or more and/or at intervals of 2,000
to 2,500 ft. Lateral kits comprised of a ball and check valve are required to be installed
between the pump discharge and street main on all installations. Laterals should be located
as close to the public right of way as possible.

Quantities of grinder pumps, pipe, and valves are indicated on the cost page. The model of
grinder pump(s) indicated is based upon the initial information provided to us but may not be
the most appropriate for the specific location or requirements of the project. Costs of these
items and their installation are best obtained from sources in your region. We recommend
you contact your local distributor of Environment One products for additional
recommendations.

04.28.2026 - Initial analysis.
07.20.2026 - Rev1.

<<<<<  E N D   O F   N O T E S  >>>>>
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July 20, 2026

Budgetary Low Pressure Sewer System Costs

Bilstad Rd, WI
Rev1

Quantity Sub TotalDescription Unit Cost Installation

Valves 2 Clean Out $0.00$0.00 0.00
$0.00

Pumps 7 DH071-129 $0.00$0.00 0.00
7 Lateral Kits (Includes Ball\Check Valve Assembly) $0.00$0.00 0.00
7 Lateral (Boundary) Installation $0.00$0.00 0.00
7 Pump/Panel Installation $0.00$0.00 0.00

350 LF of 1.25" Lateral Pipe $0.00$0.00 0.00
$0.00

Piping 1,470 2.00" Pipe $0.00$0.00 0.00
$0.00

Total Per Connection Total (w/o other) >>>>>>>>>>>> $0.00
$0.00Grand Total Per Connection Grand Total (including other) >>>>>>>>>>>> $0.00
$0.00

Number of Connections 7

Note: The System Costs above are based on piping sized for, and Grinder Pumps manufactured by Environment One Corporation.

Page 1 Y:\SSB\SSB Engineering Data\AE Projects\Bilstad Rd, WI\Bilstad Rd, WI-rev1.EOne



PRELIMINARY PRESSURE SEWER- PIPE SIZING AND BRANCH ANALYSIS
Prepared By: Bilstad Rd, WI

July 20, 2026Rev1M. Crowley

Max Main
Elevation

Minimum Pump
Elevation

Zone
Number

Connects
to Zone

Number 
of Pumps
in Zone

Max
Sim Ops

Accum
Pumps
in Zone

Length of Main
this Zone

Pipe Size
(inches)

Max Flow
Per Pump
(gpm)

Gals/day
per Pump

Max
Velocity
(FPS)

Friction Loss
Factor
(ft/100 ft)

Friction
Loss This
Zone

Accum Fric
Loss (feet)

Max Flow
(GPM)

Static Head
(feet)

Total
Dynamic
Head (ft)

Friction loss calculations were based on a Constant for inside roughness "C" of :This spreadsheet was calculated using pipe diameters for: SDR11HDPE 150
1.00 1.19 2.78 33.92 856.00 838.00 18.00 51.922.00 234.002.0022.00 2.3823 3 11.00200
2.00 2.52 31.14 31.14 856.00 838.00 18.00 49.142.00 1,236.002.0033.00 3.5734 7 11.00200

1Page Note: This analysis is valid only with the use of progressive cavity type grinder pumps as manufactured by Environment One.
Y:\SSB\SSB Engineering Data\AE Projects\Bilstad Rd, WI\Bilstad Rd, WI-rev1.EOne



PRELIMINARY PRESSURE SEWER- ACCUMULATED RETENTION TIME(HR)
Bilstad Rd, WIPrepared By:

M. Crowley July 20, 2026Rev1

Length of Zone Average Retention
Time (Hr)

Accumulated
Retention Time (Hr)

Connects to
Zone

Zone
Number

Average Fluid
Changes per Day

Accumulated
Total of Pumps

this Zone

Pipe Size (inches) Gallons per 100
lineal feet

Capacity of Zone Average Daily Flow

This spreadsheet was calculated using pipe diameters for: SDR11HDPE 200Gals per Day per Dwelling

234.00 36.04 600 16.65 1.44 4.711.00 2.00 3 2.00 15.40
1,236.00 190.38 1,400 7.35 3.26 3.262.00 2.00 7 2.00 15.40

1Page Note: This analysis is valid only with the use of progressive cavity type grinder pumps as manufactured by Environment One
Y:\SSB\SSB Engineering Data\AE Projects\Bilstad Rd, WI\Bilstad Rd, WI-rev1.EOne



PROPOSED LPS
E/ONE ZONE NUMBER (TYP.)
E/ONE ZONE DIVIDER/FLOW DIRECTION (TYP.)
E/ONE GRINDER PUMP STATION (TYP.)

#

1

2
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INTRODUCTION 
 
The proposed development is located on Bilstad Road in the Village of Cambridge, Dane County, 
Wisconsin. The property is part of a new plat which will separate 230 Bilstad Road from the proposed 
development as shown in Exhibit 2. The development is in the NE ¼ of the SW ¼ of Section 12, T06N, 
R12E, as shown on the Location Map included as Exhibit #1. The existing site consists of an empty 
agricultural field, as shown on Exhibit #3. The proposed project includes constructing seven single-family 
lots, as shown on Exhibit #4. Additionally, 1300 linear feet of Bilstad Road will be widened by 4 feet to 
the west. The single-family lots and the Bilstad Road expansion make up phase 1 of this project. The 
ultimate buildout also includes a 650 linear feet future roadway. Six total bio-retention basins are 
proposed to address stormwater management standards for the full buildout of the site: three for the 
residential lots and three future bio-retention basins for the future roadway construction. 
 
In phase 1, 2,979 square feet of the Bilstad Road expansion will flow uncontrolled, while 5,329 square 
feet of existing road drains to bio-retention basins #1-3. Since the bio-basins will treat a greater amount of 
existing impervious areas than the proposed impervious area that is uncontrolled, these areas are traded. 
Therefore, no uncontrolled impervious area is included in phase 1 stormwater models. Like phase 1, the 
proposed impervious areas that are uncontrolled for the ultimate buildout will total 4,924 square feet, 
which is less than the 5,329 square feet of existing roadway draining to bio-retention basins #1-3. 
 
The stormwater modeling is designed for the lots to be fully built out with an average of 25% impervious 
area (based on HydroCAD modeling of half-acre lots) distributed between roof area, paved driveway 
area, and patio/walkway area. Stormwater modeling is included to show the site meets stormwater 
management standards after Phase 1 and after the Ultimate buildout. 
 
The proposed project includes land disturbing activity exceeding 4,000 square feet and a cumulative 
addition of greater than 20,000 square feet of impervious surface for the full build-out of the lots. 
Therefore, according to Chapter 14 of the Dane County Ordinance, the site requires erosion control and 
stormwater management permits. 
 
The project also includes land disturbing activity greater than one acre.  Therefore, according to NR 216 
the site requires a Department of Natural Resources Notice of Intent permit. 
 
The intent of this report is to provide details on how the stormwater will be collected and managed so that 
it leaves the proposed project site in accordance with applicable erosion control and stormwater standards. 
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STANDARDS 
 
The stormwater management system for the proposed site will meet the following development 
performance standards as defined in the Wisconsin Administrative Code NR 151 and Chapter 14 of the 
Dane County Ordinance: 
 
Erosion Control 
The proposed construction shall include erosion control measures to prevent gully and bank erosion and 
limit total off-site erosion to less than 5.0 tons per acre per year. 
 
Sediment Control 
The proposed construction shall include design practices to retain soil particles greater than five microns 
(80% reduction) on the entire site resulting from the one-year 24-hour storm event. 
 
Oil and Grease Control 
The first ½” runoff from commercial or industrial developments shall be treated using oil and grease 
removal technology. 
 
Runoff Rate Control 
All storm water facilities shall be designed, installed and maintained to effectively maintain pre-
development peak runoff rates for the 1, 2, 10, 100, and 200 year, 24-hour storm event. The Dane County 
rainfall values for all storm events are as follows: 

Storm Event 
(Year)

Rainfall Depth 
(inches)

1 2.49
2 2.84

10 4.09
100 6.66
200 7.53

Outlets 
Discharges from the development must have a stable outlet capable of carrying designed flow at a non-
erosive velocity. 
 
Infiltration 
For residential and non-residential development, design practices to infiltrate sufficient runoff volume so 
that post-development infiltration volume shall be at least 90 percent of the pre-development infiltration 
volume, based on average annual rainfall. When designing appropriate infiltration systems, if more than 
two percent (2%) of the site is required to be used as effective infiltration area, an alternative design to 
meet or exceed the estimated average annual recharge rate of 7.6 inches/year may be used.  
 
Thermal Control 
The stormwater management plan shall include provisions and practices to reduce the temperature of 
runoff for sites located within the watershed of a river or stream identified by the Wisconsin DNR as a 
cold water community. 
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SEDIMENTATION AND EROSION CONTROL MEASURES 
 

Exhibit #4 contains the Grading and Erosion Control Plan. During construction, all sedimentation and 
erosion control items will be maintained for maximum effectiveness. Sediment trapped by the silt fence or 
sock will be removed when it reaches a depth of approximately one-half foot. 
 
All pervious disturbed areas will be restored with a minimum of four inches of topsoil, seed, and mulch. 
Restoration will occur as soon after the disturbance as practical. The bio-retention basin will be restored 
per the bio-retention basin detail. Seed Mixture 40 will be used on all other pervious disturbed areas. All 
seed mixtures will be in accordance with Section 630 of D.O.T. Specifications. An equal amount of 
annual ryegrass will be added to the mix.  
 
All pervious disturbed areas will receive fertilizer except native planting areas. Fertilizer will meet the 
following minimum requirements: Nitrogen, not less than 16%; Phosphoric Acid, not less than 8%; 
Potash, not less than 8%. Fertilizer will be applied at the rate of four (4) pounds per 1,000 square feet. The 
total seed mixtures will be applied at the rate of four (4) pounds per 1,000 square feet. Mulch will consist 
of straw or hay, applied at a rate of two (2) tons per acre. 
 
Seeding from September 16th through November 15th will be avoided to prevent freezing of new growth. 
Dormant seeding, if necessary, will be completed after November 15th. Disturbed areas will have erosion 
matting applied over dormant seeding. Dormant seeding will not be applied on top of snow. If dormant 
seeding does not result in at least 70% cover by May 15th, additional seeding may be required. 
 
All disturbed areas will be temporarily stabilized within 14 days of last activity. All disturbed areas will 
be stabilized within 7 days of final grading. Perimeter control will be installed around stockpiles, and 
stockpiles will be stabilized that will remain inactive for 7 days or longer. 
 
All runoff during construction will be directed to flow through erosion control measures as shown on the 
Grading and Erosion Control Plan. Exhibit #10 contains the Universal Soil Loss Equation calculation 
worksheet. 
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STORMWATER MANAGEMENT MEASURES 
 
Exhibit #4 is the Grading and Erosion Control Plan. The plan shows the stormwater management 
measures required to meet the standards listed on Page 2 of this report. The standards will be met as 
follows: 
 
Sediment Control 
The proposed bio-retention basins are designed to retain soil particles greater than five microns (80% 
reduction) on the entire site resulting from the one-year 24-hour storm event.  
 
The sediment control calculations are included in Appendix C.  
 
Oil and Grease Control 
The proposed bio-retention basins will provide oil and grease control for this project. 
 
Runoff Rate Control 
The proposed bio-retention basins will effectively maintain pre-development peak runoff rates for the 1, 
2, 10, 100, and 200 year, 24-hour storm event. The stormwater modeling calculations are included in 
Appendices A and B of this report. A summary of the results is on page 6. 
 
Outlets 
The restored lawn area, bio-retention basins, riprap pads, and swales will provide a stable outlet for the 
site. 
 
Infiltration 
The proposed bio-retention basins provide 90% infiltration. The infiltration calculations are included as 
Appendix C of this report. 
 
Thermal Control 
This site is not located within the watershed of a river or stream identified by the Wisconsin DNR as a 
cold-water community. 
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COST ESTIMATE 
 
The following table summarizes the estimated cost of completion and installation of all elements of 
erosion control and stormwater management for the phase 1 development. 
 

  Estimated  Unit 
No. Description Quantity Unit Price Amount 

1. Stone Construction Entrance 1 EA $1,000.00 $1,000.00 
2. Silt Fence or Sock 700 LF $2.00 $1,400.00 
3. Straw Wattle Ditch Check 7 EA $40.00 $280.00 
4. Medium Riprap w/ Fabric 14 CY $25.00 $350.00 
5. Bio-Retention Basin w/ 6” underdrain 5,750 SF $25.00 $143,750.00
6. 10” HDPE Storm Sewer 100 LF $15.00 $1,500.00 
7. 12” HDPE Storm Sewer 28 LF $20.00 $560.00
8. 18” CMP Culvert Extensions 33 LF $30.00 $990.00
9. 3’ Dia Outlet Structure w/ Haala Trash Rack 3 EA $1,750.00 $5,250.00 
10. Restoration (Seed and WisDOT Class I, Type B, Erosion Mat) 7,000 SY $1.50 $10,500.00 
11. Restoration (seed and mulch) 16,000 SY $0.50 $8,000.00 

 Total   $173,580.00 
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RESULTS 
 
The following tables summarize the existing and proposed runoff curve numbers used in the rate runoff 
models and show how the proposed stormwater management practices meet standards for peak flow rates, 
sediment control, and infiltration. 

 

Runoff Curve Numbers Table 
Runoff Curve Number Hydrologic Soil Group

A B C D
Woodland 30 55 70 77
Grassland 39 61 71 78
Cropland 51 68 78 83

Restored Lawn 39 61 74 80
Pond/Infiltration Area 100

Impervious 98

 

Phase 1 Peak Flow Rate Summary Table 
Storm 
Event 
(Year) 

Total Existing 
Flow Rate 

(cfs) 

Total Proposed 
Flow Rate Without 

Bio-Basins (cfs)

Total Proposed 
Flow Rate With 
Bio-Basins (cfs) 

1 5.67 9.26 3.61
2 7.50 11.46 6.26

10 14.82 19.87 14.07 
100 31.23 38.24 31.01 
200 36.94 44.56 36.94 

 

Phase 1 Sediment Control Summary Table 
Post Construction Sediment Load Generated 1,025 lbs 
Calculated Sediment Reduction Goal (80%) 820 lbs 

Sediment Load Removed 884.0 lbs 

 

Phase 1 Infiltration Summary Table
Pre-Development Infiltration 

Volume
528,432 cf 

90% of Pre-Development 
Infiltration Volume

475,589 cf 

Post-Development Infiltration 
Volume

488,325 cf 
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Ultimate Peak Flow Rate Summary Table 
Storm 
Event 
(Year) 

Total Existing 
Flow Rate 

(cfs) 

Total Proposed 
Flow Rate Without 

Bio-Basins (cfs)

Total Proposed 
Flow Rate With 
Bio-Basins (cfs) 

1 7.54 13.74 4.23
2 10.02 17.01 7.15

10 19.92 29.54 15.97 
100 42.62 56.95 40.46 
200 50.58 66.39 48.26 

 

Ultimate Sediment Control Summary Table 
Post Construction Sediment Load Generated 2,026 lbs 
Calculated Sediment Reduction Goal (80%) 1,620.8 lbs 

Sediment Load Removed 1,802.9 lbs 

 

Ultimate Infiltration Summary Table
Pre-Development Infiltration 

Volume
693,263 cf 

90% of Pre-Development 
Infiltration Volume

623,937 cf 

Post-Development Infiltration 
Volume

634,188 cf 
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CONCLUSIONS 
 
Exhibit #10 contains the Universal Soil Loss Equation calculation worksheet. The worksheet indicates 
soil loss during development of the site will be controlled such that it does not exceed 5.0 tons per acre 
per year. Therefore, the erosion control measures for the proposed development meet Dane County and 
DNR standards. In addition, sediment control, oil and grease control, rate runoff control, stable outlet, and 
infiltration standards are satisfied. 
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Erosion Control Application Checklist 

Project Name: 

Applications must include the following materials. The erosion control plan must be designed to meet 
all standards and requirements presented on the following page. 

Plan Materials Specific Location of 
Information 

1. Narrative describing proposed development

2. 

Site plan with scale that includes: property lines, limits of disturbance, land 
cover limits (existing and proposed), natural and artificial water features, 100-
yr floodplain, delineated wetland boundaries, location of all erosion control 
practices 

3. Construction details of erosion control practices

4. Contours (existing and proposed)
Note: Grading within 5' of the property line requires department approval

5. Site watershed map (including runoff draining to site)

6. Culvert sizes (existing and proposed)

7. Cross sections and profiles of conveyance features (existing and
proposed)

8. Direction of runoff flow from impervious surfaces

9. Design calculations of conveyance features (velocity and capacity)

10. Universal soil loss (USLE) calculations (corresponding to construction
schedule)

11. Site stabilization materials and methods

Permit Application Materials ——— 

12. Detailed construction schedule

13. Copies of completed applications or approved permits from other
regulatory bodies

14. Itemized cost estimate of erosion control plan implementation (Financial
security instrument required if over $ ,000)

9

Bilstad Road Development

See Page 1

Exhibit #4
Exhibit #7

Exhibits #3 & #4

Exhibits #8 & #9

Exhibit #4

Exhibit #7

Exhibit #9

Exhibits #11 - #14, App B

Exhibit #10

Exhibit #7

Exhibit #7

See Page 11

See Page 5
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DANE COUNTY EROSION CONTROL 
APPLICATION CHECKLIST COMMENTS 

 
The following comments supplement the Dane County Erosion Control Application Checklist on page 9.  
Each comment heading relates to an item on the Checklist. 
 
1. Narrative Describing Proposed Development 

See the report introduction on page 1 and the construction schedule on the Construction Details Sheet, 
Exhibit #7. 
 

2. Site Plan with scale 
The Grading and Erosion Plan, Exhibit #4, shows land cover type, disturbed area limits, and the 
location of all proposed erosion control practices for the site. 
 

3. Construction Details of Erosion Control Practices 
The details for erosion control practices are shown on the Construction Details Sheets, Exhibit #7. 

 
4. Contours (existing and proposed) 

The existing contours are shown on the Existing Site Plan, Exhibit #3. The proposed contours are 
shown on the Grading and Erosion Control Plan, Exhibit #4. 
 

5. Watershed Size for Each Drainage Area 
The existing drainage areas are shown on the Existing Drainage Plan, Exhibit #8. The drainage areas 
for the bio-retention basins are shown on the Proposed Drainage Plan, Exhibit #9. 
 

6. Culvert Sizes 
The culvert sizes are shown on the Grading and Erosion Control Plans, Exhibit #4.  
 

7. Cross Sections and Profiles of Conveyance Features 
Cross sections of the swales are shown on the on the Construction Details Sheet, Exhibit #7.  
 

8. Direction of Flow from Impervious Surfaces 
The direction of flow is shown on the Proposed Drainage Plans, Exhibit #9.  
 

9. Design Calculations for Conveyances Features 
Design calculations for structural measures are shown on the Rational Method Worksheet (Exhibit 
#12), RipRap Sizing Worksheet (Exhibit #11), Channel Velocity Worksheet (Exhibit #13), Erosion 
Mat Worksheet (Exhibit #14), and the Post-Development HydroCAD report (Appendix B).  
 

10. Universal Soil Loss Equation (USLE) worksheet(s) 
A Universal Soil Loss Equation worksheet has been prepared and is included as Exhibit #10. The 
worksheet shows that the expected soil loss is less than 5.0 tons/acre/year for each element of the 
Erosion Control Plan. 
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11. Site Stabilization Materials and Methods 
All pervious disturbed areas will be restored with a minimum of four inches of topsoil, seed, and 
mulch. Restoration will occur as soon after the disturbance as practical. The bio-retention basin will 
be restored per the bio-retention basin detail. Seed Mixture 40 will be used on all pervious disturbed 
areas. All seed mixtures will be in accordance with Section 630 of D.O.T. Specifications. An equal 
amount of annual ryegrass will be added to the mix. 
 
All pervious disturbed areas will receive fertilizer except native planting areas. Fertilizer will meet the 
following minimum requirements: Nitrogen, not less than 16%; Phosphoric Acid, not less than 8%; 
Potash, not less than 8%. Fertilizer will be applied at the rate of four (4) pounds per 1,000 square feet. 
The total seed mixtures will be applied at the rate of four (4) pounds per 1,000 square feet. Mulch will 
consist of straw or hay, applied at a rate of two (2) tons per acre. 
 
Seeding from September 16th through November 15th will be avoided to prevent freezing of new 
growth. Dormant seeding, if necessary, will be completed after November 15th. Disturbed area will 
have erosion matting applied over dormant seeding. Dormant seeding will not be applied on top of 
snow. If dormant seeding does not result in at least 70% cover by May 15th, additional seeding may 
be required. 
 
All disturbed areas will be temporarily stabilized within 14 days of last activity. All disturbed areas 
will be stabilized within 7 days of final grading. Perimeter control will be installed around stockpiles, 
and stockpiles will be stabilized that will remain inactive for 7 days or longer. 

 
12. Timetable and Construction Schedule 

The construction schedule is included on the Construction Details Sheet, Exhibit #7. All erosion 
control measures will be installed prior to land disturbance. 

 
13. Copy of Permits or Approvals by Other Agencies 

A copy of this report will be submitted to the DNR for a DNR NOI and to the Town. 
 

14. Itemized Estimated Cost for All Elements of the Erosion Control Plan 
The itemized estimated cost, including labor, for installation of all elements of the erosion control 
plan is included on Page 5 of this report. If the estimated cost of the stormwater and erosion control 
measures is over $10,000, a financial security instrument will be provided upon approval of this 
report. 
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Stormwater Management Application Checklist 

Project Name: 

Applications must include the following materials. The stormwater management plan must be 
designed to meet all standards and requirements presented on the following page. 

As-built certification, prepared by a professional engineer as required by Ch.14.10(5)(e) must be 
submitted upon completion of all permitted activity. 

Plan Materials Specific Location of 
Information 

1. 
Narrative describing proposed development and how standards are 
being achieved (redevelopment must meet green infrastructure 
requirements of sec. 14.12(2)(a)a.) 

2. Summary table of existing and proposed land cover types with
respective areas

3. Summary tables of peak rate, infiltration and sediment control
modeling (see table requirements on next page)

4. Detailed model inputs and results

5. Site watershed map with Tc flow paths (Including runoff draining to site)

6. Site plan (see detailed requirements on next page)

7. Engineered designs of management practices

8. Soils Information (see detailed requirements on next page)

Permit Application Materials ——— 

9. Detailed construction schedule

10. Draft maintenance agreement

11. Itemized cost estimate of stormwater management plan
implementation (Financial security instrument required if over $ ,000)

12. Copies of applications or permits from other regulatory bodies

12

Bilstad Road Development

See Page 1

Appendices A & B

See Pages 6-7

Appendices A - C

Exhibit #8

Exhibits #4-7

Exhibits #11 - #14, App B

Appendix D

Exhibit #7

Appendix E

See Page 5

See Page 13
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DANE COUNTY STORMWATER MANAGEMENT 
APPLICATION CHECKLIST COMMENTS 

 
The following comments supplement the Dane County Stormwater Management Application Checklist on 
page 12.  Each comment heading relates to an item on the Checklist. 
 
1. Narrative Description of the Project 

See the report introduction on page 1. 
 

2. Summary Table of Existing and Proposed Land Cover Types with Respective Areas  
The existing land cover summary is shown in the Pre-Development HydroCAD report, Appendix A 
and the proposed land cover summary is shown in the Post-Development HydroCAD Report, 
Appendix B 
 

3. Summary Table of Peak Rate, Infiltration, and Sediment Control Modeling 
The peak rate, infiltration, and sediment control modeling results are shown on page 6. 
 

4. Detailed Modeling Inputs and Results 
Modeling inputs and results are shown in the Pre-Development HydroCAD Results (Appendix A), 
the Post-Development HydroCAD Results (Appendix B), and the Sediment Control and Infiltration 
Calculations (Appendix C). 
 

5. Site Watershed Map with Tc Flow Paths 
The watershed map with Tc flow paths are shown on the Proposed Drainage Plan, Exhibit #8. 
 

6. Site Plan 
The plans and specifications are included on Exhibits #4 - 7. 
 

7. Engineered Design for Structural Management Practices 
Design calculations for structural measures are shown on the Rational Method Worksheet, Exhibit 
#12, RipRap Sizing Worksheet, Exhibit #11, Channel Velocity Worksheet, Exhibit #13, Erosion Mat 
Worksheet, Exhibit #14, and the Post-Development HydroCAD report, Appendix B. 
 

8. Soils Information 
Soils Information is included as Appendix D. 
 

9. Detailed Construction Schedule 
The construction schedule is shown on the Construction Details Sheet, Exhibit #7. All erosion control 
measures will be installed prior to land disturbance. 
 

10. Draft Maintenance Agreement 
The maintenance agreement for all permanent stormwater management practices is included as 
Appendix E. 
 

11. Itemized Cost Estimate for Stormwater Plan Implementation  
The itemized estimated cost for installation of all elements of the stormwater plan can be viewed on 
Page 5 of this report. If the estimated cost of the mitigation and erosion control measures is over 
$10,000, financial surety will be provided upon approval of this report. 
 

12. Copies of Permits or Approvals from Other Regulatory Bodies 
A copy of this report will be submitted to the DNR for a DNR NOI. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

EXHIBITS 
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Village of Cambridge  
Amendments to Zoning Text and Map (Rezone) Application 

200 Spring Street, PO Box 99, Cambridge, WI 53523 ♦ Phone (608) 423- 3712 
https://cambridgewi.gov 

 

The Plan Commission meets on the second Monday of each month at 6:30 p.m. in the Amundson Community 
Center. Submit your complete rezoning application (with $600 fee) at least 30 days before the meeting with 1 
hard copy and 1 digital copy of all required materials listed below. 

The review begins only when the application is complete, and the fee is paid to the Village Clerk. Applicants or 
their representatives should attend the meeting to present the rezoning request and answer questions. A public 
hearing is required, with a Class 2 notice published at least 20 days in advance. The Plan Commission will make a 
recommendation to the Village Board within 60 days of referral. 

If you have any questions about the requirements, please contact Steve Tremlett, Zoning Administrator, at 
(608) 242-6621 or stremlett@msa-ps.com.  
 

Owner Name(s): 

Applicant Name (if different than above):  

Property Address: Parcel #: 

Applicant Address (if different than above):  

Applicant Phone:  Applicant Email: 

Current Zoning Designation: Current Property Use: 
 
The fee for a rezoning request is $600, payable to the Village of Cambridge. Additional costs may apply if mapping 
updates or legal review are required.   In addition to the required fee, one hard copy and one digital version each of 
the following items must be provided: 
• A scaled plot drawing showing the location, boundaries, dimensions, uses, and size of the subject site; 

existing and proposed structures; parking; floodplain boundaries (if any); and yard setbacks. 
• Complete Rezone Applicant Response Form on the following pages.  

I (we) certify that all of the above statement and the statements contained in any papers or plans submitted 
herewith are true to the best of my (our) knowledge and belief.  I (we) consent to the entry in or upon the premises 
described in this application by any authorized official of the Village of Cambridge for the purpose of securing 
information, and posting, maintaining and removing such notices as may be required by law. 
 

Applicant Signature:  _____________________________________________  Date: __________________  
 

Owner Signature: ________________________________________________  Date: __________________  

For Staff Use Only 

Date Received:  Fee Paid? 

Public Hearing Date: Public Hearing Publication Dates: 

Plan Commission Recommendation:  □ Denied □ Approved  Subject to:  

Village Board Decision:  □ Denied □ Approved (Ord #__________)  Subject to: 
P:\80s\80\00080051\Documents\Permit Applications\Cambridge Rezoning Application.Doc  Updated: 12/10/2025  

Michael Coughlin 

230 Bilstad Road Cambridge, WI 

608-5980639 MIchael@coughlingrp.com

ag R-L 

111-0612-124-0010-2

7-16-26

mailto:stremlett@msa-ps.com


Map Amendment (Rezone) – Applicant Response Form 

Please answer the following questions to help the Plan Commission and Village Board 
evaluate your rezoning request: 

1. Zoning District: What is the current zoning designation? What zoning district are you 
requesting? Note: confirm current zoning by going to Zoning Viewer located in Village’s 
Plan Commission and Zoning webpage: https://cambridgewi.gov/long-range-plans/.  

Response: 

 

 

2. Purpose: What is the purpose of the rezoning request? 

Response: 

 

 

3. Current and Proposed Use: What is the current use of the property? What is the 
proposed use? 

Response: 

 

 

4. Compatibility with Surrounding Development: How is the proposed zoning compatible 
with surrounding land uses and development patterns? 

Response: 

 

 

5. Other Relevant Factors: Are there any other factors the Plan Commission should 
consider when reviewing this request? 

Response: 

The current designation is AG. We are requestiong to zone the additional 7 lots as R-L 

Take approx 4ac of ag land and create (7) R-L single family home parcels 

The current use under AG, is tillable farm land. The proposed use will allow 
for 7 single family homes to be built 

I believe this rezone fits well, as the road is already consisting of similar
development. 

https://cambridgewi.gov/long-range-plans/
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Memo 
 
 To: Village of Cambridge Planning Commission 
 From: MSA Planning Staff 
 Subject: 600 Kenseth Way Two-Lot Certified Survey Map (CSM) 
 Date: September 4th, 2026 
  

Request 

Frank Peregrine, with Michael Coughlin acting as applicant, requests approval of a two-lot Certified Survey 
Map (CSM) for the ~5.2-acre property located at 600 Kenseth Way in Cambridge (Parcel No. 111/0612-
013-0501-1). The property is currently developed and used as a winery and event center. The proposed 
CSM splits this use with a 1.55 acre lot to the north for future residential use (no rezone requested at this 
time). 

 

Background 

The subject property is zoned B-MU Mixed Use Business and contains the Cambridge Winery event center. 
The property fronts Kenseth Way near US Highway 12/18, which serves as a prominent western gateway 
into the Village. The highway corridor to the south has a primarily commercial character, while the area 
to the north and east has transitioned to residential development over the past two decades. 

Lot 1 consists of the undeveloped northern portion of the property. The applicant anticipates dividing this 
lot further in the future to create approximately three or four single-family residential lots. Future 
residential development would require a separate land division application and rezoning. 

Proposed Configuration: (drawing approximate) 
 

Location 
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Lot 2 contains the existing winery event center. There have also been preliminary discussions regarding a 
possible rezoning associated with interest from a church in occupying the property. Any future rezoning 
or change of use would require a separate application and review once a specific proposal is submitted.  

 
Consistency with the Comprehensive Plan 

Future Land Use Map (2045 Cambridge Comprehensive Plan):  

 
The 2045 Comprehensive Plan’s Future Land Use Map divides the parent property with the Neighborhood 
Residential to the north and General Commercial to the south. Proposed Lot 1 is designated entirely as 
Neighborhood Residential. Lot 2 is primarily in general commercial with some neighborhood residential 
remaining in this lot. While the exact break in future land use does not specifically align, the intent is still 
met with residential to the north and commercial to the south. Creation of the new lot line does not create 
a new inconsistency with the Comprehensive Plan. 
 
Consistency with the Subdivision and Zoning Ordinances 

Authority 

Section 16.12.050(C) of the Village Code provides the Village with authority to review land divisions 
created by Certified Survey Map for consistency with the Comprehensive Plan and applicable Village 
ordinances.  

Subdivision Ordinance 

The lot design standards of Sec. 16.24.040 are met by the proposed land division. This includes: 
1. >45 ft of frontage (proposed lots have 75ft and 77ft of frontage) (met) 
2. No excessive depth in relation to width (met) 
3. Side lot lines at right angles (met) 
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Zoning Ordinance 
The dimensional requirements of the B-MU (Mixed-Use Business) district are met by the proposed land 
division. This includes: 

1. At least 12,000 square feet in area (proposed lots are 10,010 and 10,393 square feet) (met) 
2. At least 80 feet in width at the building line (met) 
3. The new lot line must not create a zoning nonconformity affecting the existing winery and event 

center. This includes: 
a. Front Yard. Minimum thirty-five (35) feet (met) 
b. Side Yards. Minimum ten (10) feet (met) 
c. Rear Yard. Minimum thirty (30) feet (met) 
d. Building Height. Maximum thirty-five (35) feet (met) 
e. Percentage of Lot Coverage. Maximum forty (40) percent. (met) 
f. All off-street parking lots adjoining lots zoned for residential use shall have a minimum 

setback of ten (10) feet from any interior lot line, except if the adjoining lot is used for 
legally conforming parking purposes. (30-foot setback from parking to lot line- planned 
future residential will be compliant) 

 

Technical Comments 

Review by engineer/surveyor, identified several items requiring correction before final approval: 

1. Correct the 0.65-foot boundary misclosure and corresponding shortage in the line between Lots 
1 and 2. 

2. Verify the section-line bearing, corner monument, tie line, lot areas, and related survey data. 
3. Correct the zoning designation from B-C to B-MU. 
4. Clarify all existing and proposed easements, including the detention pond, vision-corner, and 

overlapping Kenseth Way easements. 
5. Revise the Owner’s and Village Board certificates to address the granting or dedication of 

easements. 

 

Potential Action 

Should Plan Commission recommend approval by Village Board of the two-lot CSM for Parcel No. 0612-
013-0501-1, staff recommend the following conditions: 
 

1. Prior to recording the CSM, the necessary revisions are made to the satisfaction of the Zoning 
Administrator and Village Engineer. 

2. All applicable Village review fees shall be paid, and a recorded copy of the CSM shall be provided 
to the Village following recording with the Dane County Register of Deeds. 
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CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP NO. ____________

LAND SURVEYING

LAND PLANNING

CIVIL ENGINEERING
109 W. MILWAUKEE ST
JANESVILLE, WI 53548
www.combssurvey.com

tel: 608-752-0575
fax: 608-752-0534SHEET 2 OF 4     

Project No. 126 - 376     
For:  CAMBRIDGE WINERY 

CORPORATE OWNER'S CERTIFICATE

CAMBRIDGE WINERY LLC, A CORPORATION DULY ORGANIZED AND EXISTING UNDER AND BY VIRTUE OF THE LAWS OF THE STATE

OF WISCONSIN, AS OWNER, DOES HEREBY CERTIFY THAT SAID CORPORATION CAUSED THE LAND DESCRIBED ON THIS MAP TO BE

SURVEYED, DIVIDED, AND MAPPED AS REPRESENTED HEREON. WE ALSO CERTIFY THAT THIS CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP IS REQUIRED

BY SEC. 75.17(1)(A), DANE COUNTY CODE OF ORDINANCES, TO BE SUBMITTED TO THE DANE COUNTY ZONING AND LAND

REGULATION COMMITTEE. IN WITNESS WHEREOF, THE SAID CAMBRIDGE WINERY LLC HAS CAUSED THESE PRESENTS TO BE

SIGNED BY

X_______________________________________________________                                

    FRANK PEREGRINE - OWNER

STATE OF WISCONSIN}
COUNTY OF ____________ }    SS.          PERSONALLY CAME BEFORE ME THIS _______ DAY OF __________________ , 20____ , FRANK

PEREGRINE, OWNER OF THE ABOVE NAMED CORPORATION, TO ME KNOWN TO BE THE

PERSON WHO EXECUTED THE FOREGOING INSTRUMENT AND TO ME KNOWN TO BE SUCH

OFFICERS OF SAID CORPORATION, AND ACKNOWLEDGED THAT  THEY EXECUTED THE

FOREGOING INSTRUMENT AS SUCH OFFICERS AS THE DEED OF SAID CORPORATION BY ITS

AUTHORITY.

NOTARY PUBLIC, _____________ COUNTY, WISCONSIN

X _____________________________________________________

MY COMMISSION EXPIRES _______________________________

OF LOT 1 OF MATT'S PLAT TO THE VILLAGE OF CAMBRIDGE, BEING PART OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER
OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 1, T.6N., R.12E., OF THE 4TH PM,

VILLAGE OF CAMBRIDGE, DANE COUNTY, WISCONSIN.



CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP NO. ____________

LAND SURVEYING

LAND PLANNING

CIVIL ENGINEERING
109 W. MILWAUKEE ST
JANESVILLE, WI 53548
www.combssurvey.com

tel: 608-752-0575
fax: 608-752-0534

VILLAGE BOARD APPROVAL

APPROVED BY THE BOARD OF THE VILLAGE OF CAMBRIDGE AND ACCEPTING THE DEDICATION

THIS  _____ DAY OF ________________ , 20____ .

TOWN CLERK _________________________________________

CERTIFICATE OF COUNTY PLANNING
APPROVED BY THE DANE COUNTY ZONING AND LAND REGULATION COMMITTEE.

X____________________________________________________        ________________________

AUTHORIZED SIGNATURE                                                                   DATE

SHEET 3 OF 4     
Project No. 126-376      
For:  CAMBRIDGE WINERY

OF LOT 1 OF MATT'S PLAT TO THE VILLAGE OF CAMBRIDGE, BEING PART OF THE NORTHEAST
QUARTER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 1, T.6N., R.12E., OF THE 4TH PM,

VILLAGE OF CAMBRIDGE, DANE COUNTY, WISCONSIN.



LAND SURVEYING

LAND PLANNING

CIVIL ENGINEERING
109 W. MILWAUKEE ST
JANESVILLE, WI 53548
www.combssurvey.com

tel: 608-752-0575
fax: 608-752-0534

SURVEYOR'S CERTIFICATE

STATE OF WISCONSIN}
COUNTY OF ROCK }  SS.  I, RYAN M. COMBS, PROFESSIONAL LAND SURVEYOR NO.2677, DO HEREBY CERTIFY THAT I HAVE

SURVEYED, DIVIDED AND MAPPED:

LOT 1 OF MATT'S PLAT TO THE VILLAGE OF CAMBRIDGE, SITUATED IN PART OF THE NORTHEAST QUARTER OF THE SOUTHWEST
QUARTER OF SECTION 1, T.6N., R.12E., OF THE 4TH PM, VILLAGE OF CAMBRIDGE, DANE COUNTY, WISCONSIN.

CONTAINING  226680 SQUARE FEET OR 5.203  ACRES, MORE OR LESS.

THAT SUCH MAP IS A CORRECT REPRESENTATION OF ALL EXTERIOR BOUNDARIES OF THE LAND SURVEYED AND THE DIVISION OF

THAT LAND. THAT I HAVE MADE SUCH SURVEY, DIVISION AND MAP BY THE DIRECTION OF FRANK PEREGRINE AND THAT I HAVE

FULLY COMPLIED WITH THE PROVISIONS OF CHAPTER 236.34 OF THE WISCONSIN STATUTES IN SURVEYING, DIVIDING AND MAPPING

THE SAME.

GIVEN UNDER MY HAND AND SEAL THIS 27TH DAY OF AUGUST, 2026 AT JANESVILLE, WISCONSIN.

RECORDING DATA

C.S.M. NO. ____________________ RECEIVED FOR RECORD THIS ________ DAY OF ____________________, 20____, AT

____________________ O'CLOCK ____.M., AND RECORDED AS ____________________, OF CERTIFIED SURVEY MAPS OF DANE COUNTY,

WISCONSIN, AS DOCUMENT NO. ____________________.

X_______________________________________________
REGISTER OF DEEDS

CERTIFIED SURVEY MAP NO. _________

SHEET 4 OF 4     
Project No. 126 - 376      
For:  CAMBRIDGE WINERY 

OF LOT 1 OF MATT'S PLAT TO THE VILLAGE OF CAMBRIDGE, BEING PART OF THE NORTHEAST
QUARTER OF THE SOUTHWEST QUARTER OF SECTION 1, T.6N., R.12E., OF THE 4TH PM,

VILLAGE OF CAMBRIDGE, DANE COUNTY, WISCONSIN.



 
VILLAGE OF CAMBRIDGE RESOLUTION NO. 2026-16 

 
APPROVING ADDITIONAL ELECTION INSPECTORS FOR THE 2026-2027 TERM 

 
WHEREAS, by December 31 of odd numbered years the Village Board must approve a list of election 
inspectors for the upcoming two-year election cycle; and 
 
WHEREAS, by November 30th of each odd numbered year political parties may submit a certified list of 
election inspector nominees to each municipal governing body; and these names will be added to the list of 
workers upon confirmation from the nominees of their desire to be included; and 
 
WHEREAS, all inspectors must sign an oath and complete training to be placed on the lists to work on election 
day and will be paid $12.00 per hour; and 
 
WHEREAS, inspectors have already been approved for the 2026-2027 term and additional volunteers have 
come forward;  
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Board of Trustees of the Village of Cambridge, portions in Dane 
and Jefferson Counties, Wisconsin, does approve the following list of additional election inspectors for the 
2026-2027 election cycle: 
 
Allen, Mary Jo 
Benzinger, Jan 
Engler, Colleen 
Keiser, Marilyn 
Wayne, Wendy
  
 
 
 
 
Approved this 22nd day of September, 2026. 
 
Vote:  Ayes-_____          Noes-_____ 
 
 
 
 
APPROVED:  _____________________________ ____________________ 

 Paula Hollenbeck, Village President    Date 
 
 
 
 ATTEST: ___________________________       ____________________ 

Kris Breunig, Village Administrator     Date 
  
    



RESOLUTION 2026-17 

 

ATTENDANCE OF VILLAGE STAFF AT ELECTION TRAINING GIVEN BY “ALL 

VOTING IS LOCAL – WISCONSIN” 

 

WHEREAS, Village Staff Brian Wilson and Josie Stein (Henceforth “Staff”) have been 

invited by the Dane County Clerk and Jefferson County Clerk to attend election training hosted by 

group by the name of “All Voting is Local – Wisconsin” in October, 2026. 

 

WHEREAS, All Voting is Local is a partisan organization. On the surface, the 

organization looks like a group that simply wants to make it easier to vote. While this may be part 

of their mission, this is not their only mission. In the “Laying the Groundwork for 2026” section 

of their website, the first line states, “The moment President Trump took office for his second term 

in January 2025, the world shifted. The regime stoked violence against our communities at a 

dizzying pace, all in an effort to advance their agenda of intimidation—pulling families apart, 

detaining lawful residents and U.S. citizens without cause, and deploying federal law enforcement 

in our cities. This assault was an effort to seize more power, and it has included aggressively 

undertaking plans to keep people from voting.” Whether staff or members of the Village Board 

agree with the above statement or not, it is most certainly partisan.  

 

WHEREAS, taxpayers in the Village of Cambridge should never have to be concerned that 

Village staff is receiving training from an organization such as All Voting is Local, or any other 

organization that takes a political side – whether it be on the political Left or Right. If staff needs 

training, it should come from County or State agencies.  

 

WHEREAS, it would not be appropriate for Village staff, in their official capacities, to attend any 

event sponsored by All Voting is Local and in the future, would encourage Village staff, if they 

are unsure if attending similar training is appropriate, they should consult the Village Board. 

 

WHEREAS, Should Staff feel the need to attend this event, it should be done so on their own time 

and at their own expense. If this event takes place during normal Village business hours, we expect 

that staff use vacation time. 

 

NOW THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the Village Board of the Village of Cambridge 

approves the proposed Resolution 2026-16 stating that Village Staff must not use Village resources 

and must take vacation time should they choose to attend election training given by All Voting is 

Local – Wisconsin.  

 

Adopted by the Village Board of the Village of Cambridge, Wisconsin this 22nd day of  October, 

2026 on a roll call vote: _____Ayes _____ Nays 

 

 

     VILLAGE OF CAMBRIDGE  

 

 

______________________________ 

   Paula Hollenbeck, Board President 

ATTEST 

 

 

 

________________________ 

  Kris Breunig, Administrator 
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