Fox Lake Inland Lake Protection

and Rehabilitation District

W10543 Co.F Phone (920) 928-2772
Fox Lake, WI 53933 Fax (920) 928-3851
‘ email: flilpard@centurytel.net

1/19/2022
RE: ARPA FUNDING PROPOSAL REQUEST

SUMMARY OF FUNDING REQUEST DESCRIPTION

The Fox Lake Inland Lake Protection and Rehabilitation District is requesting ARPA funds to help
with additional funding towards our watershed’s cover crop program. For the last three years
the Fox Lake Inland Lake District and the Fox Lake Preservation Organization has contributed
$26,000 annually and a total of $78,000 over the last three years towards incentives for our
area farmers to take part in cover cropping and reduced till/no till to help improve the Fox Lake
watershed’s soil health and water quality. The area farmers that are willing to take part in
these best management practices is growing each year, however we are running out of funds
well before we are running out of farmer’s that are interested. With community outreach done
this past year in 2021 we learned that there are many more producers that would take part in
this practice if the funds were available to help off-set the costs of the producers out of pocket
expenses. The Fox Lake Inland Lake Protection and Rehabilitation District is asking to be
considered for $50,000 of Dodge Counties ARPA funds so that we can distribute these funds
along with the funds being put forth by the Fox Lake Inland Lake District and the Fox Lake
Preservation Organization as an incentive to our area producers willing to farm green, plant
cover and reduce tillage.

PROBLEM/NEED AND WHY COVER CROPPING IS IMPORTANT

Cover Cropping plays a huge role in Fox Lake’s plan to combat nutrient pollution, cover
cropping is one practice we believe is necessary to protect public health and reduce toxic
effects due to phosphorous loading of algae blooms which is dangerous to animals and people.
Fox Lake has been on the EPA’s impaired water list since 2006 because of its excess phosphorus
sediments. Fox Lake is fed by three major tributaries and is surrounded by 36,500 acres of land
that drain directly to the lake. In the Fox Lake watershed, most phosphorus and sediments
come from runoff and erosion in agricultural areas, though residential areas also play a role.
Topography influences how much runoff a given field contributes to the lake. Through modeling
we have been able to identify and assess which fields pose the highest runoff risks. This past
year we have reached out to area farmers in those specific areas and offered educational



material on the importance of cover cropping and other best management practices. The
feedback we have received is that these producers are willing to improve their practices and
would be more willing to do so if we could offer them an incentive to help off-set some of their
out-of-pocket expenses. Fox Lake Inland Lake Protection and Rehabilitation is encouraging
agricultural landowners to implement practices that reduce erosion and nutrient runoff, cover
cropping is a great way to do this. Cover Crops, perhaps the most effective soil conservation
practice, keep soil in place at times when a field might otherwise be bare. They also build soil
health over time, as the soil retains more nutrients, organic matter, and moisture.

IMPLEMENTATION/FEASABILITY

Over the course of the last three years the Fox Lake Inland Lake District and the Fox Lake
Preservation Organization has contributed $26,000 annually and a total of $78,000 towards
incentives for our area farmers to take part in cover cropping and reduced tifl/no till to help
improve the Fox Lake watershed’s soil health and water quality. During this time nearly 3,000
acres have been cover cropped in the Fox Lake watershed. This is a huge benefit in preventing
area runoff into our lake. With the opportunity of more funds through your ARPA funds we
could increase the amount of acreage being cover cropped. The area farmers that are willing to
take part in these best management practices is growing each year, however we are running
out of funds well before we are running out of farmer’s that are interested. With community
outreach done this past year in 2021 we learned that there are many more producers that
would take part in this practice if the funds were available to help off-set the costs of the
producers out of pocket expenses.

OUTCOMES/OBJECTIVES

The Fox Lake Inland Lake Protection and Rehabilitation District has hired

an engineer/consultant that we will be working with continuously in planning and design for
long-term goals and outcomes. We also work closely and are active with the Dodge County
Healthy Soil Healthy Water Alliance and the DNR. You will see attached the maps and
prioritization tools that have been laid out and ready to be put into place.

KEY CONSIDERATIONS

Unless external loading has been adequately addressed, in-lake treatment will have short-
term benefits at best.

Unpublished guidelines suggest 50% or greater internal loading will limit the efficacy of
watershed management activities to reduce in-lake phosphorus (Ken Wagner, pers comm).



3) Under the Clean Water SRF, (eligible projects include to construct, improve, and repair

wastewater treatment plants; control non-point sources of pollution; improve resilience of
infrastructure to severe weather events; create green infrastructure; manage and treat storm
water or subsurface drainage water; facilitate water reuse; and protect waterbodies from
pollution).

We would like to thank you for your time and consideration. The Fox Lake Inland Lake District
would appreciate your consideration of financial assistance under the ARPA. Please feel free to
advise or discuss and questions regarding this request.

Kindest Regards,

Timithoy Meekma Tracy Zemlo

Board Chair Executive Director
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